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ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 11 May 2004
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
the Deputy Premier is absent from the house today and
that the Minister for Agriculture will deal with
questions relating to his role as Minister for
Environment and Minister for Water, and the Premier
will deal with questions relating to his role as Minister
for Victorian Communities.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Speed cameras: accuracy
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer the minister to the speed camera fiasco
facing Victorian motorists, and I ask: after six months
of investigation, can the minister guarantee that all
speed cameras in Victoria were properly and regularly
tested and had their accuracy verified as required by
law?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — As the house is aware, the
government commissioned some extensive expert
testing into the operation and management of these
speed cameras. We would certainly have liked that
testing to have been completed a lot earlier, but it is
being driven by the requirements of technicians, and we
want to ensure that that testing is as thorough,
comprehensive and reliable as possible, because we
believe that speed cameras have had a significant effect
on reducing trauma on the roads on which they operate.
Prior to the announcement of the speed cameras on the
Western Ring Road, there were nine deaths on that
road; since that announcement, there has been zero.
However, we believe there is an obligation to ensure
not only that those speed cameras reduce the level of
speeding and the level of road trauma but also that the
public can have absolute confidence in them. That is
why that testing process is being conducted
comprehensively and exhaustively. The full results of
that will be announced shortly.

Government: performance
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question is
to the Premier. Can the Premier advise the house about
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recent economic data that demonstrates the success of
the Victorian government’s economic policy and how
this performance compares with alternative views?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Derrimut for his question. Last week we saw some
further evidence of indicators which showed a very
strong performance for the Victorian economy. I refer
in particular to some key economic commentators who
were reporting on some of the key statistics which have
been released over the last two weeks. I refer in
particular to Tim Colebatch in the Age of Saturday,
8 May, where he reported on building approvals as
being one of the indicators and stated that the building
approvals for the 12 months to March were something
like $10 billion, which is 15 per cent up on what it was
on the previous year. I can add to that, because the
recent figures for the last month show a further
$1 billion of building approvals, and the year-to-date
figure for just this calendar year is something like
$3.6 billion worth of building approvals here in
Victoria.
Tim Colebatch also reported on Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) retail figures which showed a 9 per
cent increase in consumer spending, which was in fact
double the national average of consumer spending. So
Victoria is outperforming the nation on that key
indicator. In relation to full-time jobs, the ABS has
reported that Victoria has added some 30 000 full-time
jobs in the six months to March 2004, and of course
over 200 000 have been added since we came to office
in 1999.
We know that we have the second-lowest
unemployment rate in the country at 5.5 per cent. We
know also that the budget forward estimates are
predicting that by 2007–08 we will have a 5 per cent
unemployment rate, which is exactly the target that this
government has set for unemployment in the future;
and we have been under the national average for
46 consecutive months.
Tim Colebatch also reports that our population growth
is 1.33 per cent, which is greater than the national
population growth. In particular we have seen a
significant number of overseas migrants coming to
Victoria — a greater proportion than was the case some
years ago.
I go to another comment, this time by Saul Eslake,
chief economist with the ANZ bank — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BRACKS — Yes, a good man. The member for
Brighton is absolutely correct on that, and a good man

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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who said that Victoria’s economy has an underlying
strength and there is nothing to dispute the Treasury
estimates of growth in the future.
I go to the Australian Financial Review and one of its
key economic reporters, Alan Mitchell, who reported
on Saturday, 8 May, that the Victorian economy is
helped by another year of very strong business
investment and is likely to have the second-highest
business investment of any state in Australia. The only
one higher will be Western Australia because of the
resources issue. We know that the same commentator
was very strong in his praise of the Victorian economic
statement and the budget as well.
As the member asked, there is one commentator who is
counter-cyclical and who is not in keeping with those
key economic commentators — Alan Mitchell, Saul
Eslake and Tim Colebatch. He is someone who
obviously takes a contrary position and says that
Victoria lacks the inherent advantages of New South
Wales. Say that to people who are currently trying to
invest in New South Wales and you will get a different
answer!
He says that the government is also weakening the state
economy by driving down confidence, deterring
investment and impeding productivity growth as well.
He also says that the Victorian economy is in worse
shape than most other states. I do not think it is any
surprise — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — Well it could be a surprise: it
might have been the opposition leader who said it, but it
was not. The opposition leader has not made those
comments because it was the shadow Treasurer, the
member for Box Hill.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — Great praise from your side! The
shadow Treasurer, the member for Box Hill, has joined
the rest of the opposition in his negative carping
commentary on the Victorian economy.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, on
the basis that attacks on the opposition are
inappropriate. I quote former Speaker Coghill, who said
that question time is an opportunity for ministers to be
questioned and to provide information on government
administration, and should not be used as a vehicle for
attacks on the opposition. On the basis of that
statement, I ask you to bring the Premier back to the
question.
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Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, I
disagree with the member for Benambra. The question
that was directed to the Premier asked him to advise the
house about recent economic data and to also compare
that with alternative views. That is exactly what he was
doing; he was answering the question that was put
before him by articulating those alternative views. In
one instance they happened to come from the member
for Box Hill. They are alternative views to those that
are clearly working, and the new standing orders
provide for that.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. In terms of the way that the Premier was
answering the question, I think it was quite reasonable
for him to give alternative views in relation to the
question that he was asked, but it does not give him the
right to attack the member for Box Hill. Whilst he is
welcome to comment on alternative views, he needs to
confine his comments to that matter.
Mr BRACKS — Thank you for your ruling,
Speaker; I promise I will not attack the member for Box
Hill.
The alternative views are really about talking down the
Victorian economy; the alternative views are really
about standing for nothing and being negative. One
would have thought that after this period of the
government being in office the opposition would have
some alternative views.

Murray River: management
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. Will the Premier confirm
that the government is allocating $115 million for
Victoria’s share of the Living Murray commitment in
addition to the $320 million already allocated to the
Victorian Water Trust?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I welcome the question
from the Leader of The Nationals. At the last Council
of Australian Governments meeting it was Victoria’s
leadership that got the Living Murray issue on the
agenda. We got it on the agenda by brokering a deal
with South Australia and New South Wales whereby
Victoria will pay half of the contribution that New
South Wales has paid. I can remember the howls from
the opposition — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRACKS — We each pay half. I can remember
the opposition asking why we did not pay less than
that — that is what the Liberal Party was saying at the
time. Victoria remains committed to its contribution to
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the Living Murray: we will contribute to it, and we will
show leadership in ensuring that other governments,
including the commonwealth government, do not back
away. As we know, it is really the federal government
that has the issue here. We also know that the all-party
committee has said the government should fund it — —

4553 outside-school-hours care places, 100 family day
care places and 4500 long-day care places. In health, as
the Minister for Health pointed out last week, under the
Medicare agreement Victoria now pays 59 cents and
the commonwealth pays just 41 cents out of every
dollar.

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue. The question is whether
the government is putting up the $320 million plus the
$115 million; that is all we want to know, yes or no.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker is not in a
position to direct the Premier to answer the question in
the way the Leader of The Nationals would like him to;
I do not uphold the point of order.

The Bracks government wants a fair share in tonight’s
federal budget — nothing more, nothing less, just a fair
share. In terms of infrastructure projects the
government has put $186 million into the Geelong
bypass but the federal government is yet to deliver. The
Calder Highway — we have put in $70 million but the
federal government is yet to deliver. The Pakenham
bypass — we put in $121 million but we are still
waiting for $20 million from the federal government.

Mr BRACKS — The Victorian government will
continue to take the leadership position it has, it will
continue to push for the Living Murray project — as
distinct from The Nationals whose members have been
white-anting this project from the very start. They have
white-anted the project federally and got their federal
counterparts to oppose it every step of the way.

The federal government is yet to deliver on the Deer
Park bypass. We have put $77 million into the
Wimmera–Mallee region, but the federal government is
yet to deliver. We have put $96 million into rail
standardisation. Where is the money from the federal
government? What we want is a fair share. We are
standing up for Victoria. The signals from the — —

Federal budget: outcomes
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — My question without
notice is to the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer advise the
house of the effect of the commonwealth funding
shortfall faced by Victoria this financial year, the
impact on Victoria if this were to continue, and what
the Victorian government expects to see come out of
the federal budget to address these issues?
The SPEAKER — Order! The middle part of that
question is hypothetical, but I will allow the rest of the
question.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I want to thank the
member for Preston for his question. It is important to
state at the outset that whatever way you look at it
Victoria is getting a raw deal from the federal
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — It is true. For every dollar that
Victoria contributes in GST it gets back just 80 cents.
Despite paying 25 per cent of federal fuel taxes, we get
back just 15 per cent. Despite our having more
Victorian certificate of education students than at any
time in the past 10 years, the federal government has
cut 6000 places from Victorian universities since 1996.
In aged care Victoria receives the lowest per capita
funding of all of the states and is 4090 beds short. In
child care we are being robbed of

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is too high, particularly the member for Mornington!
The Treasurer, to continue.
Mr BRUMBY — To date the signals from the
commonwealth have been less than positive. I just want
to make this point: in an unprecedented move the
federal Howard government will not make the federal
budget papers available in Melbourne tonight.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, you
ruled part of the question out of order on the basis that it
was hypothetical. I think you will find that the
Treasurer is now addressing the issue that was raised as
a hypothetical question about the future outcome of the
federal budget. I believe that you ruled that part of the
question out of order; therefore, the Treasurer should be
ruled out of order in seeking to answer part of a
question that was hypothetical and that you have ruled
out of order.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, the
latter part of the question to the Treasurer asked what
the Victorian government expects to see come out of
the federal budget to address issues of shortfall. That
was ruled in, and that is the last part of the question.
The Treasurer should be allowed to continue.
The SPEAKER — Order! The part of the question
that I ruled out of order was the impact on Victoria if
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this were to continue in relation to the budget measures
from the federal government. However, in relation to
answering that I think it is reasonable for the Treasurer
to say what he would like the Victorian government to
see in this budget but not to expound further on what
effect that might have in 20 years time.
Mr BRUMBY — Thank you for your ruling,
Speaker. I have outlined what we would like to see,
which is a fair deal. What we would like to see is more
difficult to measure this year than in the past because,
as I said — —
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — No, this is a disgrace.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Did you get them?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to cease interjecting in that way.
Mr BRUMBY — In an unprecedented move the
budget papers will not be available in Melbourne
tonight. Each year the federal budget papers are
available from the Commonwealth Bookshop in
Melbourne on budget night, but not this year. If you are
in Victoria and you want a copy of the budget
papers — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Along with hundreds of
thousands of others!
The budget papers are not available because the federal
Treasurer, Peter Costello, wants to avoid any tricky
questions. That is what it is all about.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, on
the basis of being succinct, the Treasurer has been
speaking now for 7 minutes, and I ask you to ask him to
conclude his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has been
speaking for some time. There have been some points
of order, but even so I uphold the point of order in
relation to succinctness.
Mr BRUMBY — I am concluding, Speaker.
Victoria has been short-changed, and what we want
from the federal budget tonight is a fair share. We want
that in health funding, we want that in education
funding, we want that in road funding and we want that
in all the areas where Victoria has been short changed.
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It is a serious matter that Victorians will be deprived in
the budget papers tonight. This will be the first time
ever, and you have to ask what is behind this. This is
about Peter Costello making sure that he does not get
the tricky questions!

Speed cameras: legal advice
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and I ask:
have the minister and the government received advice
from the legal firm Maddocks or other legal firms
regarding the government’s liability, amounting to tens
of millions of dollars, for legally questionable speed
penalties and the consequential need for legislation?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I am not aware of having seen
any legal advice from Maddocks, but any legal advice
made available to the state government is the subject of
legal professional privilege.

Federal budget: road funding
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
question is to the Minister for Transport. Will the
minister advise the house about the commonwealth
transport funding shortfall over the past 12 months and
what is required in the federal budget to address the
shortfall?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Transport needs to respond on Victorian government
business.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) —
Tonight the federal government has an opportunity to
redress its failure in treating Victoria unfairly. We want
our fair share, and tonight is the opportunity when the
federal government can do that. Victoria pays 25 per
cent of the nation’s fuel tax — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is too much
background noise while the minister is speaking,
particularly from the member for Mornington. I ask
members to be quiet in order to allow the minister to
answer the question.
Mr BATCHELOR — When we raise issues of
fairness it is not surprising that the Victorian opposition
complains, because we put Victoria first and it puts
Victoria last. We pay 25 per cent of the nation’s fuel tax
but only get back 15 per cent for our road funding. The
Howard government is building roads in New South
Wales and Queensland with Victorian taxpayers
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money. If we got our 25 per cent — our fair share —
we would get an extra $750 million in road funding
over the next five years. That is $750 million extra over
the next five years if we just got what we wanted — our
fair share. With that money we could build roads in
Victoria rather than in Queensland or in New South
Wales! We could build roads like the Deer Park bypass,
a critical part of the national highway. The state
government could join, with 50 per cent funding, in
duplicating the remainder of the Calder Highway.
Duplicating that highway would bring enormous
benefits to some 90 000 people who live in Bendigo.

it to contribute funding to the upgrade of these
important and vital freight corridors.

There is also the Geelong bypass. The Sydney-centric
Howard government has not even acknowledged that it
is a road of national importance. It is a bypass for the
second biggest city in Victoria, yet Geelong has been
snubbed by the Howard government. If we got our fair
share we could get an extra $21 million — the shortfall
for the Pakenham bypass. With an extra $21 million we
could get the balance of the funding for the Pakenham
bypass. John Howard has trouble understanding that
50 per cent of $242 million is $121 million. That is
what the state government has put in, but the federal
government has only offered $100 million It needs to
put in another $21 million — —

Mr BATCHELOR — It is little wonder that the
mayor of the City of Manningham, Patricia Young, last
week described the $12 million upgrade of Thompsons
Road in Templestowe as a dream come true for
residents. The mayor of Knox, Emanuele Cicchiello,
said that the $9.3 million upgrade of Wellington Road
in Rowville was very welcome news — a result of this
government listening to the views of the Victorian
community. It is time that the federal Treasurer started
to act as a Victorian first instead of a Liberal first. The
federal Treasurer is only concerned about one road —
the road to the Lodge!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — The sycophants in this place
defend it!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to cease
interjecting at that level and allow the minister to
answer the question.
Mr BATCHELOR — We hit a raw nerve there,
because the member for Bass knows that the previous
Victorian Liberal government did nothing and his party
has done nothing to get the commonwealth government
to fulfil its promise. It is not just road projects that we
are looking for. We are looking for the federal
government to contribute towards Australia’s economic
infrastructure, including the infrastructure in
Victoria — projects like the Dynon port rail link, which
will improve rail access into the port of Melbourne and
relieve traffic congestion on Footscray Road, and other
important rail infrastructure projects like the upgrading
of the Tottenham rail corridor, where we urgently need
at least $40 million to upgrade the capacity of the
standard gauge line section of the national rail corridor;
and the Mildura and north-east rail lines that we have
approached the commonwealth government on, asking

The Howard government should do what the Bracks
government did in its last budget — it should put
Victorians and Victorian families first, a thing the
member for Bass would never do!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will not behave in that manner in the house. I ask the
Minister for Transport to conclude his answer.

Speed cameras: accuracy
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer the
minister to his answer in Parliament on 22 April this
year when he claimed that the radar equipment
provided by Victoria Police to speed camera operators
to verify the accuracy of their equipment is regularly
calibrated. Has the minister received advice confirming
that the radar equipment is not calibrated; and if so, has
the minister misled the house yet again?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I suggest that the member is
not only slow in getting to his feet but also slow in
understanding. He certainly has not read the answer I
gave. I suggest he read it very carefully, because it does
not comply with what he just said.
The radar guns used by Victoria police out on the road
for evidentiary purposes are regularly calibrated. A
small number of radar guns are used as a secondary
device to calibrate speed cameras. Speed cameras are
regularly calibrated, but the radar guns are used as a
secondary checking mechanism only. I am advised by
the Victoria Police that whilst it has not deemed it
necessary to calibrate those in the past, they will be
calibrated in future.
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Child care: places
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — My question is
to the Minister for Community Services. Can the
minister advise the house on the extent of the shortfall
in child-care places in Victoria and what needs to be
done to overcome this state of affairs?
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the honourable member for her
question. The Bracks government is providing
accessible and affordable children’s services to
Victorian families. With the delivery of the state budget
last week we have boosted funding to child and family
support services by over 53 per cent since 1999. We are
putting Victoria’s families first. However, today the real
test is whether the federal government will join us in
putting Victorian families first.
Mr Smith — Hooray!
Ms GARBUTT — Right across Victoria working
families are screaming out for affordable child care, yet
clearly the member for Bass does not care.
So far the Howard government has ignored their plight.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics data shows that
nationwide there is a shortfall of 47 800 out-of-hours
child-care places. We know that in Victoria there is a
shortage of at least 3600 out-of hours child-care places,
but that number could be higher, would be higher, is
higher. We do not know because of the cap. Simply
because it will not measure the need properly the
federal government imposes a cap on the number of
out-of-school-hours child-care places, and because of
that shortage we know that there is a whole generation
of latchkey kids out there in the suburbs running the
streets — because of the commonwealth’s failure to
remove the cap.
Wherever you look, wherever you ask, you can see the
shortage. Whether it is in out-of-school-hours child
care, whether it is in family day care, whether it is in
long-day care or occasional care. You can see it in the
City of Port Phillip, where 1000 families are signed up
to child-care waiting lists; at the Clifton Street
child-care centre in Northcote 200 children are on the
waiting list; at Altona North it is 185; in Shepparton it
is 100 — the list goes on and on. This is at a time when
child-care fees have risen by an average 30 per cent
over the last two years according to the ABS data.
Most local councils are very sympathetic to the plight
of working families, but sadly the City of Glen Eira —
yes, in the member for Caulfield’s backyard — has
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taken the decision to close facilities and hike up its fees
for child-care places as well.
We know from leaks out of the commonwealth
bureaucracy that the commonwealth government has
had a package developed for a number of months but
has delayed that announcement and kept families
waiting and kept kids on the street to suit its own
political purposes.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GARBUTT — You might support that
strategy — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, through
the Chair!
Ms GARBUTT — But we support Victorian
families. We have heard all the whispers and the
pre-budget leaks, but tonight the federal government
must put Victorian families first. It must remove the cap
on out-of-school-hours child care, it must invest in
community child-care infrastructure and it must make
sure that Victorian families get their fair share.

Hazardous waste: Baddaginnie-Violet Town
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Major Projects. Will the
minister, having acknowledged last Friday that he was
not aware that the Violet Town site for the proposed
toxic waste dump was on a flood plain — that being but
another example of a flawed process — now agree to
abandon the three short-listed sites, start again and
properly examine Crown land options?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — Last
Friday I had the pleasure of visiting the land-holders in
the study area near Violet Town and Baddaginnie.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — I did have a cup of tea, I had
some scones; I was the recipient of some good
old-fashioned country hospitality, that is right.
I can tell you, Speaker, that was a very informative day,
both for me and the staff who accompanied me. The
land-holders took the opportunity to get a bus and take
me and the staff around their property. They took us to
the approach roads and pointed out places of relevance
to the argument they want to put to the government.
They took us to places that they were able to identify
according to their local knowledge where higher levels
had been recorded in previous floods. This local
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knowledge has not been incorporated into the flood
plain records because the local council does not have
that information in the planning scheme. The day was
very helpful. The residents took us to places where,
during the 1993 floods in particular, the water was
above their ankles, above their shoulders or above their
heads — very deep — —
Mr Ryan — Depending on how tall you are.
Mr BATCHELOR — The Leader of The Nationals
might like to mock the problems suffered by the people
of Baddaginnie and Violet Town during those floods,
but the people I met with were able to demonstrate very
graphically the impact on their homes, their farms and
the surrounding roads. We have asked consultants to
prepare a flood survey for the whole of the study area,
and we have asked the land-holders and residents who
live and work in the study area to provide that
information so it can be incorporated into the flood
survey. We think that will contribute enormously to
helping the government evaluate whether that particular
site should go forward into an environment effects
statement.
With respect to the other sites mentioned by the Leader
of The Nationals, we are working with them on other
issues and will continue to do that. We are not afraid of
consulting with the local communities. We are not
afraid of getting useful and relevant information from
them, and we will continue to ask them to help the
process. They are playing a very constructive and
helpful role.

Federal budget: tertiary education and training
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Education
and Training. Can the minister advise the house about
the impact of the commonwealth government’s funding
arrangements for higher education in Victoria and what
is required in tonight’s federal budget to rectify the
problem.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for Ballarat West for
her question and her interest in this area. The Bracks
budget that was brought down last week was fantastic
for education, because it delivered enormously for
education. Since the Bracks government came to office
it has put over $4.3 billion extra into education and
training. It is working incredibly well. We now have
87 per cent of students completing year 12 or its
equivalent, which is a fantastic result.

1077

The problem, however, for those students is that,
although they are successfully completing year 12 or its
equivalent, they are then meeting a closed door when
they try to get into higher education. This house knows
very well — and the Treasurer mentioned it before —
that since 1996 the Howard government has cut
6000 full-time places from the university system in
Victoria. That is 6000 places every year since 1996.
This year alone the Australian Vice-Chancellors
Committee figures show that over 22 000 eligible
students have missed a higher education place.
Thirty-five per cent of the unmet demand across
Australia is here in Victoria.
When you add up the unmet demand over the last four
years, over 82 000 people have missed out on a higher
education place over the last four years here in Victoria.
They are not just statistics; behind every one of those
82 000 is a person who has had their aspirations and
dreams absolutely dashed. They have met all the
necessary requirements, but they have not been able to
get a higher education place. Why? Because they live
here in Victoria. If they lived interstate, their chances
would be much greater. It is not fair on those students.
All members know of young people who have gone
through their 13 years of schooling; they have done
very well, yet they cannot get a place in higher
education. We have also heard — and I have been
directly told of this — of mature-aged people who want
to go to university, particularly those who want to
teach. We want them in our education system but they
cannot get a place in higher education. We are not
asking for anything more than what is our fair share.
We just want to be treated equally. We want to be
treated according to the student population in Victoria.
Of course the federal government has not only ripped
away places from Victoria but it will not even fund us
properly for existing places. When it provided the full
funding for marginally funded places across Australia,
you would have thought Victoria would have got its
student population share, which is 25 per cent of the
places. But no, we got less than 10 per cent of those
national places.
Let us look at what some of the other states got. New
South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory got
over 36 per cent of those places; Queensland got over
25 per cent of those places, which is well above its
student population; Western Australia got above 17 per
cent of those places; but we got less than 10 per cent.
Every commentator, apart from the Liberal opposition,
has bitterly complained about an unfair share of these
fully funded places in Victoria.
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What was the federal minister’s response to this? He
told the students to go to TAFE or to pay their own
way. Who pays two-thirds of the amount for TAFE
places? The Victorian government. So all he is wanting
to do is to cost shift rather than to properly fund those
places in Victoria.

Mr Batchelor — The Speaker said she did not
know about it.

For every one of those 22 000 eligible students this year
who missed out on a higher education place, it is not
just about missing out on higher education; they have
missed out on their dreams and aspirations that we, the
Victorian government, are delivering on — and we
would expect the federal government to deliver on as
well. All we are asking for in tonight’s budget is a fair
share in terms of those higher education places, and we
are asking the federal Treasurer to make sure that his
own state is provided with at least a fair share of those
higher education places.

Mr Batchelor — I am bringing that particular ruling
to your attention.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.
Mr HONEYWOOD having given notice of motion:
Ms Kosky — On a point of order, Speaker, I think
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was referring that
motion to the federal government. There is no minister
for higher education in the state government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. There is no point of order.
Further notice of motion given.
Mr RYAN having commenced giving notice of
motion:
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to previous rulings about the length
of notices of motion. This notice clearly exceeds the
word limit, and I ask you to rule it out and ask the
member to reshape it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not aware of the
ruling to which the Leader of the Government is
referring. I am not aware of any such ruling.
Mr RYAN continued giving notice of motion.
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker, I
refer you to a ruling by Speaker Plowman on 21 May
1997.
Mr RYAN — It has already been ruled on.

The SPEAKER — Order! I did not uphold the
point of order raised by the manager of government
business.

Further notices of motion given.

MITCHAM-FRANKSTON PROJECT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to make provision in
relation to the construction and management of the
Mitcham-Frankston freeway, to amend section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 and the Road Management Act 2004
and other acts and for other purposes.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — The Minister
for Transport will not like to, but we call on him to give
a brief explanation of the bill, particularly as it relates to
Scoresby.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — This
bill has two elements to it. Firstly, it provides the
mechanisms for the construction of the
Mitcham-Frankston project. It is a project that contains
a tollway, bicycle paths and other community facilities.
Secondly, this bill provides the constitutional protection
for the Road Management Act to facilitate the full
implementation of the intentions of that act.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

OMBUDSMAN LEGISLATION (POLICE
OMBUDSMAN) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BRACKS (Premier) introduced a bill to amend
the Ombudsman Act 1973, the Police Regulation
Act 1958 and the Whistleblowers Protection Act
2001 to create the Office of Police Ombudsman,
abolish the Office of Deputy Ombudsman (Police
Complaints) and broaden the powers of
investigation into police matters and conduct and
for other purposes.

STATE TAXATION ACTS (TAX REFORM) BILL
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Read first time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS (TAX REFORM)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) introduced a bill to
amend the Duties Act 2000, the First Home Owner
Grant Act 2000, the Land Tax Act 1958, the Payroll
Tax Act 1971 and the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

JUDICIAL SALARIES BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to remove the function of
the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal to make determinations in
relation to the salaries and allowances of judicial officers and
the remuneration of acting magistrates and make fresh
provision with respect to such salaries, allowances and
remuneration, to amend the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal
Act 1995 and make consequential amendments to the
Constitution Act 1975, the Country Court Act 1958 and the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and for other purposes.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I seek an explanation
from the Attorney-General about this bill.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — What this bill
does is set up a system whereby there will be a nexus
created between the federal jurisdiction — that is,
federal judges — and Supreme Court judges of this
state, with ‘nexus’ meaning parity, over a period of
time, and then there will be relativities that flow on to
the County Court, the Magistrates Court, the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal and the like.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I seek a brief
explanation about this bill from the Attorney-General.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — In the main, this
bill implements the commitment that was made by the
Premier in relation to the collection of non-intimate
forensic samples. Currently they can only be obtained
by way of court order. This legislation amends that in
line with the Premier’s commitment.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

FAIR TRADING (CONSUMER
CONTRACTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Fair Trading
Act 1999 in relation to the application of the unfair terms
provisions and the telephone marketing provisions of that act
and for other purposes.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I seek a brief
explanation of this bill from the Attorney-General.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — This bill does a
number of things, including enabling regulations to be
made excluding certain contracts from the exemption
for credit contracts in the unfair contract term
provisions of the act; increasing the threshold for the
application of a telemarketing regime from $50 to
$100; and other consequential amendments.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

DOMESTIC BUILDING CONTRACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:

CRIMES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Crimes
Act 1958 with respect to fingerprinting and forensic
procedures, to amend the Metropolitan Fire Brigades
Act 1958 to provide for a Deputy President and for other
purposes.

That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Domestic
Building Contracts Act 1995 in relation to off-the-plan
contracts of sale.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I seek a brief
explanation of this bill from the Attorney-General.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — This bill amends
the Domestic Building Contracts Act to clarify the
definition of ‘domestic building contract’ to overcome
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some issues that have recently arisen in a court decision
concerning off-the-plan contracts of sale, and whether
or not they come within the definition of a ‘domestic
building contract’.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
a further explanation as to whether this bill contains any
retrospective elements.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think that is a specific
question in relation to the bill.
Mr Hulls — I was simply going to say, ‘Wait until
Thursday, old boy’.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not think I have any
power to instruct the Attorney-General to answer that
point.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

HEALTH SERVICES (GOVERNANCE AND
ACCOUNTABILITY) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Health
Services Act 1988 to strengthen the governance and
accountability of certain bodies established under that act or
by order under that act and for other purposes.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — This bill does
three things: It implements the recommendations of the
governance review panel, it sunsets the provisions in
the act which facilitate agreements to establish privately
operated hospitals, and it facilitates the reorganisation
of public health services and public hospitals from time
to time.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PHARMACY PRACTICE BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to regulate the practice of
pharmacists, to establish the Pharmacy Board of Victoria and
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the Pharmacy Board Fund, to repeal the Pharmacists
Act 1974 and to make consequential amendments to other
acts and for other purposes.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — This bill fulfils
the Victorian government’s obligations under national
competition policy.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

MENTAL HEALTH LEGISLATION
(COMMONWEALTH DETAINEES) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Mental
Health Act 1986 and the Crimes (Mental Impairment and
Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997 with respect to certain
persons detained in approved mental health services under
commonwealth legislation and for other purposes.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — This bill provides
authority for the mental health services in Victoria to
treat patients who have been detained under
commonwealth legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

AMBULANCE SERVICES (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Ambulance
Services Act 1986 and the Summary Offences Act 1966 and
for other purposes.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — This bill
enhances the protection that is available for paramedics
by creating a new offence of assault for impeding
paramedics in the course of their duty.
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day, police station in Somerville to service the local and
surrounding communities as a matter of vital importance.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

SUSTAINABLE FORESTS (TIMBER) BILL

By Mr WELLS (Scoresby) (358 signatures)

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls

Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to provide a framework for
sustainable forest management and sustainable timber
harvesting in state forests, to amend the Forests Act 1958 and
the Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, to
consequently amend other acts and for other purposes.

Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — I ask the minister
to give us a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
key aspect will be to provide a separation out of the
functions of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment, to determine the issues around
sustainability and to provide an allocation of timber to
VicForests, which will subsequently commercialise it.
Motion agreed to.

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth the Parliament that the Victorian
government has decided to break its 2002 pre-election pledge
and introduce tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby)
freeway.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament undertake
to ensure that the government:
1.

honours its pre-election commitment and policy as
pledged to the citizens of Victoria not to introduce tolls
on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby) freeway; and

2.

immediately reverses its decision to impose tolls on
vehicles on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby) freeway
and thereby honour its commitment to the citizens of
Victoria.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr COOPER (Mornington) (206 signatures)

Read first time.

Tabled.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Police: Somerville station
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Scoresby be considered next day on
motion of Mr WELLS (Scoresby).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mornington by considered next day on
motion of Mr COOPER (Mornington).

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth:
that the allocation of police resources in Somerville is
woefully inadequate and is placing the health and safety
of Somerville residents, along with residents of
surrounding communities, such as Baxter, Tyabb and
Pearcedale at significant risk;
at present Somerville has no police station and an
alarming rise in crime figures shows that despite their
best efforts the neighbouring police forces of Frankston
and Hastings are unable to provide a quick and reliable
service to the local community;
in particular the rapid growth in population experienced
by both Somerville and surrounding townships will
further exacerbate this very real threat to local law and
order.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Bracks government
urgently funds the establishment of a fully manned, 24-hour a

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — Report for
the year ended 31 October 2003
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995 — Report of
Determination No 2 of 2003
Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board —
Report for the year ended 31 October 2003
Mount Buller Alpine Resort Management Board — Report
for the year ended 31 October 2003 (two documents)
Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board — Report
for the year ended 31 October 2003 (two documents)
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
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Nillumbik Planning Scheme — Nos C6, C12

Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill

Surf Coast Planning Scheme — No C12

Private Security Bill.

Wangaratta Planning Scheme — No C16
Statutory Rules under the following acts:
Administration and Probate Act 1958 — SR No 32
Crimes Act 1958 — SR No 33
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SR Nos 32, 33
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exception
certificates in relation to Statutory Rule Nos 32, 33.

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 26 February 2003:
Fair Trading (Amendment) Act 2003 — Sections 11, 75, 76
on 1 June 2004 (Gazette G19, 6 May 2004).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
Control of Genetically Modified Crops Bill
Limitation of Actions (Amendment) Bill
Marine (Amendment) Bill
Monetary Units Bill
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Bill
Road Management Bill.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Death Notification Legislation (Amendment) Bill
Surveying Bill
Transport Legislation (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill
Treasury and Finance Legislation (Amendment)
Bill.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2) the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday,
13 May 2004.
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration (Amendment)
Bill
Courts Legislation (Funds in Courts) Bill

This motion represents the legislative program for the
government for this week. Those are the bills on which
we seek to take advantage of the guillotine procedure at
4.00 p.m. on Thursday. I advise members, so they will
understand the way Parliament will proceed this week,
that in addition to those four bills — four being a very
light load — we will be using the balance of the
government business time to debate the Appropriation
(2004/2005) Bill and the Appropriation (Parliament
2004/2005) Bill.
We are not including those bills in the 4.00 p.m.
guillotine and will be providing an extended period for
members to join in the debate on both. Debate on the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill has already started, and
as a courtesy to members we signal that we will
probably sit for an extra hour tonight and tomorrow
night to ensure the maximum opportunity for members
to join in the debates on those appropriation bills.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The opposition
supports the government business program. In respect
of order of the day 9, government business, the
opposition would be quite happy to accommodate the
government in its deliberations of that item, particularly
on the basis of there being only four items of legislation
on the program. We would be happy to accommodate
the government if it wished to bring that debate on.
I ask the Leader of House what his intention is in
respect of item 9 on the notice paper. Other than saying
that the opposition will agree to the extension of hours
if that proves necessary to make sure we get through
the budget debate, there is no other reason for the
opposition to comment on the government’s program.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — The Nationals do not
oppose the government’s business program. We note
that in the last sitting week we dealt with nine bills,
which meant that we sat late and had a rush to get up
our members who wanted to speak on those bills. This
week we only have four bills, so it would be good if the
government could manage its business program a bit
better to provide consistency across the sitting weeks,
bearing in mind that a lot of our members have a — —
Mr Batchelor — Don’t they want to speak on the
appropriations?
Mr WALSH — They do want to speak on the
appropriation bill.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Swan
Hill should address the Chair and not have a
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conversation across the table with the Leader of the
House.

Party promise, which it has run away from at a million
miles an hour.

Mr WALSH — Given that on Thursday nights
quite a few of our members have a 3 or 4-hour drive
home, we would very much appreciate if we could
manage the business program so that they get away in
good time on those nights.

Motion agreed to.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — The Deputy
Leader of the National Party has inspired me to make a
brief contribution to the debate on the government
business program. In the 1999 state election campaign
the Labor Party promised that Parliament would sit
more often, and thereby accommodate family-friendly
hours. We are currently in the middle of a 21-day
sitting period. At the time of the Labor Party’s attack
during the 1999 election campaign the worst
performance of the previous Liberal government that
the then opposition could point to was a 22-day sitting.
They have done better or worse in this case by having
only 21 days — 1 day less than the worst in terms of
the number of days sitting when compared with the
previous government. If we had more days to sit, and if
we matched the record of the previous Liberal
government in sitting more often rather than listening to
Labor Party rhetoric, we would have more time to
accommodate debate on the budget.
I well recall Labor members of Parliament highlighting
this point in 1998–99 by wheeling their spouses,
spouses partners and children into the parliamentary
dining room to make a protest about the terrible
un-family-friendly hours.
We have just learnt on the run from the Leader of the
House that, ‘By the way, we will sit an extra hour here
and an extra hour there’. Why not sit more often? Why
not have more days this sitting; why not meet the
previous Liberal government’s 22-day sitting rather
than have a 21-day sitting? We know the government
would not want to entertain having any more sitting
days because that would involve more question times
being added to the sitting — and the government does
not like question time.
While we know that is the real reason, we need to
remind the government of the family-friendly-hours
commitment that it made such a song and dance about
in opposition compared with the, ‘By the way, we will
add an hour each night to the sitting to accommodate
the needs of honourable members who want to make a
contribution to the budget debate’ we have from the
Leader of the House. There is another way forward and
the way forward is to sit more often as per the Labor

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Anzac Day: Yan Yean
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to commend the
communities of my electorate for the respectful and
wonderful way Anzac Day was commemorated this
year. Beginning on the Sunday prior to the day, local
activities included the annual Epping RSL march to the
Epping Memorial Hall. Anzac eve saw a moving
service organised by the Hurstbridge RSL at Anzac
Park, followed by breakfast at Hurstbridge Bowling
Club where I had the privilege of presenting life
membership of the RSL to Noel Morse for his
distinguished service.
Record numbers again attended the dawn service at
Epping RSL. The night was lit by the kerosene lamps
of the Epping Country Fire Authority. Late in the
morning the newly formed Diamond Creek RSL
sub-branch, together with Diamond Creek Rotary, held
its community wreath laying ceremony along with
representatives of Diamond Creek and Wattle Glen
scouts, Diamond Creek Country Fire Authority and
Diamond Creek police and many others. The day
would not have been complete without the unique
Whittlesea RSL march around the township, stopping
for a laying of wreaths at both World War I and World
War II monuments.
My thanks go to the returned and services people, their
families and many community members, including
many, many children, who paid their respects to the
fallen. I commend the many, many organisers and
participants who really made this day not to be missed.
Some of them include Herb Mason, Noelene Park, John
Arthur, Michael Hall, Ned Panuzzo, Reverend Jock
Ryan, air force chaplain Reverend Steven Holmes,
piper Steve Foy and other musicians, Ivanhoe Grammar
cadets and personnel from the Simpson Barracks.
As the granddaughter of a World War I and World War
II veteran, I am eternally grateful for his sacrifice and
that of all who served this country in wartime. We will
remember them. Lest we forget.

Food Allergy Awareness Week
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — Yesterday I
attended the National Anaphylaxis and Allergy
conference held in Albury-Wodonga, which was
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opened by the Acting Governor-General, Lieutenant
General John Anderson, who launched the Australian
Food Allergy Awareness Week.

range of support mechanisms that need to be more
widely developed, including educational and parent
support programs.

The reason I wish to raise this issue is that 20 people
die of allergies every year. The majority of them are
teenagers who are carefully looked after by their
families, particularly their mothers, to make sure they
are not subject to the allergies that can kill them. When
kids become teenagers peer pressure and in some cases
drinking means their resistance to coming into contact
with the allergens that can kill them is lowered. It is
interesting to note that even a kiss from someone who
has been eating a peanut butter sandwich can kill a
person with an allergy to peanuts. It is an incredibly
difficult thing in respect of how careful one has to be
today.

I congratulate the Ballarat autism network and I wish
them, Autism Victoria and the family support
association much success this week.

One of the most recent deaths that occurred in Victoria
happened even though the mother of this child sought
an assurance from a chef that there was no peanut in the
meal that was being prepared, but the last meal had
peanuts in it and the residue in the bowl killed that
child.

Autism Awareness Week
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — This week is
national Autism Awareness Week, which aims to raise
the understanding of the difficulties experienced every
day by children and adults living with autism. Many
events are being held across the state to mark national
Autism Awareness Week, including a Pin a Pollie event
taking place on the steps of Parliament House
tomorrow morning.
Last Friday I attended a meeting in Ballarat organised
by the Ballarat autism network. It commenced with a
remarkable musical performance from six-year-old
Jack Stacey who has autism. Jack had the audience
spellbound as he played many very advanced musical
pieces on his electric organ. This was followed by an
even more captivating talk presented by Donna
Williams who, as a child, was severely affected by
Tourette’s syndrome — one of the many forms of
autism. Donna, now in her 30s, has overcome most of
the very debilitating features of her autism, which had
seen her often treated unsympathetically, thought of as
deaf, called nuts and labelled as disturbed.
She now speaks very impressively and describes how
she was driven to seek out her own methods of
treatment for this poorly understood but quite complex
and very varied condition. She has now travelled the
world to help raise awareness and develop a range of
treatments for this. She also emphasises that there is a

Apex: Wangaratta road safety school
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — One of the great
success stories in the Rural City of Wangaratta has been
the road safety school for young children conducted by
the Apex club of Wangaratta. The road safety school
was established by the Apex club over 30 years ago
with total maintenance of the facilities and equipment
being funded by the club, including continuing
voluntary work by the members. Kindergartens and
primary schools in Wangaratta and surrounding areas
have taken advantage over the years of ensuring young
people learn the road laws by utilising the facilities at
the road safety school.
The facility includes a network of paths, traffic lights
and signage with the provision of over 50 bicycles and
tricycles, with helmets. Every year approximately 1200
students take advantage of the training at the facility,
which is conducted under the guidance of VicRoads
through its safety education consultants. Over many
years successive ministers for transport have provided
funding of $3000 each year to support the payment to
the part-time coordinators. This assistance has been
critical for the successful operation of the safety school
for the young people and has been a source of great
encouragement to the Apex club members and their
voluntary work in maintaining and upgrading the
facility.
Recent information from the minister and VicRoads
indicates that future funding for this highly successful
training facility for young people is in doubt. I call on
the Minister for Transport to ensure VicRoads and the
government continue their support and funding for the
Wangaratta road safety school.

Newcomb Secondary College: Beacon project
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I want to talk about
the success of the project I spoke about in the house last
year, when Newcomb Secondary College became the
fifth school in Australia to become part of an initiative
called the Beacon project, which brought together the
school community, industry, local government and
students to facilitate and improve retention rates at the
school. The project, launched last year by the Premier,
is designed to encourage year 10 students to sign a
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pledge to remain in education training or employment
up to, and still be there as at, 31 March this year.
I am very pleased to report that last year 155 students
signed the pledge in front of the Premier and that of
those 155 only 2 did not fulfil their pledges. The school
is still working with one of those students to get them
into employment. The project has been a huge success.
This year a further 178 year 10 students will sign the
pledge in the company of Frank Costa, the patron, me
as the local member, councillors, local businesses and
families.
I would like to congratulate all those involved in this
important project. I particularly want to thank Toni
Sharki and Tom Adair for their commitment and hard
work in making it a success. Also congratulations go to
all the students who upheld their pledge. I wish them
well into the future. I would like to acknowledge the
businesses and organisations that are now a part of this,
including VicWorks, Rotary, the Austin group,
MatchWorks, Deakin University, the National Australia
Bank, Karingal, the Lions Club — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Spencer Street station: ministerial
responsibility
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw the
house’s attention to a media release issued last week by
Leighton Holdings which addresses its profit
downgrade and attributes some of the blame to the
problems at the Spencer Street station site. I also wish
to draw to the house’s attention the statement by the
Minister for Major Projects that he had nothing to do
with the project. I further wish to draw to the house’s
attention the fact that the minister has announced this
project 13 times; that the Premier launched the project
and claimed credit for it; that it is listed as a
government project, with over $300 million of
taxpayers funds being directed to it in the budget
papers; and that it is listed on the government’s major
projects web site, which boasts not only about the
project itself but about Spencer Street station being kept
operational throughout the project.
It is also listed in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report of 30 June 2003, which says there
would be no changes to either the budget or the timing
of the project. I note also that the minister is responsible
for the Spencer Street station authority, which reports to
Parliament. Interestingly the minister in a press release
dated 7 May blithely stated that:
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The Spencer Street station authority has a responsibility to
protect the interest of the Victorian taxpayers …

In this instance the minister should be acting like the
Minister for Major Projects, not the minister for
handballing major projects.

Coolaroo West community house
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I was happy to
attend the Miss Victoria Multicultural 2004 Quest
organised by the Coolaroo West community house. The
aim of this event was to provide a social function for
the community where people from all backgrounds
could appreciate diversity whilst supporting a great
cause, with all the funds raised on the day going to the
Coolaroo West community house emergency relief
food bank service. The food bank provides a box of
food to people in need, but it also provides a friendly
environment and a sense of community and solidarity.
I wish to commend the organisers of this event and the
families and children who participated in such a noble
enterprise. I particularly commend all the young
participants, who put so much effort into this event. I
congratulate the winners, Marta Galdamez and Tuba
Suleicik, and their parents for a job well done. Coolaroo
West community house is managed by a
community-based management committee which is
also elected annually. The committee of management is
responsible and accountable for the effective
management of all funds, employees and activities of
the house. The community house is managed on a
day-to-day basis by the house manager, Maria Rivera,
whose commitment to her community I wish to
commend.

Minister for Information and Communication
Technology: overseas travel
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I support overseas
travel for ministers, provided they achieve positive
outcomes for Victoria, but I am bewildered as to why
Minister Thomson, the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology in the other place, had to
spend nearly $27 000 for a 12-day trip to the United
States of America to attend an information technology
conference. I am advised that this included nearly
$15 000 in air fares and $12 000 on accommodation.
This equates to $2250 per day. How many other
Victorians have such an opportunity to pay $15 000 on
air fares to travel to the USA? While at the time the
minister tried to put a positive spin on her trip, I ask
her: how much investment has been secured as a result
of her trip? If the answer is nil, perhaps next time she
should send someone with some expertise in
information and communications technology or
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someone who is prepared to fly economy class.
Enjoying the perks of office is one thing, but achieving
a positive outcome for Victoria is what ministers should
be aiming for.
Before embarking on any overseas travel Minister
Thomson should ensure that her department is
functioning effectively and actually achieving things.
Multimedia Victoria is in chaos; it is badly run and in
need of leadership. But instead of fixing the problem
Minister Thomson travels overseas. This is the same
minister who chartered a light plane to fly to Lakes
Entrance with others at a cost of $2134. Hers is the
same party that criticised the previous government for
doing just that. I urge the minister to think very
carefully about travelling overseas and to make sure
that when she does she achieves something.

Tourism: bed and breakfast guide
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — On Thursday, 29 April,
I had the pleasure of accompanying the Minister for
Tourism to the launch of Victoria’s 2004–05 Bed and
Breakfast Getaways Guide at the beautiful Campaspe
House in Woodend. This 144-page guide is now in its
sixth edition and features comprehensive information on
261 properties including b & bs, self-contained
accommodation, country cottages and small hotels.
Macedon Ranges features in this guide, along with
11 other regions across the state. The launch was a
festive event attended by many local tourist operators,
and Campaspe House is a beautiful example of the type
of accommodation visitors will find in this booklet.
Research shows Victoria has the highest number of
b & bs in Australia, with 524 000 domestic visitors and
17 000 international visitors staying in b & bs in
Victoria in 2002. With tourism figures like that,
booklets like this will help promote regions like the
Macedon Ranges, which have so many beautiful places
to stay. Tourism is increasingly important to the
Macedon region as it is a significant economic driver
that provides local employment and contributes
significantly to the beauty of the area. I congratulate the
minister and Tourism Victoria for the wonderful work
they continue to do in making sure that the tourism
industry continues to grow in Victoria. The increasing
number of visitors to Victoria shows the strategy is
working well. I also thank Campaspe House for the
hospitality at the launch.

Rail: East Gippsland line
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — On Sunday,
2 May, the Gippsland passenger rail service returned to
Bairnsdale. I would like to thank all those hardworking
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members of the Save Our Trains group, who
maintained their faith and endeavour for over a decade.
Sunday was a just reward for their efforts. The day was
a magnificent event, with an estimated 2000 people at
the Stratford railway station coinciding with the people
attending the Shakespeare festival. An estimated 5000
turned out at the Bairnsdale railway station to welcome
back East Gippsland’s first train for over a decade.
The Premier and the Minister for Transport rode the
first train back, along with the mayors of the East
Gippsland and Wellington councils. Clocks were
presented to both mayors for the stations at Stratford
and Bairnsdale. If The Nationals had any doubt about
why they lost the seat of Gippsland East in 1999, a seat
they had held against all comers for over a century, they
need look no further than the contempt the previous
government showed in removing passenger rail
services and the large turnout that came to welcome the
trains back.
Given there was just five days notice, the size and
passion of the crowd on the day has dismissed all the
opposition to and negative comments about why and
how people support the passenger rail services in
country areas. It was an extremely positive day and one
that the vast majority of East Gippslanders had been
looking forward to for many years. I thank all those
who worked very hard to make the day possible.

Monsignor Gerald Cudmore
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — On 21 April 2004 the
church of Our Lady of Lourdes in Prahran lost its
parish priest when Reverend Monsignor Gerald
Anthony Cudmore, AM, passed away. Monsignor
Cudmore was 71 years of age and had been a Catholic
priest for 46 years. He was deeply admired and liked by
his community and had given outstanding service to his
church, his parishioners and his country.
Educated by the Christian Brothers, Monsignor
Cudmore was definitely a man of the people. He
enjoyed good company, football, racing and golf. He
did not stand on ceremony. His first words to me after
we met were, ‘Call me Gerry’. I remember we then
chatted about our educations, his at Christian Brothers
College North Melbourne and mine at Christian
Brothers College East St Kilda. He had a great sense of
duty and served for many years as the principal
Australian Army chaplain at the Royal Military
College, Duntroon. He was the first Australian army
chaplain to arrive in Vietnam and served there in 1965
and 1966. He was appointed vicar-general of the
archdiocese of Melbourne in 1993, and served in that
capacity until 1996.
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The funeral service was held at St Patrick’s Cathedral
on 27 April, and the cathedral was full to overflowing.
The mass was celebrated by the Most Reverend Denis
Hart, Archbishop of Melbourne, along with many
concelebrants, including former archbishop, the Most
Reverend Sir Frank Little. Thousands of people from
our local community and other parishes that Monsignor
Cudmore served over the years celebrated the life of a
man who put the welfare of others first and whose
advice and counsel was widely sought and appreciated.
I extend my condolences to his family. He will be
greatly missed.

Autism Awareness Week
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This week is Autism
Awareness Week. It is a week when we can celebrate
the lives of special people in our community — autistic
children and their families. Autistic children are very
special. At times they cause grief and heartache for
their parents. They are easy targets at school for bullies,
because they find it hard to defend themselves; they get
pushed and shoved, teased and picked on. At times they
are isolated and lonely, and the nights in tears are not
very easy; but with the incredibly hard work of parents,
teachers and outstanding schools these issues can be
resolved.
It is crucial that these kids feel they are part of the
community, especially of their school community.
They just want to be part of a group. They forget things,
misunderstand things, misinterpret things, go to the
wrong class, take out the wrong garbage bin or bring in
the garbage bin which has not been emptied. They ask
10 million questions a day, which drives their brothers
and sisters absolutely bananas. If you do not give a
black-and-white answer, that of itself will generate
another 10 million questions. But at the end of the day,
as parents we feel so blessed that these special children
have been born to us.

Yarra Ranges: Durham Road day care centre
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — As a result of the failure of
the federal government to provide a fair share of
funding, I learn with sadness that the Shire of Yarra
Ranges has announced its intention to close both its
community-based child-care centres, one in Sherbrooke
and the other near my home in Kilsyth. The two centres
will close by 2009 or even earlier if the shire council
believes that the private sector can meet the demand. I
have written a letter in support of the Durham Road
day-care centre and also addressed a council meeting,
along with representatives from the committee and
parents, expressing my deep concern at the likely
closure of the two child-care centres.
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This federal government is disadvantaging families in
Kilsyth and elsewhere at a time when there is an unmet
demand for both outside-school-hours care and family
day care. I am most concerned at the possible closure of
the Durham Road centre as it is the only not-for-profit
centre providing quality day care in the Shire of Yarra
Ranges part of my electorate. I have met many of the
staff members and some of the parents from Durham
Road, and I am impressed by their dedication and
commitment to the children in their care. I applaud the
efforts of the parent committee at the Durham Road day
care centre, especially Linda Hill and Lara Warren.
These dynamic young women have never been
involved in activism before but are now realising that
they care enough for something special to make it
worth fighting for. They have mounted an excellent
campaign and have engaged the support of members of
the community not connected with the centre.
In the strongest possible terms I urge the Shire of Yarra
Ranges to examine this issue again and to give the staff
and families an assurance that the centre will remain
open.

Libraries: rural and regional
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — This city-centric
government again stands condemned for not increasing
the recurrent funding for rural and regional library
services, thereby putting at risk the viability of library
services for country Victorians.
Only last month in the Hamilton Spectator there was an
example given that Casterton and Heywood static
libraries and 10 mobile library stops in the Southern
Grampians shire have been earmarked for closure. This
is because the state government’s funding for library
services has dropped from 50 per cent to now
approximately 22 per cent. Not only the Glenelg
Regional Library Service but also other services such as
the Wimmera Regional Library Service are
encountering difficulties in continuing to provide a
service under the current funding formula of the state
government.
Because of budgetary pressures some library services
have cut funding for the purchase of books, and that
cannot continue if a viable service is to be provided.
More importantly, there is uncertainty and extreme
frustration as to this government’s long-term vision for
rural and regional library services, particularly in areas
with declining populations.
There has been no real increase in recurrent funding for
these library services under this government, but there
have been enormous increases in funding by local
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government. However, this cannot continue. There
have been grants for information technology, but there
is no recurrent funding to enable libraries to replace
equipment or continue to provide public access to new
services. Information is a powerful tool. Victoria is
bigger than Melbourne and people in rural and remote
areas must have access to services such as viable library
services.

Rotaract: leadership training
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I had the
enormous pleasure and honour last Friday, 7 May, of
addressing a group of young men and women
participating in the district Rotaract representative
leadership training program. This is the annual training
program for individuals who accept the volunteer role
of leading a district for Rotaract. Rotaract is a
Rotary-sponsored service club for young men and
women aged 18 to 30, and they are usually community
based or university based, making them true partners in
service and key members of the rotary family. Each
member of the leadership team has been selected for a
12-month term of office.
Attendees at this year’s program came from all over
Australia and New Zealand. The group’s training ran
for four days at Jumbunna Lodge, Launching Place, in
the electorate of Gembrook, and culminated in the
presentation of two proposals for the charter of two new
Rotaract clubs. Through the Rotaract program young
adults not only augment their knowledge and skills but
also address the physical and social needs of their
communities while promoting international
understanding and peace through a framework of fun,
friendship and service.
Most of the team members of this year’s leadership
team have previously completed the Rotary Youth
leadership award program and in many ways they are
giving back to the community by taking up this
challenge. They will at the end of this year know that
they have continued to benefit from the opportunity to
develop the essential skills of team leadership,
management and effective communication.
The training program covered leadership, team
selection and management, emotional intelligence, the
Associations Incorporations Act, marketing,
membership, insurance and risk assessment, finance
and budgeting. I would like to express gratitude to
Rotary for its continued support and development of
our youth and congratulate it, and particularly the
chairman, on such a successful program.
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Bunyip River: sedimentation
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — There
appears to be a difference of opinion and a cone of
silence between the Minister for the Environment and
one of his own backbenchers, the member for
Gembrook, on a key environmental issue. According to
a correspondence file conscientiously put together by
the Upper Bunyip action group, the member for
Gembrook was initially fully supportive of the need for
controls on Bunyip River sedimentation and wrote to
the minister to secure funding for a dedicated
longitudinal study of turbidity in the Bunyip River and
Tin Creek, preferably under the auspices of the
Environment Protection Authority. Initially the minister
seemed to pay heed to his backbencher’s request when
responding on 20 January this year. I quote:
Interested members of the community have been invited to
participate in a water quality monitoring campaign in the
Upper Bunyip block to check the effects of timber harvesting
on water quality in the area.

But then in a letter of 5 March the minister
back-pedalled from this commitment.
Apparently the member for Gembrook was
unimpressed enough with her own minister to raise
concerns with the Upper Bunyip action group in a letter
of 23 March agreeing with the group on the
inconsistencies in the minister’s correspondence. Since
then, however, both the member for Gembrook and the
Minister for Environment have stopped responding to
anyone on this issue. The question is: who gagged
whom? Has the member for Gembrook decided that the
Bracks government’s macroeconomic policy is more
important than the environmental needs of her local
electorate; and why is she refusing further
communication with a genuine local group of
volunteers?

Pelican Park Aquatic Centre
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — A milestone
community event occurred in the Hastings electorate
last Thursday evening, and a similar event has not
occurred in this region for many years. This event was
the acknowledgment and celebration of not only the
potential for greater training opportunities but the fact
that such opportunities are now available to local youth
across the Mornington Peninsula and Western Port
region. Certificates were presented to over 30 youths
from Langwarrin, Dromana, Hastings, Mornington,
Bittern, Somerville and Frankston who have
participated in hospitality courses run at the Pelican
Cafe at the Hastings Pelican Park Aquatic Centre. This
complex and its courses were funded by the Bracks

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Tuesday, 11 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

Labor government, and we have seen collaboration
between numerous local schools, training organisations
and local businesses and corporations. This project,
fully supported by this government, has been an
example of community building at its finest and is a
prime example of sustainable development on our
coastal foreshores.
I acknowledge all the young people whose positive
spirit and potential are now finally being recognised in
their communities. I want to make special note of some
very special indigenous youth participants to whom it
was my humble pleasure to present certificates of
appreciation. There was one participant who, when
describing how prior to Pelican Cafe local opportunities
were virtually non-existent, said, ‘ I knew the doors
were there but I never thought I would get the chance to
open them’.
This is what the Bracks government is all about —
creating opportunities for all — and although this was
the first such celebration, it will be by no means the last
as this government continues to demonstrate in very
tangible ways its commitment to our most precious of
assets, our children, and I commend all the parents and
supporters of these fantastic young participants — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Building Business Bridges to Asia
Mr LIM (Clayton) — In my capacity as the special
advisor to the Premier on Victoria-Asia business
relations I was honoured and delighted to jointly host
with the Premier over 120 Asian business community
leaders at the 2004 Building Business Bridges to Asia
reception held on 21 April.
The Bracks government has built a strong relationship
with the Asian business community, and the Premier
regards the function as an important acknowledgement
of its ongoing special relationship with that community
and an opportunity to express to the Asian business
community in Victoria its sincere appreciation of its
important role in building business bridges to Asia
through trade and investment.
Over the last five years Victoria’s economy has
performed strongly with growth rates well above the
national average. The new government initiative
Victoria — Leading the Way will drive close to
$10 billion of new investment in the state. Businesses
across Victoria will benefit from a range of government
initiatives which will stimulate new investment, drive
more jobs, cut the costs of doing business and
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strengthen our performance in exports. With the plan to
boost exports to $30 billion by 2010 the government is
appointing senior trade commissioners in East Asia,
India and the Middle East.
The highlight of the evening was an address by the
Premier. This was followed by a presentation from
Invest Victoria in the form of a bilingual information
session on how the Bracks government can assist the
Asian business community with investment and
trading.

Gembrook: Spin In Day
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Yesterday I had the
pleasure of attending Gembrook’s Spin In Day
organised by the Gembrook craft group and supported
by the Gembrook township committee.
This fantastic event was held in the Gembrook
community centre and was attended by a large
gathering of incredibly talented locals. There was a vast
array of skills demonstrated by many. Students from
Gembrook Primary School attended and displayed their
creativity for the appreciation of all. The students were
very proud of their beautiful cushions and wall
hangings.
Roma and Hannah from the Gembrook craft group,
amongst others, organised the event and should be
congratulated for its success in facilitating the
opportunity for the public display of rugs, hats,
jumpers, scarves, wool-spinning demonstrations, wood
carvings, superb tapestry and much more.
The event also provided an added benefit in that
Gembrook had the opportunity to show its hospitality to
the wider community. Another opportunity provided to
the local community is the possibility of extending this
successful concept to re-form the famous Gembrook
market. I am sure that all participants in the Spin in Day
would be active in the imminent return of the
Gembrook market that would provide for increased
tourism to Gembrook. I purchased some lovely
cushions and a beautiful lavender heat pack that is
perfect for my children’s aches and pains, and I wish to
congratulate all involved in the day.

Taylors Road, St Albans: grade separation
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to congratulate the
Minister for Transport and VicRoads for allocating
$30 million in this year’s budget for what is commonly
referred to as the St Albans traffic problem.
The $30 million will go towards putting Taylors Road
under the railway line and will therefore create a grade

PRIVATE SECURITY BILL
1090

ASSEMBLY

separation that is welcomed by the people of my
electorate and in the region, because it is implementing
the government’s promise of addressing the St Albans
traffic congestion. This will be the very important first
step. The project, no doubt, will take quite some time to
be built because you cannot spend $30 million in
5 minutes, so people will have to wait patiently to see
the construction work take place. VicRoads informs me
work is expected to be completed by 2008.

Brimbank: government initiatives
MrSEITZ(Keilor)—

The other point I raise is very important. There is a
female councillor in the Brimbank City Council who
always claims in the local press that she has achieved
things with traffic lights, ambulance stations and
everything else that the Bracks government has
provided, committed to and promised. The opening of
the new ambulance station was in last year’s budget,
not in this year’s budget as stated in the press by this
particular female member of the Brimbank City
Council. I do not know where she, as a councillor, gets
her information. However, it is not correct, because it is
the Bracks government that is delivering, not the
Brimbank City Council.

Budget: northern suburbs
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I would like to
congratulate the Treasurer for the commitment he has
shown to the northern suburbs and the battlers of
Melbourne.
In my electorate there have been many issues — some
have concerned Gladstone Park Secondary College,
Mickleham Road and Somerton Road. In the budget the
Treasurer has addressed all three issues with a
commitment to funding $9.1 million for Mickleham
Road, $26 million for Somerton Road and $2.8 million
for Gladstone Park Secondary College.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The member’s time has expired. The time allocated for
members statements has expired.

PRIVATE SECURITY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 April; motion of
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I join the debate on the
Private Security Bill. In the first instance I thank the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services for his

Tuesday, 11 May 2004

briefing, which was excellent, but in the same breath
can I say that this bill will be another André Haermeyer
shambles; there is nothing surer. I do not understand
who the minister or his advisers have consulted, but
obviously they are not the same people the opposition
has been talking to.
The purpose of the bill is to provide for the licensing
and registration of certain participants in the private
security industry and to further regulate the industry for
the purposes of ensuring public safety and peace. There
are five major provisions of the bill.
Firstly, it requires private investigators, bodyguards,
crowd controllers, security guards and any person
providing such persons in a business capacity to be
licensed by the Chief Commissioner of Police, such
licensing to be dependent upon competency and
training requirements to be enforced by the
commissioner or their delegate. Secondly, it requires
candidates to fulfil accredited training requirements as
stipulated by the chief commissioner in order to obtain
a licence. Thirdly, it automatically disqualifies those
who have committed either drug-related offences or
any assault punishable by a term of imprisonment of six
months or more from holding a licence. Fourthly, it
requires that a disciplinary hearing to either suspend or
cancel a licence be held immediately following an
individual being charged with a crime. This provision
responds directly to the David Hookes situation, in
which at the time of his offence the accused crowd
controller was already facing charges on another
matter. Fifthly, the bill requires security equipment
installers, security advisers and any person providing
such persons in a business capacity to be registered by
the chief commissioner, such registration to be
dependent upon the provision of proof of identity and
references for both the applicant and all close
associates.
The Liberal Party is far from happy with this bill. The
Minister for Police and Emergency Services promised
tough legislation, but what we have seen is simply a
spit in the wind. This is another example of the minister
not being across his portfolio. It demonstrates his
incompetence in handling a very important matter
within the police and emergency services portfolio. It is
for that reason that I seek to move a reasoned
amendment. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until there is further consultation with
key stakeholders in the security industry concerning the
ability of the bill to adequately provide for sustainable and
effective regulation of the security industry and to meet its
stated policy objective to “regulate the private security
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industry for the purposes of ensuring public safety and
peace”’.

I turn now to one of the issues at hand which is of great
concern to the Liberal Party. The minister sat on his
hands for a number of years and did nothing about the
Private Security Bill. I refer to an article which
appeared in the Age; it is an important article because it
puts this all into perspective. It is headed ‘How push for
bouncer laws lapsed’ and states:
Tougher laws on bouncers could have been in force three
years ago under a plan that the Department of Justice
presented to police minister André Haermeyer in 1999.
A four-page memo written by a senior bureaucrat set out a
comprehensive plan to have new laws covering Victoria’s
19 000 security guards and bouncers in force by March 2001.
The memo warned Mr Haermeyer that police and the private
security industry believed tougher restrictions were needed to
improve controls on security guards and club bouncers.
The plan proposed in the memo — written by —

a senior bureaucrat —
included the forming of a consultative committee and the
preparation of a draft exposure bill and allowed for a period
of time for public comment.

The senior bureaucrat wrote:
‘A revised private agents bill could be ready for introduction
and passage in the spring 2000 session, with the whole
legislative package commencing operation in March 2001 ….
The memo also told Mr Haermeyer that regulations covering
the industry would expire in 2000 and that new ones were
needed.
The Bracks government was criticised last week for failing to
bring in new regulations when the old controls lapsed more
than three years ago. The lapsed regulations were then
renewed by Premier Steve Bracks.
Mr Haermeyer said yesterday —

this news article is dated 28 January 2004 —
that the memo was based on how the former Kennett
government wanted to reform the industry.
He said the former government wanted to deregulate the
industry. ‘My gut feeling was that it needed to more
regulated’, he said.
Explaining why it had taken so long for new proposals to be
agreed upon by cabinet, Mr Haermeyer said he had ordered a
new review of the security industry laws and had set about an
extensive consultation process.

This is a situation where the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services was correctly advised by his
department that he needed to review the private security
industry. He did nothing; in fact, he allowed regulations
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to lapse because of his incompetence. Why did the
minister not act earlier? The only reason the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services acted at all was the
tragic death of David Hookes — no other reason
prompted this minister to move forward and do the
right thing by the Private Security Bill.
Let me just touch on the tragic death of David Hookes
in St Kilda. I refer to an article which appeared in the
Herald Sun on 20 January 2004 headed ‘Celebration
turns to tragedy’. It states:
David Hookes died last night less than 24 hours after a
vicious assault outside a St Kilda hotel.
The cricket great and top broadcaster was taken off life
support at the Alfred after an agonising vigil by his wife
Robyn, other family members, friends and team-mates.
The Victorian cricket coach, 48, was knocked unconscious
and suffered a heart attack outside the Beaconsfield Hotel late
on Sunday night after celebrating his team’s win against his
home state, South Australia.
A bouncer who was charged with assault was released on
bail.
Hookes’s half-brother, Terry Cranagh, and close friend Rob
Zadow emerged grim faced from the hospital at 7.30 p.m. to
deliver the tragic news.
Mr Cranagh, his voice quavering, said, ‘We, the family of
cricketer David Hookes, wish to inform the public that he
passed away today …

He went on to thank the people who had sent their
prayers and best wishes. The article further states:
Hookes was felled by a blow to the head near the
Beaconsfield Hotel after witnesses said he responded verbally
to a man he believed had made an offensive comment to the
girlfriend of one of his players.
He died at the scene but was brought back to life by
ambulance officers.
Crowd controller … who was arrested at the scene of the
attack, was yesterday freed on bail after being charged with
common law assault.

It was the bouncer’s second assault charge in two
months. He was waiting to face a preliminary hearing
to determine whether he should face trial on allegations
of intentionally causing serious injury over an attack at
the Grand Hotel in Essendon on 29 December 2002.
Mr Micevic of St Albans, the bouncer in question, was
to face the Magistrates Court on 10 March over the
alleged assault on a patron in a car park beside the pub.
The magistrate ordered that he stay away from pubs
and clubs as part of strict bail conditions imposed over
the Hookes tragedy. According to the article:
The single common assault charge Mr Micevic is facing
carries a maximum jail term of five years.
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Legal sources said more serious charges would not
necessarily be laid, even though Hookes subsequently died.

There was an enormous outpouring of grief over the
David Hookes tragedy. It is sad that it took this tragedy
to prompt this minister to take the action in regard to
the Private Security Bill he should have taken in 2000.
There was a lot of press coverage of this in January.
One of the articles in the Australian was headed ‘Push
to rein in bouncers’. It states:
State governments are under growing pressure to tighten laws
covering the behaviour of bouncers, following the death of
former test cricket star David Hookes outside a Melbourne
hotel.

The article goes on to describe the actions of the
minister. It states:
Victorian police minister André Haermeyer yesterday
hurriedly announced that the state government would amend
and tighten laws covering crowd controllers — as bouncers
are known under the legislation — during the first session of
Parliament this year.
Mr Haermeyer insisted a review of the laws controlling
bouncers was already under way before Hookes’s death. The
review has not yet been completed.

That is an interesting comment considering the minister
was advised in 1999 to review the legislation. It
continues:
One glaring example of the way Victoria’s existing laws lag
behind best practice in other states emerged after the charging
of Mr Micevic with assault over the Hookes incident.
Mr Micevic was already facing a charge of intentionally
causing serious injury arising from the alleged assault on a
patron at the Essendon Grand Hotel in December 2002.
Under New South Wales rules, a bouncer charged with
assault has his licence suspended until cleared by a court
hearing.
A spokesman for Mr Haermeyer confirmed the Victorian
review was likely to recommend that police have the power to
suspend the crowd control licence of any bouncer charged
with any offence.

The issue of where the state government stood on this
in February was summed up in an editorial which
states:
The state government had announced that it intends to
substantially revise the regulation of the security industry.
These reforms are long overdue. What the government has
not explained is why it has taken almost four years since a
review of the industry was set up in 2000 to reach a point
where an overhaul can take place. The death of cricket coach
David Hookes apparently concentrated the attention of those
responsible for tackling this issue. It has also flushed out
several stories of questionable, sometimes violent, behaviour
by those engaged to maintain order at venues around the city.
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When the minister finally came out of his bunker to
face the media over this tragic situation, he denied that
he faced resistance within cabinet for tighter controls on
bouncers in the security industry. In his first comments
on the issue since David Hookes’s death, the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services admitted a variety
of views had been expressed in the consultation phase,
but said most were in favour of increased regulation of
the industry. A delay of more than three years in
regulating security operations has been widely
criticised, with the industry body saying resistance in
the cabinet had caused the delay. The minister defended
the delay, saying the project was a major exercise and
September 11 and the Bali bombings had made it
necessary to reconsider some aspects of the legislation.
He said the new laws would vastly improve the way the
private security industry was regulated, and that they
would apply not only to bouncers but also to private
agents, security guards and bodyguards.
The minister set off on a consultation process to try and
get it right, but it was not until the Liberal Party put out
a press release on 17 February to highlight the fact that
the legislation was going to incorporate bouncers, that
they were consulted. The minister’s security industry
reviews had not actually invited the bouncers to come
forward as part of the consultation in the first instance.
The minister had a security industry invitation-only
consultation meeting, but the three major private
security firms that employ 70 per cent of the bouncers
in this city were left off the invitation list. It did not
make sense. It was a perfect opportunity to
comprehensively examine the role of crowd controllers,
but the minister for some reason refused to speak to the
major employers of that group. It was a complete and
utter farce that the minister promised the Bracks
government would consult widely. If you are not going
to go the major employers of bouncers to get their ideas
and concerns, how can you say that you have had
widespread consultations across the board? Only after
we raised the issue did the minister say, ‘ We need to
start talking to some of these companies that employ
bouncers’.
To forget to talk to the companies that employ bouncers
is one thing, but I would have thought the minister
would have taken into consideration the views of the
Police Association. That does not seem to have
happened, because the association has also outlined
grave concerns. It points out that there are to be dual
licensing and registration regimes and goes on to say:
The effect of such a scheme is that persons or businesses
carrying out work in the installation of electronic security
devices (closed-circuit television …) or those consulting on
security-related matters, will not be required to possess any
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form of qualification. The registration will simply be that —
registering an intention to provide goods or services within
those fields.
If the Victorian community is to be provided with services
within the security industry, the association —

that is, the Police Association of Victoria —
believes that they are entitled to a minimum standard of
service. Without minimum service delivery standards, police
resources may be diverted from important duties to answer
electronically reported security breaches that are, simply,
‘false alarms’.

We have a shortage of police as it is; we do not need to
have police chasing false alarms. Another point made
by the Police Association is:
The issues within the bill surrounding licensing, training,
fingerprinting and the formal complaints process will impact
negatively on police resources. At a time where the
community expects to see additional police allocated to
proactive community safety roles, police will be diverted to
clerical and support duties in the facilitation of the new
requirements of the bill.

The Liberal Party agrees. We believe the licensing
service branch does an outstanding job — there is no
question about that — but it is grossly under-resourced.
All members have had complaints from constituents
about their firearm or handgun registrations being
delayed for months and months. In some cases farmers
are using guns that have technically not been registered
because of the backlog. This will give more work to
Victoria Police, and we have grave concerns about that.
This is not a problem for the police; it is clearly an issue
of resourcing.
The issue of whom the government — the minister, the
Premier or the Department of Justice — has actually
consulted is beyond me, because the people the Liberal
Party are talking to seem to be different from the people
the minister has been talking to. There seems to be a
gulf between the views of people. We have not come
across anyone in the industry who thinks this bill is
positive.
I refer to the Australian Security Industry Association,
which is reported in the Age of 19 April as saying that:
Proposed laws to tighten controls on Victoria’s private
security industry would result in a second-rate security
regime.
The Australian Security Industry Association said the Bracks
government’s Private Security Bill, expected to be introduced
to Parliament within weeks, was deficient in many areas and
did not have the support of the industry — which employs
more than 20 000 Victorians.
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If the main industry body does not agree with the
contents of the bill, one would have thought the
minister would have halted the process, consulted
further, rewritten the bill and brought it back in after
full consultation. That is why we have moved our
reasoned amendment. We want further consultation to
address the needs of the industry.
The article continues:
The association, which will launch an advertising campaign
against the proposed laws this week, is making its third
attempt to meet Premier Steve Bracks to discuss the bill
before it is passed …
The government, after a four-year review, pledged in January
to draw up tougher laws for crowd controllers, security guards
and investigators.
Association spokesman Bryan de Caires said yesterday that
the plan to have a licensing and registration system for
different security providers was unsatisfactory. Under the
plan, crowd controllers, security guards and bodyguards
would have to undergo competency and probity checks
before being licensed.
Security consultants, alarm and closed-circuit TV installers
would need to be registered for the first time, and would not
have to meet compliance or competency checks.

Electronic surveillance is the growing area, and to not
have any compliance standards is, in its words, plainly
wrong. According to the Australian Security Industry
Association:
This is the type of industry where you need barriers …
criminals and terrorists aren’t stupid and will go for the
weakest link.

The other concern the association has raised is the
exemption from competency and probity checks of
private security guards hired by corporations for
in-house services. In other words, if Shell or Coles
Myer have their own in-house or in-store security
guards, they will be exempt under this legislation. I am
not sure why the government would want to do that.
I refer in greater detail to what the Australian Security
Industry Association has said. In its summary it states:
The Private Security Bill will fail to deliver sustainable and
effective regulation of the security sector and not meet
adequately its stated policy objective, namely, to ‘regulate the
private security industry for the purposes of ensuring public
safety and peace’.
Industry has problems with both the structure of the intended
regulation and specific provisions within the bill.

This is the main industry body making these comments.
Further:
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Like a three-legged stool, where the stool will collapse if any
of the legs is missing, adequate legislation must foster
co-regulation by way of a partnership between stakeholders.

It points out carefully that:
The bill fails to introduce licensing of all competing security
occupations. It excludes significant sectors like locksmiths
and in-house security …

As I mentioned before. If you are trying to tighten up
the private security industry, why would you want to
exclude locksmiths? It does not make any sense. The
public expectation out there, according to a Newspoll
survey, is that 82.5 per cent of respondents expect
locksmiths to be licensed. The association’s summary
states:
Locksmiths, like other security personnel, are privy to highly
sensitive security information and arrangements in both
domestic and commercial applications. This creates a
potential risk for abuse, ‘which, if misused could cause great
detriment to the community’, a risk the minister in the
second-reading speech stated that the bill will cover.

It does not. Further:
Locksmiths operate unfettered with restricted key systems
and will not be formally probity checked or accountable.
Locksmiths engage more and more in electronic service
provisions, including access control and barrier protection.
They will evade all regulatory controls.
Emerging technologies such as biometrics and tighter identity
management expose the inadequacy of the bill. ID
management and security screening are critical security
issues.

I will summarise the Liberal Party’s concerns. There is
no mandatory competency-based training for those
professionals requiring only registration, which creates
a two-tiered system of conduct and responsibilities. The
Liberal Party does not understand why bouncers need
to be licensed and have adequate, accredited training —
that part of it makes sense — while on the other hand
people installing burglar alarms or closed-circuit TV
videos or equipment do not need the same sort of
licensing check. That part of the bill has not been
explained to the Liberal Party and certainly not to the
industry. There are two different categories, and we do
not understand the difference.
Security equipment installation advisers who have
committed offences including theft, burglary and
destroying property will not be automatically excluded
from obtaining registration. ‘Common assault’, as
defined by section 23 of the Summary Offences Act,
refers to any person who unlawfully assaults or beats
another person and is punishable by a maximum of
three months imprisonment. Individuals who have
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served such a sentence will not face automatic
exclusion from obtaining a licence or registration.
The one point I do not understand, apart from all the
others I have just mentioned, is that under the statutes
murder does not fall under the umbrella of assault,
which means convicted murderers, who have been
imprisoned for that offence, will also not be
automatically excluded from obtaining a licence or
registration.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr WELLS — Let me repeat that for the benefit of
the member for Footscray: there is an automatic
exclusion under this bill. Proposed section 13 in
division 1 of part 3, headed ‘Licensing private security
operators’, defines ‘disqualifying offence’ as any
offence involving trafficking in a drug of dependence
or cultivation of narcotic plants in any commercial
quantity within the meaning of the act or any assault
punishable by a term of imprisonment of six months or
more. Where the hell is murder?
An honourable member — Or terrorism?
Mr WELLS — Or terrorism — a very good point.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
Interjections are disorderly and should be ignored.
Mr WELLS — In other words, you can commit
murder but still apply to be a bouncer in this state. That
does not make any sense. The government has already
included some offences in the bill which we support
strongly — do not get me wrong — so that if you have
been convicted of drug trafficking, cultivating narcotic
plants or assault punishable by six months or more you
are automatically excluded from being a bouncer. We
support that part of the bill and do not have a problem
with it, but why would the government leave out other
offences such as murder? If it is going to automatically
exclude people convicted of those offences from
becoming bouncers, why not include the offence of
murder? As I said, it simply does not make any sense.
A person installing home burglar alarms or
closed-circuit television cameras can be someone who
has been convicted of breaking and entering, robbery or
burglary. That does not make any sense. Someone —
that is, the minister — has got this terribly wrong. We
do not want people coming into our homes to install
burglar alarms if they have been to jail for committing
the offences of breaking and entering or burglary.
Mr Mildenhall — They would have probity checks.
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Mr WELLS — It does not make sense. If that is
what the government meant to do, why did it not
provide for that in the bill?
The member for Footscray says that when they apply
there will be probity checks. If the government were
serious about cleaning up the industry, it would have
provided for these things in legislation so there would
be no ifs, buts or maybes. The Liberal Party’s advice on
this bill, given the way the legislation is written, is dead
accurate — that is, that murderers can apply to be
bouncers.
The other point I do not understand is that control of
debt collectors has been moved over to the consumer
affairs department. I interpret that to mean that if I am a
debt-collecting agent, then I can employ the biggest and
meanest criminal ever to go and collect debts on behalf
of a client. I do not understand why that has been
moved out of police control and put into the control of
consumer affairs. The police hierarchy is by far the best
organisation to deal with situations involving debt
collectors.
The government has promised $9 million over four
years for private security reform measures. Let me tell
the government that the Liberal Party already has
serious concerns about the licensing and servicing
branch being grossly under-resourced, and this amount
of money will not allow it to go any further.
In summary, the Liberal Party has grave concerns about
this bill. We ask that in fairness the government
consider our reasoned amendment and that the bill be
withdrawn and rewritten. If the main industry body
does not support this legislation, it will be very tough to
make it workable. The government promised tough
legislation, but it has turned out to be an absolute
shambles.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on behalf of
the National Party on the Private Security Bill, the
purpose of which, as outlined by the previous speaker,
is to provide for the licensing and registration of certain
participants in the private security industry, to
otherwise regulate the private security industry for the
purpose of ensuring public safety and peace, and to
make amendments to the Private Agents Act 1966 and
some consequential amendments to other acts.
I have consulted with the industry — both local agents
in Benalla and the Australian Security Industry
Association — and I was also the beneficiary of a
briefing by Department of Justice staff, for which I am
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thankful. The National Party is supporting the reasoned
amendment moved by the Liberal Party.
Ms Kosky interjected.
Dr SYKES — We will see. The National Party is
supporting the reasoned amendment primarily on the
basis of the government’s lack of industry consultation
in arriving at this piece of legislation and the resultant
lack of support by the industry, thereby putting the
functioning of the legislation at risk.
I will run through some of the issues in the bill and then
come back to some of the key ones. Firstly, as already
pointed out, it appears that the bill has been brought
before Parliament in response to the tragic situation
involving David Hookes, which the previous speaker
has covered adequately, highlighting that the problem
should not have been allowed to reach that point before
this legislation had to come before Parliament.
Secondly, the bill has a two-tiered approach: there is
one tier of licensing which involves registration and
competency requirements for groups such as crowd
controllers; and there is a second tier involving
registration only, with no competency requirements for
groups such as the installers of security equipment and
security advisers. I note that locksmiths are exempt
from this legislation.
I also note that in addition to the occupations already
covered by the act, which includes security guards,
security firm employees, crowd controllers and inquiry
agents, the bill will now regulate bodyguards, security
equipment installers and security consultants. I also
note that applicants for business licences or registration
will be required to demonstrate corporate viability and
compliance in order to reduce the risk posed by
fly-by-nighters, who are apparently a problem within
the industry. The bill also requires that persons entering
the security industry be of appropriate character. They
will go through a system of probity checks, with
mandatory disqualification for drug trafficking and
assault.
I will now pick up some of the concerns raised by the
Australian Security Industry Association. Its basic
premise is that it supports a national approach and is
comfortable with the New South Wales model. The key
concerns the association has about the Victorian
approach are that it is not all inclusive, it has
incomplete coverage and it does not include groups
such as in-house security staff and locksmiths. As a
result the association is concerned that because of this
incomplete approach and this lack of national
consistency there will be havens where criminals and
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other unsuitable types will end up being able to work
without being subjected to the licensing and
competency requirements. Perhaps the minister, in
speaking on behalf of the government, will clarify
whether there is a view that people working in in-house
security are covered by the registration or licensing
requirements.
I have already referred to the two-tiered system of
licensing, which will involve registration and
competency requirements for crowd controllers and
registration alone for security equipment installers and
security advisers. The basic concern the industry has
about that system is the inadequate protection it
provides for the public and for consumers. The
alternative would be to have a simpler system requiring
the licensing of all involved in the security industry,
with different competencies for different activities.
Through a joint approach with industry groups such a
system could deliver competency training and the
maintenance and auditing of those skills.
This approach has worked well with other industries
such as the veterinary profession, with which I have
had an association over many years. In the case of that
profession there is a requirement that all veterinarians
must register. That system of registration is there to
protect consumers, to maintain standards and to provide
a means of handling complaints when those standards
appear not to have been met in the eyes of the
consumers. The veterinary profession also actively
encourages continuing education, and there are a
number of vehicles for providing that — through a
postgraduate foundation; through the Australian
Veterinary Association, which is the industry
organisation; and through universities. If one wishes to
register as a specialist within the veterinary profession,
then one must demonstrate specific skills over and
above those of general practitioners.
There is clear merit in uniform licensing or registration,
including recognition of a range of competencies
according to the activities a person or organisation is
going to undertake. I have difficulty in supporting the
view of the Australian Security Industry Association
that membership of an industry organisation should be
compulsory, because I would rather have an active
encouragement of membership. We should be focused
on outcomes — that is, competencies and performing to
a standard which is facilitated by membership of an
organisation — while recognising that membership is
not necessarily the only means of achieving those
outcomes.
I turn to another aspect of the security industry that
draws on my experience as a member of the Drugs and
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Crime Prevention Committee, particularly as part of its
inquiry into the issue of amphetamines and party drug
use in Victoria, the report on which was released just
last week. That report recommends a strategy which
focuses on harm minimisation, and there are
three components to that. They are reducing supply,
reducing demand and reducing the harmful effects on
those people involved in drug taking.
If we look at the reducing supply aspect, we see that
one of the major concerns in the industry about party
drugs and amphetamines is the strong belief that crowd
controllers are a major source of drugs. That is
recognised to an extent in the legislation, in that the
licensing requirements for crowd controllers will
involve mandatory suspension for drug trafficking,
which is a plus. In relation to minimising the harm done
to people when they are affected by drugs, there is a
licensing requirement for mandatory suspension if
someone commits an assault, and that goes part of the
way towards addressing the issue. However, this
legislation could go further in terms of protecting
people involved in the party scene. For example,
recommendation 35 makes reference to education and
training, and recommendation 48 makes
recommendations in relation to a regulatory framework
for dance and club venues, and rave parties.
Recommendation 35 specifically says that education
training and information provision are most usefully
developed for specific groups, including dance club,
party venue and outdoor rave staff and promoters, and
crowd controllers. In particular, the
recommendation provides for individuals:
… to be thoroughly informed of the nature and consequences
of amphetamines and party drugs. They should also be trained
or advised of appropriate ways of assisting a person who
appears to be intoxicated through amphetamine and ‘party
drug’ use.

If we then look at recommendation 48, we see it says:
The committee recommends that a regulatory framework for
dance and club venues and indoor and outdoor ‘raves’ be
established that mandates the appropriate management of
these facilities and locations.

It then outlines a number of suggested requirements
including, for events with less than 500 patrons, the
need for a person with first-aid skills — and that person
could be a crowd controller. Similarly, if the event
involves more than 500 patrons, the committee
recommends that there be someone at the venue with
those specific skills who is on the lookout for signs of
‘drug influence, intoxication or overdose and providing
appropriate care’.
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The report also recommends that:
Venue managers and promoters should take responsibility for
the care of drug-affected patrons where health risk is
imminent until such patrons are delivered into the care of
ambulance officers, emergency services workers or other
suitable qualified staff.

That means not throwing them out onto the street
because they are behaving in an intoxicated fashion on
the premises but taking responsibility for their
wellbeing until the person can be provided with
assistance from an appropriate expert.
There is also a recommendation that:
… a comprehensive manual of patron care be developed …

That should include the involvement of crowd
controllers so that they respond appropriately when
someone appears drugged out of their mind or
intoxicated and unable to be totally responsible for their
actions.
I will now look at some of the comments that came up
in my briefing with the Department of Justice. Firstly, I
note that the bill has a sunset clause and that it will be
reviewed after three years. If it is to go ahead, then it is
logical to review the bill, because, as has been pointed
out by the Liberal Party spokesperson, there are
problems which should be addressed before the bill
becomes legislation. But even then there will be a need
for refinement down the track.
Secondly, I share the concern regarding the capability
of the licensing services branch to do the job. My
experience, with my constituents, of the handling of the
firearm and handgun buyback was of a system that was
totally unable to meet the demands placed upon it. This
is very much an issue of resourcing, but we also need to
look at the systems that are in place to see whether they
are efficient and whether they achieve the desired
outcome rather than being bound up in layer upon layer
of bureaucracy and roll upon roll of bureaucratic red
tape.
I also note that the debt collecting industry is to be left
intact and will be reassigned to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs. I trust that the issues raised by the
Liberal Party spokesperson will be taken on board in
relation to who can become a debt collector, because
some of those people seem to have marvellously good
talents and powers of persuasion in helping people see
the wisdom of paying up. Some of the stories that I
have heard about how these people exercise their
powers of persuasion are absolutely frightening. They
are nothing short of standover tactics, and they are
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abhorrent. I make a plea to the government to address
those issues with respect to debt collectors.
The Department of Justice briefing also pointed out that
the New South Wales system is conceptually much
simpler. But Victoria had a problem with going as far
as New South Wales, in particular with including
in-house security personnel and locksmiths in the
requirements for licensing. Again, as the Liberal Party
spokesperson pointed out, it appears that dual standards
are coming upon us. We have standards that may well
meet community expectations for those people who are
licensed, but while those who are registered may have
satisfied the registration requirement, there is no
requirement for competency. Therein lies the potential
for major problems and for infiltration by people other
than those whom we want working within that industry.
The New South Wales system requires mandatory
membership of organisations and associated
self-auditing. As I have said, I have a problem with
mandatory membership of industry organisations, and I
think that should not be encouraged. They are a means
of achieving an outcome, but there are generally other
means of achieving that same outcome. Given the
differences in the New South Wales system, the
Victorian bill is seen by the Department of Justice
people to be less intrusive but, regrettably, more
complex.
I also note in the second-reading speech there is an
intention to establish a security industry advisory
council, and I greet that with great scepticism. As has
been pointed out, the Australian Security Industry
Association feels left out in the cold in relation to
consultation on this legislation prior to it getting to this
stage.
In my brief time in Parliament I have noticed what
appears to be blatant abuse of the industry consultative
committees — for example, in relation to the banning
of foxhounds from deer hunting. There was an absence
of consultation with industry and with the people who
are involved in that activity, and there was an ignoring
of expert advice that said that those foxhounds per se
did not cause the problems.
I was about to say that I had noted something ‘with
absolute disbelief’ — but I am beginning to realise that
I have to believe some things that go on because they
keep recurring. So I say to the house that I find the
consultative aspect of the approach by the corrections
services to the location of the Aboriginal offenders
centre at Mt Teneriffe in my area to have been
absolutely appalling. The excuse made publicly by the
minister was that consultation was not carried out
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before the decision was made because the locals might
push up the price of land and subject the government to
extortion so they could get more government money.
That is a pathetic excuse for not consulting, and it
ignores the ability of government to compulsorily
acquire land at the Valuer-General’s valuation.
Mr Mildenhall — How did you slip that one in?
Dr SYKES — I just thought I would slip it in
because it is true that the government has a way about
it, but this government has the ability to ride roughshod
over country Victorians — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
On the bill!
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refers to the previous government’s approach. They
have had another road to Damascus conversion here.
The previous Liberal and National party government
was looking at deregulation. It was going to deregulate
and had given instructions to consultants to prepare an
implementation plan for light-handed regulation. The
Liberals and Nationals come in here and say, ‘You have
to go further. You have to be tougher’, after starting a
legislative review that was heading in exactly the
opposite direction. The legislation before the chamber
is the result of having turned that legislative review
around, of pointing it in a different direction through
the issuing of a discussion paper and the engagement of
two consultants to look in detail at the regulations and
legislation in 2003.

Dr SYKES — This government has demonstrated
its ability to repeatedly ride roughshod over and ignore
country Victorians in the implementation of
controversial projects. It seems to apply the same
approach across the board, and the Australian Security
Industry Association has said that it too has been left
out of the loop. It is not good enough. It appears that we
run with Clayton’s consultation rather than real
consultation. I call upon the government to truly
involve the association in the process if it is going to set
up an industry consultative committee or advisory
committee, not merely to use the association as a
vehicle to pass on the decision that it has already made.

So we have this bill before us today. It is absolute
hypocrisy for Liberal Party members to get up in here
and criticise this legislation. They want more talkfest.
They have not raised it in this house before; they have
not raised it in the Parliament, but since becoming the
opposition they have arrived at this other revelation of
confusing consultation with agreement.

In conclusion, the National Party supports the Liberal
Party’s reasoned amendment to ensure that there is
proper and complete industry consultation prior to
moving forward with this bill. If that is done, then there
is the opportunity to formulate practical legislation
which is supported by the industry and which meets the
stated objectives of ensuring public safety and peace.

One of the more extraordinary claims made by the
opposition spokesperson was that a murderer is eligible
to become a licensed private security individual. I refer
the opposition spokesperson to page 25 of the bill,
division 3, clause 25, which is headed ‘Circumstances
in which the chief commissioner must refuse to grant a
private security individual operator licence’. It states:

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — Acting
Speaker, was that not a typical speech by a rudderless,
leaderless, policy-free zone of an opposition? In the
face of robust, comprehensive and sophisticated
legislation, opposition members want more talk.
Consultations have been going on since 1999, but now
they want to stop the imposition of robust and
comprehensive legislation and replace it with a talkfest.
Is that not typical of this policy-free opposition?
This is good legislation. It includes a $9 million
commitment to resources and a range of licensing and
registration provisions, which means the full range of
professions and roles within this industry are covered.
The so-called killer punch by the opposition
spokesperson was a memo dating back to 1999 which

This government is here to govern. We do not take
instructions from any industry group or any particular
viewpoint. We govern for all Victorians, and we find
the balance between the needs of the community and
the need for industry regulation.

(1) The Chief Commissioner must not grant a private
security individual operator licence if —
(a) he or she is satisfied that the granting of the licence
is not in the public interest …

The member for Scoresby argued that somehow
licensing a convicted murderer is licensing a fit and
proper person. Apart from his colleagues on the other
side of the chamber presumably, nobody else in this
chamber or in the state would agree that that is
licensing a fit and proper person or that licensing a
convicted murderer as a crowed controller or a security
agent would satisfy that criteria. That was an
extraordinary claim.
The more sensible contribution from the National Party
was around issues like the degree of licensing and
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registration of occupations like security consultants or
the issuing of a licence to install a closed-circuit TV
alarm system.
The very clear response is that there will need to be
probity checks with Victoria Police where people are
applying to be registered as an installer of closed-circuit
TV or alarm systems. There are probity requirements
for people who apply for that sort of registration, so the
prospects of convicted burglars being registered as
somebody who can install closed-circuit TV alarms or
of becoming a locksmith are extraordinarily thin. The
Chief Commissioner of Police has an overriding public
interest power over this legislation, so to imply that the
chief commissioner and police delegated under those
powers would not use those powers is an extraordinary
allegation and is not be befitting a spokesperson who
purports to have some responsibilities in this house.
The government will not support the reasoned
amendment. Consultation has gone on long enough.
We need action, not the hypocritical talkfest and
hypocrisy as advocated by the opposition. The
government will support and wish a speedy passage to
this most important legislation.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I am devastated by
the news that the government will not support the
reasoned amendment, but I think we can get over that
and live again. Graham Richardson, the ex Hawke
government minister, wrote a biography entitled
Whatever It Takes. The question I pose, rhetorical as it
may be, is: what will it take to get the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to act? In at least the
last three to four years, possibly longer, current affairs
television programs have run almost on a weekly basis,
sometimes on a nightly basis, footage showing
excessive force, thuggery and brutality by Neanderthal
people, euphemistically known as crowd controllers,
who are employed to keep order or control outside
popular venues.
Everyone I know has seen such footage on television. It
has been a regular event for anyone interested. It is
always footage that is frightening and very disturbing.
Obviously it has not registered with the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, although it appears to
have registered with ministers in other states. He has
just bumbled along happily doing nothing about this
very important matter and the awful scenario that has
been in front of our eyes until the tragic death of David
Hookes, when suddenly we got the knee-jerk
reaction — a typical knee-jerk reaction by the minister
because he failed to get it right; he failed to grasp some
of the important and critical issues that are there for us
all to see and understand regarding private security
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forces in the state. It has all gone past the eyes and ears
of this minister — he has done what he thinks is right
without consulting. As my colleague, the member for
Scoresby has said: where was the consultation?
We have not heard from the member for Footscray
when he was challenged by interjection to mention just
one organisation that the government consulted with.
He could not mention one. Yet the opposition has
consulted widely on this legislation. To an organisation,
concern has been expressed about the legislation. There
is concern that the government has not got it right or
grasped the critical issues.
In the very short time available to me I want to touch on
one or two issues, but one has a very personal ring
about it to me. I refer to security equipment installers
and advisers who have committed offences including
theft, burglary and destruction of property not being
automatically excluded from obtaining registration. The
member for Footscray says there is an ability for the
Chief Commissioner of Police to act. We all know that
there are loopholes and there are gaps in the floorboards
through which these people can dive and that it
happens. What is needed in the legislation is some
surety, not a generalised description of what the Chief
Commissioner of Police can do. There should be surety
not only for Parliament but for the people of the state.
I have a situation in my family where some years ago a
person who had violent criminal convictions entered
into the family home of my parents, with tragic
consequences. That occurred because a particular
person said that the offender was okay to come in and
do some washing down of walls prior to painting in the
kitchen of my parents’ house. This instance occurred,
as I said, a long time ago, but of course it still
reverberates and registers with me, my family and those
who know about it. That is why the community needs
surety; that is why the community does not want
generalised platitudes and members of the government
saying to us, ‘It will be okay. Trust us, we are from the
government.’!
We do not trust this government and we never have.
We have plenty of reasons not to trust the government.
In this instance the whole community demands that the
legislation be absolutely right — not just partially right
or not just a little bit right, but exactly right — but it is
not so. The minister needs to go back to the drawing
board, because we are saying he should. It is not just us;
we are saying it because the entire industry involved in
this area of private security is saying to us that this bill
has not got it right and the industry wants to get it right.
It wants the industry cleaned up and to be safe. It wants
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its industry to be one upon which the community can
rely, but it is not getting that out of the bill.
We say to the minister and to the government that it
should go back and consult; to talk to the people who
know what they are talking about and who are involved
in the industry. It is all very well for the member for
Footscray to talk about four years, we are saying now is
the time for this government to do it, but it has not done
it. How on earth can the government bring legislation
into the Parliament without consulting with the industry
it affects?
You probably have to say that this government can do
anything it damn well likes without caring about the
results or the outcomes. The community cares about the
outcomes and it is saying to the government, ‘Get it
right!’. How on earth can the licences of the 23 000
individuals currently licensed under the Private Agents
Act 1966, with licences that extend anywhere between
one to three years, remain valid until the licences
expire, given the experience that has gone on around
the state with crowd controllers? People out there right
now who are standing in the doorways of popular
venues should not have licences.
Many of them — and I am saying they are a minority,
but they are there — not only should not have a licence
but they should be in jail. They should be in jail for
offences not only relating to abuse and violence but
also relating to drugs, yet this government is saying that
the provisions of this bill, when it becomes an act, will
not apply to those people until their licence expires. If
somebody has had their licence renewed or they have
obtained it within the last two or three months they
have got open slather, a green light, to run for another
three years until they come up for renewal. What a
disgrace this is! Remembering that these people are
dealing predominantly with young people, I say to
members in this house, as I say to people outside: your
sons and daughters are at risk with these people.
This government is intent on giving the green light for
another two to three years to people who should not
have a licence, people who have committed offences
but who are still allowed to be out there, as was the
person who did such terrible damage to David Hookes.
That person had committed an offence, and he was still
out there. This bill will provide for that same scenario
to occur. This bill needs to go back to the drawing
board. It does not do the job it purports to do, and the
minister should get his act together and get a bill to this
house that really does work.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I am quite
amazed at the claims made by the opposition. It comes
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into this chamber to suggest there should be no changes
and no reform, that there should not be the regulatory
regime which has been long awaited in this state of
Victoria. Let us start with the facts. There has been
wide-ranging consultation with the industry and all
players, and this has been happening for a number of
years. There has been proper and adequate consultation,
and as a result, and arising out of that consultation, we
have today before us in this chamber the Private
Security Bill.
If there is the need — and I am sure there will be, as it
happens in all other jurisdictions — for further
consultation and reform, the second-reading speech
clearly sets out that a security industry advisory council
will be established to oversee ongoing consultation and
to take on board recommendations. Where appropriate I
am sure the government will welcome those
recommendations and will continue to bring about a
regime which is adequate and warranted in Victoria. I
welcome this regulatory regime of licensing and
registering players in the industry; it is one that needed
to be done some time ago. I am proud of this
government because it brings about a regime which is
necessary in this sector.
Let us be clear: the chief commissioner will have
responsibility for the licensing and the registration of
people in this sector and for supervising and overseeing
the training standards that will be required and will
have to be upheld in the sector. I am quite puzzled by
the claims of the opposition when it appears to indicate
that people who have committed indictable offences
could get through the net, be employed and continue to
be employed in the sector. The act clearly says, and I
refer members to page 26, clause 25(2), which states:
For the purposes of sub-section (1)(b) the probity
requirements are that the person —

I refer particularly to paragraph (f):
(i)

not more than 10 years have expired since that person
was convicted of a particular indictable offence that in
the opinion of the Chief Commissioner would render the
person unsuitable to hold a private security licence; or

(ii) not more than 5 years have expired since that person has
been found guilty (without a conviction being recorded)
of a particular indictable offence that in the opinion of
the Chief Commissioner would render the person
unsuitable to hold a private security licence …

It is clear that the chief commissioner would have all
powers required in order to ensure that we clean up the
industry and that characters who are not warranted and
should not be in the industry will not be in the industry.
These powers are retrospective, as I understand it. The
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licensed members of the sector will have to report if
they have been the subject of an indictable offence or
had a conviction in the last 10 years, which makes it
retrospective. It will assist in the process of cleaning up
the sector and the industry. I think the majority of the
sector and industry will welcome these reforms.
I conclude my brief remarks by saying that ultimately
this is about applying commonsense. The law will give
individuals the power to manhandle people and the
industry needs to take responsibility for that. Training is
required, counselling will be required and people will
have to use commonsense. We have to apply the
commonsense that is required out there in the
community and be able to strike a balance between
those in the industry delivering the services that they
are employed to deliver while at the same time
understanding that they are working with members of
this community who are entitled to civility and
treatment that is proper and adequate in a civilised and
civil community like ours. Given the short amount of
time that is allowed to us for these contributions, I wish
the bill a speedy passage.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I cannot believe that
members opposite can stand up and just read off what
the minister has asked them to. When you know that
something is wrong and something has to be
changed — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr KOTSIRAS — I am not back yet! When you
know that something has to be changed then just stand
up and say, ‘Minister, this legislation needs to be
changed’.
This legislation is very important. The purpose of the
act is:
(a) to provide for the licensing and registration of certain
participants in the private security industry; and
(b) to otherwise regulate the private security industry for the
purposes of ensuring public safety and peace …

I suppose we all agree that that is a good purpose and
this legislation is important. That is why I think it is
important that we get this right. Unfortunately the
government has failed; it has not got it right. With so
many loopholes and omissions this bill is a dud. It is
poorly drafted, and I am surprised that members
opposite have just accepted this legislation and said it is
good legislation when they know it is not. They should
urge the minister to withdraw it and redraft it. We
support its purpose, but the legislation is poor; it is not
going to work.
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I quote from an article in the Age of 18 April headed
‘New private security laws second rate, says industry’.
It states:
Proposed laws to tighten controls on Victoria’s private
security industry would result in a ‘second-rate security
regime’, the nation’s biggest security industry body warned
yesterday.
The Australian Security Industry Association said the Bracks
government’s Private Security Bill, expected to be introduced
into Parliament within weeks, was deficient in many areas
and did not have the support of the industry which employs
more than 20 000 Victorians.

It says a spokesperson:
… said that the plan to have a licensing and registration
system for different security providers was unsatisfactory.
Under the plan, crowd controllers, security guards and body
guards would have to undergo competency tests and probity
checks before being licensed.
Security consultants, alarm and closed-circuit TV installers
would need to be registered for the first time and would not
have to meet compliance or competency checks.

Another problem is the exemption from probity checks
for private security guards hired by corporations for
in-house services, so there are many problems and
unfortunately the government is not willing to admit
that there are problems nor is it willing to withdraw this
legislation.
This legislation should be above politics. Both sides of
the house support the motives and the purpose, and we
should not try to politicise it. If government members
agree that there needs to be change, why not accept it
and withdraw this legislation and ensure that we get it
right? This legislation should have been introduced four
years ago, but the minister sat on his hands and did
absolutely nothing at all.
The Age of 28 January 2004 states:
Tougher laws on bouncers could have been in force three
years ago under a plan that the Justice Department presented
to police minister Andre Haermeyer in 1999.
A four-page memo written by a senior bureaucrat —

who, I am advised, is a very good, experienced and
hardworking bureaucrat —
sets out a comprehensive plan to have new laws covering
Victoria’s 19 000 security guards and bouncers in force by
March 2001.

But the minister sat on his hands and did nothing.
A number of my constituents have come and seen me
about the legislation. I remember, going back many
years when I used to attend clubs, that even then the
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bouncers were very rude and violent. I have been told
recently that a number of bouncers refuse entry to
people simply on their racial background. So the
bouncers would walk up and down the queue and
refuse entry if it was thought that a particular racial
group would cause problems.
Another problem of which I have been advised is how
the bouncers walk up and down the queue and refuse
entry to girls who they think are overweight or not
attractive. I have advised these people to go to the
Equal Opportunity Commission. I think it is disgusting,
and these bouncers should be thrown out. That is why I
said this legislation is very important, but it is a shame
that the government will not listen. There has been no
consultation: the government will do what it wants
simply because it has the numbers.
There are a number of concerns. As the opposition’s
lead speaker said, murderers can get a licence without
any checks being made. The other problem is money.
The police force is financially strained, and there is not
enough of them to make sure that this legislation is
implemented properly. It is time that this industry was
cleaned up, but I again urge the government to
withdraw the legislation. It should change it so it will
work and then bring it back before Parliament.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I am pleased to
speak on the Private Security Bill. It is further evidence
of the Bracks government’s action, despite what we
have heard from the opposition members who just seem
to want to whinge about things all the time.
We are obviously talking about security guards,
security firms, crowd controllers, inquiry agents, body
guards, security equipment installers and security
consultants. Standards are needed here. Gone are the
days when the only qualifications required were bruised
knuckles and a hard head, although I think I see plenty
of those around me in here. Patrons at an entertainment
establishment expect safety — even those who may be
argumentative or intoxicated expect safety — and it is
not acceptable to give rough justice to patrons who
might offend the crowd controller.
I see the purpose of the bill as regulating the framework
for the private security industry. I have to say, given my
name, that I am not endorsing any particular kind of
locks in security. I do not have a pecuniary interest in
that sense!
The bill contains a range of provisions that will
strengthen controls over the industry. They will extend
licensing requirements to bodyguards. They will require
security guards, private investigators and bodyguards to
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meet competency standards in order to be licensed, and
they will require security advisers and security
equipment installers to be registered on the basis of
meeting probity criteria. The provisions will establish a
system of business and individual operator licences and
registrations. A person who wishes to employ people
who provide security services will require a business
licence or registration.
It will be an offence for a business licensee or a
registrant to provide the services of an unlicensed or
unregistered operator. It will also be an offence to
employ an unlicensed or unregistered person. The bill
will apply mandatory disqualifying offence provisions
to all licence applicants and licence-holders. It will give
the chief commissioner power to determine training
prerequisites and refresher training requirements and
the ability to impose conditions. It will require licence
and registration-holders to report to the chief
commissioner any charge of indictable offence. The
chief commissioner then has a wide range of powers,
even if charges or criminal proceedings are in progress,
to suspend or cancel a licence. The bill obviously
amends the Private Agents Act to separate the
commercial agents and subagents, which is a sensible
provision. It certainly makes sense to separate those
functions. It is a much-needed and required change, and
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Manufacturing and
Export) — In summing up, I would like to thank
honourable members for their contributions,
particularly the members for Scoresby, Benalla,
Footscray, Mornington, Derrimut, Bulleen and
Bayswater. I think it has been a very interesting debate,
and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 60
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms

Jenkins, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maxfield, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
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Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr

Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 22
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr

Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Plowman, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment defeated.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I advise the
house that as the required statement of intention has
been made under section 85(5)(c) of the Constitution
Act 1975, the third reading of the bill is required to be
passed by an absolute majority.
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES
REGISTRATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — This bill is essentially
enabling legislation to allow a person to make an
application to amend their birth records. The
Attorney-General in the second-reading speech deals
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with the issue of transsexualism, and there is a slight
degree of ambiguity that the minister may need to
clarify. It is unclear whether, for somebody undergoing
an operation to change their sex from male to female,
there needs to be an added obligation or some sort of
impediment — that is, that they have to have that
surgery because they have associated with a person of
the opposite sex before the operation. That is certainly
one of the questions.
The next issue is that the people who have undergone
sex affirmation surgery as opposed to just sex
realignment surgery — as long as they are under the
age of 18 years and, as detailed in the first tranche of
the bill, are residents of Victoria, having been born in
Victoria — can make application to the registrar of
births, deaths and marriages to have their birth records
altered to show their assumed sex.
Another significant limitation is that the person must be
unmarried. Does that mean unmarried at the time of the
application; does it include a person who may be
divorced; or does it just mean someone who is not
legally married under the law of Australia? They are
simple questions. The questions in relation to marriage
were asked at the briefing. Regrettably we were told by
representatives of the Attorney-General that it was a
matter of policy. We persisted with our application, and
we were told again at a later stage after we had left the
briefing that it was a matter of policy and that the
government had no obligation to answer them. I think
the government does have an obligation to answer these
and many other questions that are posed by this
legislation. The simple question is: why is marriage
excluded from the operation of the bill?
I suspect the reason is — indeed this was put to the
representatives of the Attorney-General at the
briefing — that there could be a conflict with the
commonwealth Family Law Act, which defines
marriage as being the union of a man and woman to the
exclusion of all others for life. The definitions of ‘man’
and ‘woman’ are based on gender and not on sex. The
bill is about the reporting of one’s sex at the time of
birth. It does not go to the issue of gender. It begs the
question: if that is a logical conclusion, why is marriage
excluded from the operation of the of the bill?
There may be a simple answer. I suspect the
government felt that there would be a conflict between
this legislation and the commonwealth legislation
which could impede an individual in exercising the
right that would be granted by this legislation. I would
certainly require some sort of clarity in relation to that
matter. Why does being married exclude someone from
being able to amend their birth records?
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The next issue is that it is not limited to people who are
born in Victoria. People from other states or from
overseas, as long as they have been resident here for
12 months, can also apply not for an amendment to
their birth records — because of course they would not
be held by the registrar of births, deaths and marriages
in Victoria — but for a document which provides or
relates to their identity or provides some proof of
identity. That document can state that while they may
have been born a man elsewhere, they have undergone
sex affirmation surgery to enable them to be considered
a woman, and that can be reflected in their
identification documents. All of this enables people to
exercise their own free will and to take up the
opportunity to undergo sex affirmation surgery, and the
opposition has no qualms about that. However, the
issues come down to the definitions that come out of
this.
The first is the issue in relation to marriage: why is
marriage excluded from the operation of this bill so that
an applicant who is married cannot avail themselves of
this opportunity? What concerns me is a much more
fundamental question based upon a potential conflict
with the commonwealth legislation in relation to
marriage. The definitions of ‘man’ and ‘woman’ under
the Family Law Act are based on gender. My
understanding is that gender is something you cannot
change just by having an operation; it is something
inherent, based upon your DNA make-up, which is
individual to all of us. This gives opportunities to those
people who have undergone operations because they
identify with persons of the opposite sex — and that is
about the limit of it. But the issue really comes down to
this: is it a tension created by gender, or is it a tension
created by sex, and you do not want to create an
opportunity for people to have a marriage annulled by
virtue of the fact that they are no longer in a union
between a man and a woman but in a union of some
description between people of the same sex? As I
understand it, the commonwealth legislation is based on
gender, whereas this is addressing the issue of sex. I
would be very grateful if the Attorney-General could
address those matters in his summing up or otherwise.
The other matter, which is a little bit ambiguous given
the drafting of the legislation and the second-reading
speech, is transsexualism. Is it necessary that you just
prove that you have undergone sex affirmation surgery,
or do you need the treating doctor, or the medical
practitioners who prepare the two statutory
declarations, to also have to take one further step and
say not only that you have undergone the operation but
that the operation was necessary to provide you with
some self-esteem as part of your identity because you
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identify with people of the opposite sex? It would
appear that the definition leaves that open so that you
need to take that extra step. It is not just about having
the operation; you have to take one step further to
demonstrate that you identify with a person of the
opposite sex. It may very well be as simple as saying,
‘You have undergone the operation, therefore you do’.
Or does some further step have to be indicated? I seek a
response from the Attorney-General on that.
As I said, the opposition has no difficulty with the bill.
We do not oppose it, but a couple of questions need to
be answered. Some of the details could perhaps be
properly addressed by the Attorney-General either in
his summing up or in the consideration-in-detail stage.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The
Nationals do not oppose this legislation. We do,
however, have some queries which we would like
addressed by the Attorney-General.
The basic purpose of this bill is to amend the Births,
Deaths and Marriages Registration Act to provide for
the recognition of the sex of those who have undergone
sex affirmation surgery. There is a definition within the
provisions of the legislation as to what constitutes a
procedure of that nature. The intent of this legislation is
that an application can be made for a new certificate to
be issued under the terms of the principal act to reflect
the gender of the individual who has been subject to the
legislation.
The queries The Nationals wish to put before the house
are similar in some senses to those that have been raised
by the member for Kew. The point he made about the
apparent application of policy to the question of people
who are married being excluded from the operations of
this bill is also queried by The Nationals. The query is
also highlighted by the reference within proposed new
section 30A to an unmarried person. That would mean
by implication that a person who has been married but
who at the time of the application is divorced is
nevertheless able to avail themselves of the terms of the
legislation. It would mean, therefore, that a divorcee
can apparently access the legislation — and that is fine
insofar as the operation of the bill is concerned — but a
person who is married is not able to do so.
I am interested in an explanation from the government
as to why this is so. If the particular contingency is to
accommodate persons who are married, then as a
matter of logic, and without some sort of policy
explanation, that logic does not seem to stand up if a
person who is divorced, therefore has been married but
is no longer married, is able to access the legislation. I
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would appreciate commentary from the government on
that point.
The second point I query is of minor significance, but I
raise the issue nevertheless. In the proposed new
section 30A(2) there is reference to the fact that an
application contemplated by that section must be made
in the form approved by the registrar firstly, and
secondly, must be accompanied by the prescribed fee. I
simply query why the form is not being prescribed by
regulation. I would have thought that for the purposes
of the operation of legislation of this nature the ideal
would be to have absolute consistency in the way in
which the application is made to the registrar. Therefore
I would advocate a form being prescribed by regulation
to overcome what otherwise might lend itself to a state
of confusion.
The third matter I raise is again one of clarification in
that we are told in the second-reading speech that
Victoria is the only jurisdiction which does not have
legislation of this nature. In the note numbered 1 to the
operation of proposed new section 30B there is
reference to an interstate recognition certificate. That is
defined under the provisions of section 4 as being a
certificate that identifies a person as being of a
particular sex, and a certificate that is issued under the
legislation that applies and is described in the
definitions section as operating within Western
Australia and South Australia respectively. I take it
from that that those two jurisdictions are the only ones
that have ‘interstate recognition certificate’ contained
within their provisions, otherwise I would have thought
the note would fulsomely talk about the other states and
territories as having a similar form of documentation. If
that is the case, it seems to be a strange omission by
other states if it does not exist in those jurisdictions.
The fourth point I refer to is of some more moment. I
refer to proposed section 30C which is headed
‘Alteration of Registrar’. In essence this provision sets
out the obligations of the registrar to determine an
application once it is made under the proposed new
section 30A. It also sets out the process whereby that
determination is to occur and that the alteration arising
from it has to be given effect. Absent from the
provision is any time frame. Nothing in the provision
calls upon a determination by the registrar within
7 days or 14 days, a month or any period of time. It
might be — and indeed the second-reading speech
contemplates this — that there may be some urgency
about the provision of the certificate, or for a variety of
reasons the necessity to get that certificate issued might
be a matter of an imperative which must be acted on
immediately.
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Given the content of the second-reading speech and the
logic of all this, it seems that there should be some sort
of time frame that applies to the registrar for the
consideration of these applications. If there is a time
frame imposed and then the registrar does not comply
with that time frame, you then get into a discussion
about what happens if that does not occur. If there is no
determination by the time it expires, does that mean the
application is refused, or does it mean the application is
granted? What does it mean? Nevertheless, it seems to
be in the interests of the proper operation of the
legislation that a time frame is imposed in that
provision for the sake of clarity for all parties
concerned.
With those few comments I say again that the process
which is to occur in relation to the operation of the
legislation is generally set out. The Nationals do not
oppose what is contained within this bill.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to support the
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration
(Amendment) Bill. In doing so I thank the lead
speakers for the opposition parties for their support for
this legislation.
The bill flows from a broad tranche of legislation
moved in this house over the last couple of years to
right some fundamental wrongs that had been inflicted
on members of the gay, lesbian and transgender
community over many years. An historic reform
package was brought into this Parliament by the
Attorney-General and was supported by the Liberal
Party and obviously the government. The genesis of
this piece of legislation was the Attorney-General’s
gay, lesbian and transgender advisory committee,
which of course not only worked on that vast reform
package which went through the Parliament, as I
indicated, but also started to deal with this quite
difficult issue for the transgender community — that of
finding a way in which a person’s change of gender
could be appropriately recognised both in a personal
sense, a community sense, and also most importantly in
a legal sense.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Births, Deaths
and Marriages Registration Act 1996 to provide for the
recognition of the sex of a person who has undergone
sex affirmation surgery. Sex affirmation surgery is quite
specifically defined in the bill to mean alteration of a
person’s reproductive organs assisting their
identification as a member of the opposite sex. As
outlined in briefings kindly provided to me by the
Attorney-General’s office, a vast range of surgery is
required to change a person’s gender from male to
female and obviously from female to male. The critical
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element of the requirement is that there be surgical
intervention to change a person’s sexual reproductive
organs. Applicants to the registrar of births, deaths and
marriages for an amendment to their birth records to
reflect their affirmed gender must be over the age of 18
and unmarried.
Transsexualism, as we know, is not a lifestyle choice. It
is not something that people do lightly. It refers to a
person who was born male or female but who has a
profound identification with the opposite gender. It has
been described as gender identity, where individuals
experience a sense of incongruence between their
psychological gender and their anatomic gender.
Having had the privilege of working with the
Attorney-General on his advisory committee in relation
to this bill, I have come to learn of the tremendous
struggle and the tremendous pain that people in the
transgender community go through in dealing not only
with their own psychological issues but also with the
way that people in the community interact with them
and — as we know from previous excellent work done
by the Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby in
quite groundbreaking research, a document called
Enough is Enough — with the really appalling level of
discrimination and violence that is inflicted upon
members of the transgender community on a daily
basis. This behaviour is quite abhorrent and it is
something that this Parliament does not stand for.
Indeed in the last term of government we amended any
form of discrimination on employment grounds against
people in the transgender community.
When you consider the incredible sense of bravery and
sense of extraordinary commitment of members of the
transgender community and the path that they have to
travel, not only within their own family circles but of
course in the broader community, in making these
really extraordinary life-changing decisions it is clear
that we should do all we can to support them in that
struggle and on that road towards their new identity.
The Attorney-General was committed to bringing in
this piece of legislation, and it is fair to say that it is not
necessarily fully supported by all members of the
transgender community. I am aware of debate that has
occurred and emails that have gone back and forth
through the networks about whether this was the most
appropriate course of action to take. I submit that the
test that is being proposed in this legislation — that is,
that the person has undertaken surgical intervention
certified by medical practitioners — is an appropriate
test for the registrar of births, deaths and marriages to
reassign a person’s gender on their birth certificate.
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This piece of legislation mirrors the approach taken in
all other states of Australia except for Western
Australia and South Australia, which have taken a
slightly different approach. Western Australia and
South Australia have a quasi-judicial two-step process
that people have to undertake if they wish to change
their birth certificates.
I understand that both those processes were closely
examined by the Attorney-General’s advisory
committee and were rejected in favour of a much
simpler approach in which a person seeking a change to
the gender shown in their birth certificate will need to
provide certification from a relevant qualified medical
practitioner.
It is hard for us to put ourselves in the place of people
who are travelling this path and seeking to change their
sexual identity. It is hard for us to understand that, but
what I do understand and what I have gleaned from my
discussions with members of the transgender
community is that a birth certificate — the legal
document — is absolutely fundamental to them. It is
fundamental to their sense of identity and fundamental
to their sense of being able to operate in the same way
as we operate in the community with a legal document
that says, ‘I am of the gender that I identify with’. In
that context this is a profound piece of legislation for
those people.
The Attorney-General will pick up in particular in
summing up the issues raised by the shadow
Attorney-General in relation to why somebody who is
married cannot be captured within this legislation.
There are also a couple of technical amendments that
have been raised by the Leader of the National Party,
and if the Attorney-General is not in a position to pick
those technical amendments up now, I know he will
certainly do so while the bill is between the houses.
I will conclude by saying there has been an excellent
process of consultation in the development of this piece
of legislation through the Attorney-General’s gay,
lesbian and transgender advisory committee. With the
Attorney-General now resuming his place at the table, I
commend him for his leadership in relation to the gay,
lesbian and transgender community, and particularly to
acknowledge the work done by the person who has
taken over my job as parliamentary secretary, the
Honourable Jenny Mikakos in the other house. I have
been advised she is a very good Parliamentary
Secretary for Justice who has done excellent work in
steering this piece of legislation through, which has
been quite a difficult exercise. I commend her, and I
commend the bill to the house.
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Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank all
members for their contributions to debate on this bill. I
note that the opposition is not opposing the legislation
and that the National Party is not opposing the
legislation either, and I thank them for that. It would
appear that we have a new enlightened National Party. I
think everyone agrees that this legislation really is a
significant human rights issue — there is no question or
doubt about that — and it is also fair to say that anyone
who has had anything to do with or consulted with the
transgender community in this state will understand the
enormous amount of prejudice suffered by people who
have made the decision to have surgery to alter their
status. They suffer the most horrendous discrimination
in all aspects of their daily lives. It is very difficult for
us to stand here and imagine that sort of discrimination
and prejudice, but it certainly does occur, believe me,
and this bill will go some small way towards addressing
some of that prejudice.
I note that there were a number of issues raised in
relation to the bill, and I am sure they will be addressed
in the consideration-in-detail stage of the bill. In
relation to some of the broader matters, the surgery
requirement was raised and also the fact that under the
legislation a person will have to be unmarried before
their birth certificate can be changed. There was also an
issue raised about the time lines for the registrar to
decide whether or not to amend a certificate. That is not
provided for in the bill, but the registrar has her own
guidelines in relation to that matter, and those
guidelines will not change.
In relation to surgery, the bill requires the applicant to
meet a number of requirements, including sex
affirmation surgery. Our model is consistent with the
majority of states and territories, where applicants are
required to have undergone sex affirmation surgery.
Sex affirmation surgery is actually very complex and
can encompass a wide range of surgical procedures —
there is no one type of surgery as such. Under the
legislation medical experts will determine whether any
individual has undergone an adequate amount of
surgery to meet the legislative requirements.
The definition of sex affirmation surgery has two
elements, both of which must be satisfied: firstly, the
surgery must have altered the reproductive organs; and
secondly, the surgery must have been carried out in
order to assist the person to be considered a member of
the opposite sex. We believe this will ensure that
certain legal standards are met while leaving scope for
medical experts to assess individual patients.
I want to say a couple of things in relation to the
unmarried aspect of the legislation. The first is that it is
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true this bill requires that a person be unmarried. This is
consistent with the model in other states and territories.
I do not know if the opposition was raising an issue as
to whether this may have some ramifications in relation
to sex discrimination legislation, but we have advice
that it will not have ramifications in relation to that
legislation.
The requirement for an applicant to be unmarried
avoids the question of whether the person is in a
same-sex marriage. An example would be if a person
was born anatomically female, married a man and then
later transitioned to being male — if that person were to
remain married, the result would be prima facie a
same-sex marriage. Given that marriage is a matter for
the commonwealth government — which, I might say,
has made its views on same-sex marriages very clear —
I do not know whether the shadow Attorney-General is
prepared to take that fight up to his federal colleagues.
If he is, if he wants to raise that issue with his federal
colleagues I will be interested in that debate.
If this legislation in Victoria did allow a person to be
married before transitioning and changing their birth
certificate it may be open to a legal challenge on the
basis of inconsistency with the commonwealth
Marriage Act. While here in Victoria we are committed
as a government to ensuring that people in domestic
partnerships are treated in the same way as married
people, the inability of a married person to apply for a
changed birth certificate under this legislation is based
on commonwealth law, over which we in Victoria have
no control.
I believe that this is appropriate legislation. Some may
say it is bold legislation, but I think it is legislation that
addresses a human rights issue. Hopefully it will go
some way towards ending the horrendous
discrimination that takes place against people who have
decided to transition — to undergo surgery to change
their sex. I wish this legislation a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clause 1
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to raise one
matter in particular in relation to the purpose clause. It
deals with the definition of sex affirmation surgery. It
may be worth my reading the definition for the benefit
of the house:
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“sex affirmation surgery” means a surgical procedure
involving the alteration of a person’s reproductive organs
carried out for the purpose of assisting the person to be
considered to be a member of the opposite sex;’.

I have just listened with interest to the
Attorney-General’s summing up where he said that
there is no definitive operation — there can be many
combinations and permutations of that operation, it is
long and involved and that is why there are
requirements for statutory declarations from two
doctors or medical practitioners.
The matter I wish to raise concerns the criteria. A court
or otherwise would be looking at this definition to
determine whether somebody had proved that they had
undergone the operation and that proof would
demonstrate that it was of sufficient magnitude to alter
their sex from male to female or vice versa. This issue
was raised in the Attorney-General’s second-reading
speech where he said that this was dealing with
transsexualism. He stated:
Transsexualism is not a ‘lifestyle choice’ — it is an issue of
personal identity which goes far beyond outward appearance.

Is there a secondary criteria attached in this definition,
which is that you have to not only prove you have
undergone the operation but also demonstrate that you
associate psychologically with the opposite sex and that
your medical practitioner has said that part of the
treatment of that is to undergo the operation?
The other thing I wanted to raise really goes to the same
point — that is, the issue of the commonwealth
legislation that talks about sex realignment surgery. Is
there some difference between sex affirmation surgery
and sex realignment surgery? Is it based upon this
psychological association with the opposite sex, with
part of the treatment being to undergo this operation, or
are we really just talking about the physical operation
so that once you have proved the operation, that is the
only necessary criteria for the purposes of the
legislation? Do you prove the operation, or do you have
to prove the operation and that there was some
psychological basis on which the operation was
necessary, to allow that person to identify with a person
of the opposite sex?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
shadow Attorney-General for his contribution and the
issues he has raised. To answer him in a nutshell, it is
the latter. As I said, sex affirmation surgery is complex.
It encompasses a range of surgical procedures, and it is
quite different for female to male transsexuals than for
male to female transsexuals. I note that the current
practice is to perform sex affirmation surgery only after
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the person has undergone a psychiatric assessment and
at least 18 months treatment with female or male
hormones — a person cannot just consult a surgeon and
then have sex affirmation surgery performed.
Because of the complexity of sex affirmation surgery,
the definition of it in the bill is focused on making sure
that certain basic surgical requirements are met rather
than trying to set out specific acceptable medical
procedures. However, the definition does have two
elements, both of which have to be satisfied. I think that
answers the member’s question. The surgery must have
altered the reproductive organs but it must also have
been carried out in order to assist the person to be
considered a member of the opposite sex. As I said, the
usual procedure now is that at least 18 months
treatment is required and a person must have undergone
a psychiatric assessment.
The definition in the legislation strikes a balance
between, on the one hand, ensuring that certain legal
standards are met and, on the other hand, leaving some
scope for medical experts to assess individual patients.
As I said, this is akin to what happens in other states.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — In looking at the objects
of the act that will be inserted into the Births, Deaths
and Marriages Registration Act 1996, the fundamental
object of this bill is to enable the alteration of the record
of sex in a person’s birth registration where the person
has undergone sex affirmation surgery, which we have
clarified with the Attorney-General.
My question concerns a very practical matter. If the
registration records are changed, is the original
document changed, or is there some subsequent
document? There is provision for searching a record,
under pretty strict criteria under the Information Privacy
Act 2000 and also under the principal act; but what
happens if permission is granted and someone does
search those records? Do you physically change the
original document, or is there just a record to say that
on such and such a day someone may have changed
their name but also changed their birth sex?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The original
birth record is kept at the registry of births, deaths and
marriages, and it will be retained for historical
purposes. A notation will be made against the record to
show that the person has changed their legal sex, and a
new certificate will be issued.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
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Clause 5
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I raise a matter in
relation to the exemption of marriage, if you like, from
the operation of the bill, and I am grateful that the
Attorney-General has clarified some of my concerns in
his summing up. The matter I raise goes to the whole
nature of both the federal Family Law Act and the
operation of this legislation.
As I understand it, this is enabling legislation to allow a
person who undergoes sex affirmation surgery to
change the record of their sex in their birth record. We
have spoken about the tensions that may exist between
the operation of the federal Family Law Act and this
legislation. Those tensions are created because of the
possibility that you may end up with a man and man in
a marriage. Under the Family Law Act the definition of
marriage is the union of a man and a woman, to the
exclusion of all others, for life. The crucial point is ‘the
union of a man and a woman’. All the issues that the
Attorney-General has raised are probably not strictly
relevant to this, and I do not propose to deal with those.
There are other matters that I may or may not take up
with the federal Attorney-General.
My understanding is that under the Family Law Act the
term ‘man and a woman’ is based upon gender. Gender
is something inherent that you inherit by virtue of your
DNA, which is individual to all of us, so whether you
are male or female is determinant on that DNA test. But
here, the operation that you undertake to realign your
sex organs, and the other criteria in relation to
identifying with a person of the other sex, is a matter of
personal identity and a matter of individual freedom. I
understand all that, but what you are recording is just
the change in the birth sex; you are not in any way
dealing with the gender of the person.
What I am really saying is that it would appear that
there is no real tension between this legislation and any
commonwealth law. I am wondering whether the
decision to exempt married persons from the operation
of this act is based upon a sense that, from all outward
appearances, you have a person who is changing from a
man to a woman or a woman to a man, and therefore it
would be incongruous to have a marriage between
somebody who is a woman and someone who, to all
intents and purposes, outwardly looks like a woman but
is by definition of gender and DNA a man? That is
what it seems to me to be about, and if that is the case,
why would that not also apply to same sex couples in
domestic partnerships or de facto relationships as well?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The member has
raised some interesting philosophical questions about
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same sex relationships, same sex marriages and the
like. This legislation is about enabling people who have
undergone surgery to have their sex changed to have
that affirmed in a birth certificate. The bill does not
make any reference to the ability of a transsexual
person to marry, because marriage, as the honourable
member pointed out quite rightly, is a commonwealth
matter that is governed by the commonwealth marriage
act. But in relation to the requirement that a person who
wants to amend their birth certificate under this
legislation be unmarried, I simply repeat that this
legislation is consistent with, as I understand it, all other
states and territories.
National consistency is important not only in terms of
ensuring that people living in various Australian
jurisdictions can expect the same rights and obligations
to apply to them as those born interstate but also in
terms of ensuring that other states and territories
recognise the amended Victorian birth certificate as
being valid. I repeat that the requirement that the
applicant be unmarried avoids the question of whether a
person is in a same-sex marriage.
I might say that during the consultation phase — and I
do not think that I am giving away too many secrets
when I say this — there was a fair amount of debate as
to whether or not we should have gone down this path.
Some raised the issue that this legislation should not
just apply to unmarried people but should apply to
married people as well. I have to say there was a very
strong lobby group in relation to that matter. On
balance the government decided that it was not going to
go down that path because of the issues I have raised
and because we wanted to have consistency with other
states. Should we have been ahead of the pack? Should
we have gone down this path? It is a philosophical
debate that the community is perhaps ready to have or
perhaps is not ready to have, but as a government we
made the decision that national consistency was the
most appropriate way to go.
Is this the end of the debate? I suspect that over the next
years the shadow Attorney-General will be lobbied; I
will be lobbied and other members will be lobbied,
particularly those who are members for electorates that
have a number of transsexual people who want their
rights to be further recognised, but at this stage the
government has decided that the legislation will not
apply to married people for the reasons that I have
outlined.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
move on to another point regarding interstate
recognition certificates which are contemplated under
the definition provisions. I query whether there is
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provision for the issue of such a certificate under our
legislation to enable people from other jurisdictions,
who wish to make an application under their legislation,
to be the beneficiaries of such a certificate which is
made available to them through the bill that is now
before the house.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I am not quite
sure of the point that the member is making. There is a
provision in the legislation to allow recognition from
South Australia and also from Western Australia in
relation to the recognition from those states for people
who move to Victoria. But if the honourable member is
raising other issues, perhaps if he could enunciate them,
then I can get some advice on them.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The point
is simply that those other two jurisdictions, namely
Western Australia and South Australia, have within
their respective legislative provisions the capacity to
issue an interstate recognition certificate, and that
appears within clause 4 or under the definitions
provision. I want to know whether under our Victorian
legislation we are also making provision to issue
interstate recognition certificates, because it seems to
me to be appropriate, if this legislation is intended to be
part of, in effect, a national scheme, that it is in the
interests of the persons who will potentially want to
access it from other jurisdictions to be able to obtain an
interstate recognition certificate out of the Victorian
jurisdiction.
We would not like to see a circumstance whereby there
is a problem for those people in other jurisdictions who
want to do what is contemplated by the Western
Australian and South Australian legislation but who are
being shut out of the operation of the legislation in
whatever that other jurisdiction might be simply
because they cannot receive the equivalent of an
interstate recognition certificate under our legislation. It
may be that the Attorney-General has an answer to that
now. If not, I am certainly happy for it to be an issue to
be considered while the bill is between the houses.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — On the advice
that I have, in a nutshell, we will recognise interstate
arrangements here in Victoria, and there are
administrative arrangements in place to ensure that
changes here in Victoria are recognised in other states.
In effect, there is reciprocity.
It is true that there are different arrangements in place in
Western Australia and South Australia, and they ensure
that courts are involved in the process, but in a nutshell,
there is reciprocity between states and changes that are
made in Victoria will be recognised in other
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jurisdictions just as changes made in other jurisdictions
will be recognised here in Victoria. If that answer does
not satisfy the honourable member, I can give him
further written advice while the bill is between houses.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I would
seek confirmation of that advice in writing in the
interests of making sure that this works across the
nation.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I want to raise a
brief issue to do with clause 5. Proposed section 30D,
which refers to the issue of a new birth certificate,
states:
After the record of a person’s sex in the person’s birth
registration is altered, any certificate issued by the Registry
concerning that birth registration —

must therefore include those alterations.
I invite the Attorney-General to confirm that the ‘any’
is not associated with ‘any certificate issued by the
Registry’ in regard to the children of someone who has
had their birth record altered, to the extent that a child’s
birth certificate requires both the mother and father to
be identified. I assume that it is not intended to change
the child’s birth record, but I would like that
confirmation.
Equally, I invite the Attorney-General to confirm that
the birth certificate of a parent or a grandparent for
subsequent progeny is accessible and that the original
record of a parent will remain accessible to a child or to
a grandparent or to subsequent progeny.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — In relation to the
first aspect, I can say that there will be no change to a
child’s birth records. This legislation does not relate to
that. In relation to the original birth record, as I said in
summing up, that will be kept at the office of the
registry of births, deaths and marriages and it will be
retained for historical purposes. A notation will be
made against it to show that the person has changed
their legal sex. However, the original birth certificate
and all copies will be cancelled and the new birth
certificate will not contain any indication that the
person has changed their sex.
This is to protect the privacy and also the dignity of the
person involved. I think everyone would agree that
ensuring the confidentiality of the sex originally
recorded, and any subsequent amendment to the
register, is extremely important to people who have
undergone sex affirmation surgery. Aside from
preserving the person’s dignity, this confidentiality
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reduces the risk of discrimination that that person may
face.
As we know, discrimination is prohibited under the
Equal Opportunity Act, but as I said earlier, the
anecdotal evidence presented to me suggests that
discrimination is still a very significant problem for
transsexual individuals. That is why getting the balance
right is appropriate.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I invite the
Attorney-General to clarify what the parameters are for
the historical accessing of those records.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The bill does
not alter the provisions that exist now, so there are no
new provisions; and the provisions that exist under
current legislation are dealt with by privacy
implications, so there are no changes.
Mr Baillieu — Access will be no more restricted
than it is now?
Mr HULLS — Under this legislation there are no
added restrictions for family members accessing the
original birth certificate. An application has to be made
now and reasons have to be given, and they are taken
into account to determine whether access is granted. In
relation to this bill, there are no added restrictions for
family members accessing the original certificate.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I want to
renew my request to the Attorney-General to look at the
provisions of proposed section 30C in relation to time. I
hear what he says about general directions or whatever
may have been the expressions he used. In part 3 of the
principal act, under ‘registration of births’, certain
timeframes are set out, such as ‘21 days after the date of
birth for notification to be given to the registrar’, and
other timeframes are set out in section 18 under
‘Obligations to have the birth registered’ where 60 days
is referred to.
This provision inserts new part 4A, so it comes in after
the existing part 4 dealing with change of name
provisions, but ‘change of name’ provisions have no
timeframes in them. It concerns me that the people who
are in the category of those whom this legislation is
seeking to assist may well be in an environment where
the issue of time is an imperative for them. I think it
would add something to the operation of new part 4A if
that were at least to be considered by the
Attorney-General while this bill is between the houses.
I have raised this issue, but I will leave the matter at
that.
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Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The point the
Leader of the National Party has raised is a very useful
contribution — and that is not to say that his other
contributions have not been useful — but I understand
guidelines are in place in relation to timeframes
concerning the issue that the member has raised. I will
clarify exactly what those guidelines are and advise the
member while the bill is between houses.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 and 7 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

COURTS LEGISLATION (JUDICIAL
APPOINTMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The Courts Legislation
(Judicial Appointments) Bill does only two things.
Firstly, it provides for the appointment of part-time
magistrates. Secondly, it brings into line appointments
to the County Court and Magistrates Court with the
spirit and intent or amendments brought into this house
at the end of last year in relation to the Supreme Court.
In relation to the appointments of part-time magistrates,
it has been a long time coming. The first I heard these
being mooted by magistrates was approximately
12 months ago. Obviously there has been a long period
of consultation regarding this matter. I have a number
of concerns, but what I can say is that I agree with the
Attorney-General that it provides a mechanism of
flexibility that may enable people to be appointed to a
court when they are fully qualified to be appointed to
that court but to which they would not otherwise go
because of the requirement to be employed on a
full-time basis. Secondly, we all know that
circumstances change on the bench.
I do not know what the particular requirements are in
relation to a magistrate’s terms of engagement, and I do
not know whether magistrates are given sabbatical
leave for a period of time to undertake study here in
Australia or elsewhere, as is the case with their judicial
colleagues. However, the bill enables part-time
employment to allow magistrates to do some study,
which is one of the examples that the Attorney-General
provided. Obviously in relation to women the provision
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will allow for maternity leave, and for men, paternity
leave.
Flexibility in the workplace is something the Liberal
Party is very much in favour of. But I have some
concerns about the actual, practical application of that
flexibility. I have a number of concerns in relation to
the appointments. As I said, they probably go to a more
principled position, perhaps a slight difference between
a judicial officer and other forms of employment in this
state.
About 12 months ago we had a bill in this place that
extended the ability to appoint a number of deputy chief
magistrates for a period of up to five years. At the time
I was critical of that provision. It was not in any way
directed at the current Chief Magistrate. I have met with
Ian Gray; I have got to know him reasonably well since
his appointment; and certainly I cast no doubt upon his
motives. But the issue was that the terms of
employment were somehow to be conducted or could
be subject to another judicial officer, that being the
Chief Magistrate, and the limitation of the five years
was a matter of real concern to the opposition.
Although we did not oppose the legislation in the end,
we certainly suggested that the bill should be amended,
but it has gone through without the sky falling in.
This raises a worse scenario, because in this case it can
be requested that an existing, full-time magistrate be
made a part-time magistrate on the basis that they enter
into an agreement with the Chief Magistrate. The terms
of that agreement, including the number of days or
hours that a magistrate actually performs, is totally
subject to a form of negotiation between two judicial
officers. I again raise the issue that I raised last time,
which goes to the issue of an independent judiciary in
the state. Again I emphasise that I cast no doubt upon
the motives of the Chief Magistrate. I suggest he is
doing it for it for all the appropriate reasons and to
enable some degree of flexibility in his stable of
magistrates, but it is a matter of concern that you have
judicial officers negotiating terms of their employment
between themselves. The sky is probably unlikely to
fall in as a direct consequence of this, but again we
have another little chink in the armour of the
independent judiciary.
The idea is that each and every judicial officer, be they
a magistrate, a Country Court judge or a Supreme Court
judge, stands alone as an individual judicial officer who
in their job can conduct the affairs of a court and decide
disputes between citizens, and between citizens and the
state in some cases. Those officers should be
completely divorced from any outside influence of
either government or other judicial officers. It is
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unlikely that the sky will fall in as a result of these
amendments, but I note with regret that it is another
change, another chink in the armour of an independent
judiciary in this state.
Another practical issue that has been raised with me is
the issue of the inability of part-time magistrates to
perform their duties as magistrates to their full ability in
the sense that they will have to take themselves out of
lists such as committal lists, criminal lists, and long
civil cases because they will be unable to complete
those cases in the course of a normal sitting week or
whatever number of days are allocated to it because
they will be only able to work a limited number of
hours and days.
Sitting suspended 6.31 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
Mr McINTOSH — Just before the dinner
adjournment I was discussing some of the practical
consequences of part-time magistrates. I was saying
that in providing flexibility in their appointment one of
the difficulties will be the listings in various courts,
including the inability to meet the normal commitments
of a magistrate in providing for long hearings.
I have had the opportunity of speaking to a number of
country members on my side, and they have raised with
me concerns that have been expressed to them about
the difficulty of country circuits meeting their
obligations when they are not located in one place but
move around the countryside, whether it is from
Wodonga to Wangaratta, from Shepparton to Benalla,
or elsewhere. However, as I said, perhaps on balance
these considerations have to take account of the modern
world, and I agree with the Attorney-General that
offering this degree of flexibility will provide an
opportunity to get the best possible candidates seeking
positions as magistrates.
The other matter I wanted to raise is that under the bill
that the attorney has presented, somebody who is
appointed as a full-time magistrate can enter into an
agreement with the Chief Magistrate to take on the
activities on a part-time basis. It is a matter of concern
that you could have magistrates entering into such
terms of employment between each other, and it is a
matter of concern that it could impinge upon the notion
of an independent judiciary. It is only a small chink, but
again, it is one that I should raise.
It also concerns me that while a full-time magistrate can
be appointed a part-time magistrate, there does not
appear to be any mechanism in place whereby a
part-time magistrate may move to become a full-time
magistrate, or where the court or even the
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Attorney-General could move a part-time magistrate to
the position of full-time magistrate if their
circumstances changed. The practical consequence of
that could mean that if somebody is appointed a
part-time magistrate, in order to move they would have
to be reappointed a full-time magistrate. It begs the
question of how the desire to be moved from being a
part-time magistrate to a full-time magistrate would be
communicated.
Is it a decision that would be made by the Chief
Magistrate, or would it ultimately have to be made by
the Attorney-General? Does the part-time magistrate
express an interest in being appointed a full-time
magistrate? Again you could get a consequence that
would necessarily demean the office of magistrate,
where a part-time magistrate would have to make
representations to those in authority, being the Chief
Magistrate and the Attorney-General, saying that they
would like to be appointed a full-time magistrate. It
would of course have dire consequences for the notion
of an independent judiciary if an existing judicial
officer were making representations to those in
authority, expressing their willingness to convert from
being a part-time to a full-time magistrate. As I said,
there are a number of concerns about this that go to the
heart of the notion of an independent judiciary; but
again, on balance the notion of flexibility and enticing
the best candidate for the job is perhaps the overriding
one in these circumstances.
There is a provision under which part-time magistrates
would be remunerated on a pro rata basis but would
otherwise have the same power, status and
responsibilities as full-time magistrates. However, there
is a curious provision in the bill — it is probably an
important provision — that says that a part-time
magistrate will not be able to undertake any form of
legal practice in their off time, if you like. It is a
provision that does not appear anywhere else, and it
does not relate to a full-time magistrate. The situation
seems curious to me. However, it is probably important
to put in here that a magistrate cannot carry on any
form of legal practice.
I know that there are a number of retired judges who,
once they have left the bench, have taken on other
forms of employment. Sir Laurence Street, a former
Chief Justice of New South Wales, started a very
successful practice as a mediator once he left the bench.
Mediation is not necessarily defined as legal work,
because it is something quite outside the normal
boundaries of what is considered to be legal practice.
The Attorney-General should take that on notice when
defining ‘legal practice’ as opposed to quasi-judicial
functions such as mediations. I would hate to think that
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a part-time magistrate was conducting mediations in
their spare time, given that it is not technically legal
practice within the meaning of the Legal Practice Act or
the Magistrates’ Court Act.
I will now raise the principle concern I have with this
bill, and I do so with some alacrity. Earlier today the
Attorney-General made public statements about paying
judges of the Supreme Court, the Country Court and the
Magistrates Court. Judicial salaries go right to the heart
of judicial independence, yet we are now amending a
provision relating to the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act. It begs the question of how absurd we are
in this place to be amending the provisions of the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act when it appears the
government’s intention is to repeal that act and replace
it with some other model. Model no. 2 will enable this
government to determine judicial salaries, which would
include the salaries of magistrates. Yet we are
amending the act to enable the pro rata provisions of
part-time magistrates to be incorporated in a
determination to be made by the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act!
Of course when you look at the history of this you
remember that some three years ago the
Attorney-General came into this house condemning the
former government for its attacks upon the independent
judiciary in this state and professing to all the ennobling
principles of independent judiciary. He defined its
importance very eloquently, I might add. I described it
recently as being almost text book stuff!
It raises the question whether he was the author or
somebody else dragged it out of a text book, but he
defined two criteria upon which an independent
judiciary is based. He referred to the Act of Settlement
of 1701 as defining what those two principles are.
Firstly, you have security of tenure, and judges and
magistrates in this state are appointed for life. The
definition of ‘life’ differs depending on the age
specified, but here in Victoria the age limit is 70 years.
This legislation is a matter of some debate, but it is the
current legislation and everybody accepts it. If you are
appointed at 50 you serve 20 years as a judge, and you
must retire when you reach the age of 70. That does not
mean you cannot go on as a reserve judge. There have
been many fine reserve judges. Norman O’Bryan, who
retired from full-time work as a judge many years ago,
has just recently retired as a reserve judge. He served
this state with distinction over many years. There is still
recognition by the courts, the profession and the
community that a person can provide a worthwhile
contribution as a judge when they are over the age of
70. Although judges and magistrates are appointed for
life, that means they must retire once they get to 70.
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Most importantly, the second limb of an independent
judiciary the Attorney-General so eloquently defined in
this place was security of remuneration. He talked
about a permanent appropriation against the
consolidated fund for the salaries of judges — that is, a
constitutional provision that judges’ salaries cannot be
reduced. He criticised the former government for
coming into this place and varying determinations of
the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal. But it was not only
the Attorney-General — the Premier, when he was
merely the humble member for Williamstown, also
criticised the former government when it set up the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal and for interfering with
the determinations of that tribunal by not accepting the
full flow-on of a salary increase it recommended. The
government set up a model that was going to be a
beautiful, wonderful model that would preserve an
independent judiciary in this state, but with
breathtaking hypocrisy what has it given us? The matter
went to cabinet — not even to this place — and cabinet
decided off its own bat that it would not accept that
determination. What is worse, the cabinet and the
Premier entered into this demeaning process
whereby — —
Mr Hudson — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
on the rule against anticipation. There is a bill before
the house in relation to judicial salaries, and I think the
member for Kew should not anticipate that debate by
speaking on that bill but should return to this bill.
Mr Ryan — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
notice has been given of the bill but the bill has not
been read a second time — it is not in the house so the
rule of anticipation does not apply.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The Leader of The Nationals is quite right, it is only on
the notice paper as a notice of motion, and the Chair
does not know what is in that bill. I remind the member
for Kew that whilst there is some latitude for lead
speakers, he should confine his remarks to the bill at
hand.
Mr McINTOSH — For the benefit of the house I
indicate precisely what I am referring to. Clause 9 of
this bill amends the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act
by defining the office of a part-time magistrate and
gives the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal the ability to
determine the salaries of not only magistrates, judges
and non-judicial officers of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal but also of part-time
magistrates.
My discussion of the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal is
very pertinent to the point. I thank the member who
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raised the point of order to bring me back to the bill,
because I am precisely on the bill. I am saying that it is
with breathtaking hypocrisy that the government has
introduced a bill to amend the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act when it has made continuing public
statements over the last two weeks that it has no
intention of adhering to the principles and the purpose
of that act — a model which it set up itself. It is that
hypocrisy I find unbelievable, and the people of
Victoria should be ashamed of the way this government
is operating. The government has set up a model. It has
criticised the previous model to the world, criticised the
executive arm of the former government for interfering
in the determination of the salaries of judges and
magistrates and has professed to set up its own model
for determining the salaries of judges and magistrates in
this state. It has said, ‘We will ensure that not only will
we have security of tenure but we will have security of
remuneration’. Indeed the honourable member should
be ashamed of the government of which he is a member
for its breathtaking hypocrisy about this.
If the honourable member is not aware of this matter of
principle, then it ill behoves this place to deal with these
most important matters. It is a matter of the utmost
importance in relation to a bill like this. Here we are
talking about magistrates and part-time magistrates and
about remunerating them. The government is saying,
‘We have set up an appropriate model, a better model
than the former government’. In fact it is very critical of
the former government. Then, at the first hurdle — not
the second, not the third but at the first hurdle — this
government baulks. What did we hear in the public
statements made by the Attorney-General today outside
this place? We heard that the Attorney-General
proposes to introduce legislation to repeal this act and
replace it with another model.
What you have is the government saying, ‘We are
protecting the judiciary because what we will keep
doing is moving the goalposts’. The most important
thing, and the honourable member should know this, is
that if this government is fair dinkum about having an
independent judiciary, about security of tenure and
about security of remuneration, then it should not repeal
this act. The government and the cabinet should have
nothing to do with that determination. We understand
that it might have been appropriate at a time when they
had had ongoing discussions with public servants,
teachers and nurses. I would have thought that the
answer from an honourable government — rather than
a weak Attorney-General — should have been, ‘We
made a submission to the tribunal that it should adhere
to the government’s own wages policy. We don’t like it
and we don’t agree with it, but that is the law’.
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This government controls both houses of Parliament.
This is only a small matter and will maybe not create a
tidal wave of oppression or otherwise, but the
government is telling the people of Victoria, ‘We don’t
care what we have said about judicial independence,
and we don’t care what we have said about introducing
a model into this state that will protect the judiciary
from unwarranted interference by the executive
government, we will make the laws better, now!’. It
seems unbelievable that we are having to amend this
legislation when in a couple of weeks time it will no
longer exist because it will have been repealed. It is
appalling to my mind that we have a government that
with breathtaking hypocrisy is prepared to say, ‘We
will move the goalposts whenever it suits us’. On what
basis? ‘Because we can!’.
The Attorney-General criticises me not because I was
in government, not because I was around but simply
because I sat in my chambers and would not write a
letter, or something like that — and he quotes Pete and
Dud. But the most important thing about this is the
breathtaking hypocrisy. We have to stand here and deal
with amendments to the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act when there is a strong likelihood, based
on public statements made today by the
Attorney-General outside this house, that the legislation
is going to be repealed.
I am very grateful to the honourable member for raising
the point of order, because he does not understand. If he
had read the bill, he would know that I am perfectly on
point, because the bill amends the model that he
introduced into this place three years ago to set the
goalposts. Now the government is going to move those
goalposts. It will still tell us that it is doing the right
thing by the notion of an independent judiciary, and it
will still tell us that it is doing the right thing by the
community and by the state. At the end of the day the
government defines the model. It has said that this is
the best model, but what do we get instead? We get the
goalposts changing. With breathtaking hypocrisy the
government is going to repeal this legislation and do
everything else in its power to control the judiciary.
As I said, taken in isolation a five-year term for a
deputy chief magistrate and part-time magistrates
entering into agreements with the Chief Magistrate may
in the current environment not be terribly serious.
However, when the totality of all this builds up you get
oppression by a government — oppression by the
majority that controls both houses of Parliament. It
means it can do anything in its power, anything it wants
to do, to ensure it gets its way. Indeed it can stand up
and say black is white. It does not matter whether
everybody else looks at it and says, ‘That’s got to be
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white’. ‘No, no, no’, says the government, ‘We’re
telling you that it is black. We’ve got the numbers in
here and we can do what we like’. The bill amends the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act, but it is going to
be a complete waste of time, because at the end of the
day the government will exercise its numbers and do
whatever it likes.
What we see is the demeaning sight of a government
going to the judiciary and saying, ‘We’ve come up with
a better model. We may be able to deliver you parity
with federal judges over a period of time, but you’re
going to have to take it or leave it’. The government is
not dealing with this in any serious way. Government
should not be involved; that was what the
Attorney-General said. He stood up in here and said, ‘It
is a disgrace that any government should be involved in
setting the wages and salary of judges’. Yet at the first
hurdle, not at the second or third hurdle, the
Attorney-General cannot deliver on his rhetoric. It is a
demonstration of how this government’s actions cannot
match its rhetoric — and Victoria is at a loss as a result.
I say in conclusion that the opposition does not oppose
this legislation, because at the end of the day it provides
flexibility. It may well attract better candidates for the
job of magistrate. However, if all these little chinks in
the notion of the independent judiciary are
compounded, then it is a matter of profound concern.
Of even greater concern is that there are members on
the government benches who have not read this
legislation. They do not understand the nexus between
judicial salaries and the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal. It is a disgrace that we have to put up with a
government that has a whole bunch of mushrooms who
sit up there and do not understand the legislation for
which they are going to vote yea or nay. That is a most
appalling indictment of the government. However, as I
said, we do not oppose the legislation. We have
profound concerns, but on balance we believe the bill
should pass at this stage.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The
Nationals do not oppose the Courts Legislation
(Judicial Appointments) Bill, the purpose of which is
twofold: first, it enables magistrates to work on a
part-time basis; and second, its intention is to widen the
eligibility criteria for magistrates and County Court
appointees, and that will happen much in accord with
what has already happened with Supreme Court judges
as a result of legislation passed in 2003.
As I said, the priority of the bill is to allow magistrates
to be appointed on a part-time basis. It will also allow
magistrates who have already been appointed to enter
into an agreement with the Chief Magistrate to work on
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a part-time basis. In this world in which we live they
are sensible initiatives. We need to retain the best
people to do the job of magistrate; equally, we need to
be able to attract the best people to this important role
on an ongoing basis. The practical fact is that, be they
women or men, there are many individuals with the
respective capacities who would like to make a
contribution as a magistrate — either full time or
potentially part time — but who are precluded from
doing so because they cannot practise on a part-time
basis.
I pause to say that the involvement of the Magistrates
Court with the community at large is absolutely
seminal. No other court comes remotely near the
contact with the community as does the Magistrates
Court. That applies to the Supreme Court, County
Court and all the quasi-judicial entities in all their
forms, let alone the High Court. For the main part the
contact people have with the court system, either
directly or indirectly, is through the Magistrates Court.
I remember well during my days of practice — over
almost 18 or 20 years, whatever it was — spending
many occasions in the Magistrates Court. Over those
years one of the interesting things we saw was the
expansion of the jurisdiction not only in the sense of the
financial capacity of the court to make awards on an
increasing level but also the expansion of the
jurisdiction in the field of work that was covered,
bringing in all the family law aspects, intervention
orders and those various other elements that are now
incorporated within the jurisdiction of magistrates that
once upon a time simply was not the case.
On any view it is a difficult and complex job to fulfil. It
is important, therefore, that we have the best people for
that role. So it is that we welcome the prospect of
people being able to work on a part-time basis. We also
welcome the prospect that some of those who have
been appointed on a full-time basis will be able to work
on a part-time basis if they go to the Chief Magistrate
and arrange things accordingly.
The other principal aspect of this legislation is to extend
the eligibility criteria in the same way as was done in
2003 for the appointment of judges to the Supreme
Court. We will now be able to contemplate candidates
for the magistracy from other states and territories with
a minimum practice requirement of five years plus
experience in any state or territory, or if they are a
practitioner in the High Court for a period of at least
five years. This is reflective of the world in which we
live.
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I represent the country areas of Victoria and the
communities I represent in a straight-out commercial
sense are now international traders. People who once
used to deal village to village in an era gone by now
deal country to country. It is consistent therefore that
Victoria should not shut out potential candidates for the
role of magistrate simply because of a border or a line
on a map. Rather the same principle should apply, and
that is that we should make sure we are able to attract
the best people who are interested in performing this
important role as magistrates in Victoria. As to those
two principal aspects of this legislation, The Nationals
offer their broad support.
I must say that some of the other elements of this bill
are ironic in the context of where this whole debate
now stands. Today notice was given in this Parliament
of impending government legislation which will change
the way in which salary structures occur for those who
offer themselves for judicial office in Victoria. We have
been given notice of the bill, but we do not yet know
the terms of what the government proposes because the
bill has not been second-read in the Parliament.
Therefore, we simply do not know the content.
There is a direct nexus, nevertheless, between what the
government is telling us it wants to do, on the one hand,
and on the other hand the legislation now under debate,
because clause 9 of the bill deals with the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995. We had the
extraordinarily unseemly event of the last few weeks
whereby the government, for no reason other than
populist politics — the cheapest of reasons — made it
known that it had refused the determinations made by
the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal. That happened in
an environment where the former government was
criticised roundly by those who are now in government
for the way in which these issues were approached. The
current government then purported to set up some sort
of pristine process in which it swore hand on heart it
would not interfere, and now, for no justifiable reason
except populist politics, it has determined it will refuse
the recommendations that have been made by the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal.
Worse than that, the government has compounded it,
because in addition it is trying to negotiate a way to get
itself out of the hole it has dug for itself. I know only as
much in this regard as is printed in the papers. I have
only read the reports about senior members of the
judiciary being involved in some sort of negotiation
with the Premier, or those on his behalf. I cannot help
but think what an appallingly deplorable state of affairs
we have sunk to in this state where the judicial officers
of Victoria are in some way engaged in this dreadful
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and unseemly discussion with the government of the
day over the way in which they ought be paid.
Is that where the state has got to? Is that where this
government wants the state to be? The government has
set up a position which it says is appropriate and one it
will stay away from, in the sense of being involved in
or interfering with it, yet on the other hand, for the
reasons of populist politics, it first commits what I think
is next to the ultimate sin by refusing the
determinations of this independent entity which it set
up. Then secondly, to try to exculpate itself from that
appalling position, it gets involved in discussions in the
back room, as it were, trying to reach some sort of
accord with those who are impacted on by the decisions
the government has announced, although it has not yet
given effect to its announcements.
I cannot help but think that in a circumstance where the
people who hold judicial office in Victoria, and indeed
in any jurisdiction, are so utterly fundamental to the
way in which we operate as a community, this
government has managed to get itself into a disgraceful
position. It goes all the way to Westminster principles.
It goes all the way to clause 9 of this bill. It goes all the
way to this whole discussion about what the
government is presently engaged in to try to resolve the
position in which it now finds itself, a position it has
created for itself.
It does all that, of course, because it is trying to make
some sort of misinformed, miscalculated nexus
between those good people who in their various forms
and different ways make a contribution to the state
public service, be it in policing, education or nursing, or
in the different state departments. It is trying to make a
nexus between these good folk on the one hand, and on
the other hand people who fulfil judicial office. Even a
passing look at the first principles of the Westminster
system would say loud and clear to anybody who has
the remotest understanding of how that system operates
that there is no nexus at all.
The pity of it is that the Attorney-General knows it. I
reckon the Attorney-General is perfectly well aware of
it, and I am certain he was rolled at the cabinet table
when this issue came up. For his sake I hope that the
Attorney-General ran the case at the cabinet table to
ensure that the recommendations of the independent
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal were honoured by this
government. To those who opposed the
Attorney-General and who eventually made up the
numbers to ensure he was defeated at the cabinet table,
if my first assumption is in fact correct, I just simply
say, shame on them. They do not understand how the
Westminster system of government should operate. It is
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a sorry day, in the sense of this being generally a
snapshot in time of Victoria’s history, that that should
have occurred.
As I said, we are yet to see what is to play out over this
legislation in relation to which notice was given today.
But whatever it may be, I do not think it will ever repair
the damage that this executive government — these
people who cried so loud and long about the initiatives
undertaken, they said, by the former government and
who set up a process that they said was going to be
remote from government — has done to the operation
of the judiciary in the state of Victoria. It has been a
cataclysmic time over these past few weeks, and it is an
appalling slur upon the judiciary of Victoria. Harm has
forever been done to the Westminster system in this
state. Presuming that at some juncture there will be a
move for disallowance on the part of the government in
relation to the tribunal’s determinations, then of course
that motion will be opposed by The Nationals.
I have before me the actual report of the tribunal,
entitled Report No. 2 of 2003 — Review of Salaries,
Allowances and Conditions of Service for Judicial
Officers and Non-Judicial Members of VCAT. Lest
there be any doubt about what actually happened in this
context, I refer in particular to page 10 of the document
where, under the heading ‘4.1 — Reasons’, paragraph
no. 43 reads:
The tribunal’s determination is consistent with the increases
awarded by the commonwealth tribunal and takes into
account this tribunal’s 2002 determination, which included a
3 per cent prospective increase. The effective cumulative
salary increase for a Victorian Supreme Court judge
(including the 3 per cent prospective increase) in the period
October 2002–December 2003 would be 17 per cent. This
determination provides a cumulative increase of 13.6 per cent
as compared to the 14 per cent increase sought by the
Supreme Court judges.

There is it is in one paragraph — that is, the nub of the
issue, which has been refused by this government.
At page 15 there are references to the Magistrates Court
and the case which was made by magistrates in relation
to salary increases. I do not propose to go through those
matters in the course of this debate. No doubt they will
be the subject of consideration at a future point in time.
In the end, this legislation is about having a system of
more flexibility that will permit those who are the best
able to fulfil the important role of magistrates in
Victoria. This bill will enable that important role to be
filled on a part-time basis as well as on a full-time basis.
The criteria for those who can be considered as
applicants is being broadened. The Nationals are in
support of what the government proposes to do insofar
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as the attendant issues regarding the salary packaging
both for applicants and indeed for those who presently
occupy positions as magistrates are concerned.
I simply say that it is to the eternal shame of this
government that we have the position we now have in
this regard in Victoria.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak in support of this bill. I must say from the
outset that we have heard some extraordinary hypocrisy
and cant from the opposition tonight about security of
tenure for judges and about judicial remuneration. We
should always remember that it was the former
government that sacked judges. It was the former
government that decided that the former Accident
Compensation Tribunal judges would go. It was the
former government that sacked them without any notice
and without any respect at all for their integrity as
independent judicial officers. At the whim of the
government, it was decided that they would be
removed. When we consider this debate and all the
issues introduced by the member for Kew and the
Leader of The Nationals in relation to the independence
of the judiciary, let us just remember that it was the
previous government that sacked those judges.
This is an important bill because it basically allows for
the appointment of part-time magistrates upon the
recommendation of the Attorney-General to the
Governor in Council. It will also allow existing
magistrates to work part time with the written
agreement of the chief magistrate. What this bill does is
build on the recent changes we have made to the
Supreme Court Act in relation to the eligibility criteria
for consideration for appointment as a judge.
The government has already amended the state
constitution to broaden the eligibility criteria for the
appointment of a judge to the Supreme Court. Prior to
that, as most people would know, judicial officers or
legal practitioners from outside the state were generally
excluded from judicial appointment to the Supreme
Court of Victoria. Judicial officers and others who have
been admitted to practise for a minimum of five years
in any Australian jurisdiction will be able to be
considered for appointment to the Supreme Court of
Victoria, and that is a dramatic improvement.
The other thing this bill does is introduce consistency
between the appointment of Supreme Court judges and
appointment to other judicial positions. Basically, the
same criteria will be applied, and the legislation will be
widened so that the pool of candidates who can be
considered for judicial appointment in Victoria will also
be widened.
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This bill continues the great reforms that this
government has made to judicial appointments in
Victoria, because it will ensure that not only are we
drawing on a wider pool of people for appointment to
the bench but also that we are not drawing from a very
narrow group of people in the community.
I have to say that I am proud to be part of a government
that is leading the charge in that area — a government
that is helping people to achieve a balance between
their work and family responsibilities. It is worth
reminding the house that it was this government that
introduced, for example, payroll tax deductions for
maternity leave to encourage employers to provide that
benefit to women here in Victoria. And it was this
government that broadened the provisions in relation to
maternity leave for public servants in the most recent
enterprise bargaining agreement as part of the new
wages agreement.
This bill recognises that even within the magistracy —
even on the bench — it is important to have a more
flexible workplace. This bill will benefit not only
women but also a whole lot of people who have
part-time study commitments and who perhaps have
responsibility as carers in the community for their
spouse or others. For members in the legal profession
who are undertaking further study or who simply want
to work less than they might have otherwise done, this
legislation is a good innovation.
The bill removes the barriers and expands the pool of
talented and skilled candidates available for judicial
office. It shows that this government is determined to
cast the net far and wide to attract those who might be
of benefit to the court and to the community as a whole.
I take this opportunity to acknowledge the reforms the
Attorney-General has introduced in this area, because
he more than any other Attorney-General has
introduced extensive reforms to our courts that are
aimed at improving the administration of justice. This is
no more evident than in the appointments this
government has made to the courts. Since the
Attorney-General was appointed, he has appointed
11 women to the Magistrates Court, 11 women to the
County Court and 3 women to the Supreme Court,
including the first female head of the Supreme Court in
Victoria, Chief Justice Marilyn Warren. I take this
opportunity to congratulate the Chief Justice on her
appointment to that office, because I believe she will
bring to that position an enormous amount of
experience, a great deal of wisdom and an extraordinary
amount of expertise. She will also be an inspiration to
other women who, before this appointment was made,
would never have aspired to such a high office.
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I note just in passing that it is regrettable that
throughout the eight years of the Howard government it
has never made a female appointment to the High Court
of Australia. In eight years it has never considered a
woman worthy of judicial appointment to the highest
court in this land despite the fact that it has had
numerous opportunities to do so and despite the fact
that we have had a competent and highly skilled female
High Court justice, Justice Mary Gaudron, who has
shown the sort of contribution that women can make to
the court if they are given the opportunity to do so.
If you look at the percentage of women appointed to the
judiciary by the Bracks government, it is 52 per cent for
the Magistrates Court, 46 per cent for the County Court
and 27 per cent for the Supreme Court. That is a record
that we can be proud of as a government. We are not
making these appointments as token appointments, and
we are certainly not just making them — as the
Attorney-General observed in welcoming Chief Justice
Warren to the Supreme Court — because we believe in
equality, although that is a very important element.
Rather we are making these appointments because we
fundamentally believe that if you are going to have a
judiciary that can deal with the diversity of the
community in which they are presiding, at the heart of
it all it is very important to ensure that they have the
breadth of experience and expertise that is necessary. In
the case of the Supreme Court, Chief Justice Warren
was also the best person for the job.
It is also important to acknowledge — although perhaps
the member for Kew would not want to acknowledge
it — the existence of a glass ceiling in relation to the
appointment of women to high office in the courts. It
exists because women in the past have practised in
areas of the law which have often not been regarded as
prestigious enough to draw on for judicial appointment
It exists because, quite frankly, there is a boys club in
the legal establishment that has a view about who,
usually male, should be appointed to the bench. It exists
because those women who want to balance their work
and family responsibilities by working part time have
not been able to seek judicial appointment. This bill
acknowledges that those barriers exist and will help to
remove them for women who want to contribute to the
judiciary. It is consistent with the government’s
commitment to increasing women’s participation in
public office. I believe that in widening the pool we will
also be widening the capacity of the bench to deal with
cases that come before it in a more sensitive manner.
I refer to the area of sexual offences. The Victorian
Law Reform Commission recently brought down a
report on sexual offences, which states on page 5:
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Lawyers, magistrates and judges are likely to be more
responsive to the needs of complainants, and to perform their
role more effectively, if they understand the context in which
sexual offices commonly occur and the psychological and
social aspects of sexual offences which affect complainants.

I believe that women, as a result of the experience they
bring of being female, also bring that understanding. I
believe the presence of women in our judiciary is
central to advancing our understanding of the social
context in which these and other offences occur. For
that reason, I commend this bill to the house.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — We have just been
treated to a most extraordinary attack by the member
for Bentleigh on the credibility of the three most recent
appointments to the High Court. He described them as
token appointments. How demeaning is that to those
appointments, and how stupid is it that the remarks
were made by the member for Bentleigh! They will be
remarks that will be noted by the High Court; and now
of course he is attempting to redress this
extraordinary — —
Mr Hudson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member for Bentleigh has had his
opportunity and will cease interjecting.
Mr COOPER — He is attempting to redress that
extraordinary attack because he is clearly embarrassed
by what he has just said. My colleague the member for
Kew said to me that to attack somebody of the stature
of one Justice Gleeson was the most outrageous thing
that he has ever heard.
That is not what I stood to speak about, but I thought it
was worthwhile to have that attack by the member for
Bentleigh put on the record to make sure that it is
refuted by this side of the house.
I want to comment particularly, in my short
contribution to this debate, on the amendments to the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995. That is
something this house needs to take note of, particularly
in view of the announcements by the government that it
is going to wind up this tribunal, because it does not
accept the most recent determination by the tribunal.
The government’s response to the tribunal’s
recommendation is to shoot the messenger; to say,
‘This is not what we like, therefore we are going to
close it down’. That is the import, as we understand it,
from press statements made by the government. That is
what it is going to do, and it has given notice today that
it is going to introduce a bill. One can only assume, as
the Leader of The Nationals said in his address, that that
is going to be part and parcel of — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
I remind the member for Mornington that lead speakers
are allowed more latitude than other speakers, but he
must remain focused on the provisions of the bill.
Mr COOPER — Absolutely! I am doing that,
Acting Speaker. The Judicial Remuneration Tribunal
Act enables that tribunal to make decisions and
recommendations, and to come to conclusions, but that
tribunal is going to be closed down.
In the short time available to me I want to briefly
canvass the most recent tribunal decision which impacts
not only upon Supreme Court judges and County Court
judges but also upon magistrates. They, of course, are
very much involved in this bill. A reading of
paragraph 4.1.2 of report no. 2 of 2003 by the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal says:
… there has been general agreement between governments
since 1990 that the remuneration of state Supreme Court
judges and Federal Court judges should not exceed 85 per
cent of the salary of a High Court judge. The purpose of the
agreement is to prevent both leap-frogging and salary lag in
judicial remuneration which could create substantial disparity
in salaries amongst the various jurisdictions.

That seems to be a very fair way of approaching things,
and it is an approach that has clearly been accepted by
all states and territories in this country, and by the
federal government as well.
When this tribunal was considering the submissions
that resulted in report no. 2 they received a submission
from the government. The government argued, as the
report sets out on page 13, that:
… Victorian judicial salaries should be lower than other
jurisdictions as most candidates for judicial office are drawn
from the bar, and a recent survey … found that Victorian
barristers tend to earn less than barristers in other
jurisdictions.

What an extraordinary argument to put forward! It was
described in pretty much the same terms by the tribunal
when it stated, in point 57 on page 14:
In its submission, the government has accepted that salaries
and allowances must be sufficient to reflect the importance of
the judicial function, and the status of the judiciary. However,
the government has failed to provide any argument why
Victorian judicial officers should be paid less than their
counterparts in other jurisdictions, despite performing similar
duties, and at a comparable standard.

The tribunal, which is not comprised of lightweights or
newcomers, basically said in that statement that the
government had not put forward any substantial
argument, that in fact it had not put forward any
argument to justify the submission it had produced for
the tribunal.
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Today the house has been notice given of some
proposed legislation. Press statements have been made
by the government; and we have heard very public
pronouncements, as the Leader of The Nationals said,
of a populist nature saying, in effect, ‘We do not like
what they have come up with, therefore we are going to
shoot the messenger’.
Tonight we are dealing with amendments to the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal Act, and we all know that the
government has it in mind to kill off this body because
it wants to have political control of the situation. The
Leader of The Nationals put on the record tonight his
view — and I paraphrase his words — that there is
some kind of negotiation going on or a deal being done
between judges and the government to try and get the
government out of the impasse that it has created for
itself.
This is about the old maxim that you should definitely
think before you leap. But it is apparent that this
government has not done that. It has come out with a
populist line. I know it is not a line because again we
can only rely upon what we read in the papers, but it
would appear to be true because it has never been
denied despite having been mentioned in this house on
several occasions. It is not a line that the government
has produced; it is not a line that was supported or
argued for by the Attorney-General, but he has been
rolled.
The Attorney-General has been rolled in cabinet.
Therefore we now have a situation where the chief law
officer of the state — a title that he loves to claim for
himself — now has to stand up in this house and argue
for something that he does not believe in. I suggest that
it would not be the first time and it probably will not be
the last time he has done that in this place. But this will
be the most painful because he has to turn his back on
the people whose approval he craves and whom he is
now going to cause damage to.
What is happening now is some kind of backdoor
negotiation so the government can try and weasel its
way around its populist, knee-jerk reaction to the
recommendations of the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal. It is an issue that we are clearly going to hear
a lot more about in this house. If the bill that was
introduced today is what we believe it to be, there will
certainly be a lot of debate and a lot of heat in regard to
legislation that is going to wind up this tribunal and
place the remuneration for judges back in the hands of
the politicians and back in the hands of the executive
rather than in the hands of an independent tribunal.
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It is exactly the same issue of the separation of powers
which was argued so heavily by the Attorney-General
when he was in opposition, and on which he staked
whatever he had as a reputation. That is clearly now out
the door. We have had instances in recent times of
political interference in a whole range of things. The
police minister interfered in the Victoria Police
submission to the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee. Now we have the executive government
about to take control of judicial salaries and
remuneration in this state. It is a disgrace, and it is one
for which this government should be condemned.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I want to make a
couple of brief comments. As the member for Kew has
said, the opposition will not oppose this bill, although
concerns have been raised about it by the members of
Mornington and Kew. I want to refer to clauses 4, 5, 10,
11 and 12 — —
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — Not quite all of them,
Attorney-General. But there are references in clause 4
to a reduction in the qualifications for appointment as a
magistrate, in clause 5 to the appointment of acting
magistrates, in clause 10 to the qualifications of County
Court judges, in clause 11 to the qualifications of
masters of the County Court, and in clause 12 to the
qualifications of masters to the Supreme Court.
The basic proposition is that we should reduce the
qualification for entitlement to serve in those judicial
positions from seven years legal practice to five years.
It strikes me as odd that we would seek to reduce the
qualifications of our judicial appointments in this state.
It is my understanding that there have been very few
appointments of individuals who have only had seven
years experience in legal practice, and one can only
assume that because the government wants to change
that to five years it is the government’s intention to
begin to appoint people to those positions with — —
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — I am sure he would be well
qualified — and better qualified than you to take such a
position, Attorney-General. Those who only have five
years experience in legal practice do not have that life
experience. I have now been in this place for nearly five
years, and I would not pretend to be — —
Mr Hulls — Nearly five years!
Mr BAILLIEU — It is extraordinary, is it not?
However, there are many people here who have
enjoyed this place for much longer, including you,
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Acting Speaker. Indeed in terms of life experience your
appointment to the Supreme Court would be something
special, I am sure. Perhaps you do not qualify on some
of the other aspects, but nevertheless — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
hope there is no reflection on the Chair in that!
Mr BAILLIEU — Indeed not! Would that
appointments of architects were made to such positions,
Acting Speaker, because then we could all enjoy it. But
it strikes me as concerning and odd that the entitlement
to qualification is being reduced from seven to five
years — needlessly in my view, and not to the benefit
of the judicial system or the people of Victoria. You
can only puzzle as to what the Attorney-General
intends to do with those clauses.
I also note the comments about the High Court made by
the member for Bentleigh, and I could not disagree with
him more strongly. For all his cant and his desire to
appease certain groups, he summed up by saying that it
was a question of the best person for the job, but it took
him a long time to get there. Appointments should be
made on the basis of the best person for the job.
Clause 9 relates to the alterations to the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal. It is extraordinary to
contemplate that the Attorney-General has seen fit to
make an amendment to an act that he is going to do
away with in the very near future. He has had a bit of a
problem and is trying desperately to get out of it, as the
member for Mornington said. Clearly the
Attorney-General has no faith in the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal — —
Mr Hulls — It is difficult to say!
Mr BAILLIEU — It is difficult to say, but it has
not stopped you from doing away with it!
It has not stopped the Attorney-General from seeking to
ignore it, and it has not stopped him from seeking to
interfere in its outcomes and processes. The reality is
that we have had a system that has worked well. We
have a Judicial Remuneration Tribunal which solicitors,
judges and the legal profession generally have
respected, and the only people to act otherwise are the
Attorney-General and the members of the government
who have supported him in that proposition. I think it is
outrageous to be contemplating amending an act
literally the night before you are about to do it in the
eye. It is extraordinary. The Attorney-General sits and
smiles. He knows what he is doing — for a change. He
is playing games with the judicial system. We have
concerns about that, and I think Victorians should have
concerns about it.
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Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank
everyone for their contributions, and I thank opposition
members for supporting this legislation. But in thanking
them I have to say that I have never heard a bigger load
of codswallop in my entire life. Let us start with the
honourable member for Hawthorn. He got up and said
that the government must have a secret plan in
changing one of the eligibility criteria for the
appointment of County Court judges and magistrates
from seven years to five. Does he not understand that
that is an eligibility criterion for the High Court? If he is
having a go at us, is he also having a go at his federal
colleagues? All we are doing is bringing our legislation
into line with other jurisdictions. The member for
Hawthorn ought to get his facts right before he stands
up in this place and makes absurd allegations. We
changed the eligibility criteria for the Supreme Court to
bring it into line with the High Court and the Federal
Court, and all this legislation does is flow that on to the
County Court and the Magistrates Court. The poor old
member for Hawthorn ought stick to things he knows
about. I am not sure what they are, but the law is not
one of them!
The member for Mornington stands up here as though
he is a born-again advocate for judicial independence
when in fact he was in this house, and I think he was a
minister, when the former Kennett government necked
the Accident Compensation Tribunal judges. So for
opposition members to now be talking about judicial
independence is absolute nonsense. I also recall the
member for Mornington being a minister at the time
that the Kennett government totally undermined the
independence of the Director of Public Prosecutions —
and don’t we remember the debate about that? So for
him to be now talking about judicial independence is
nonsense. I was here — I think the members for Kew
and Hawthorn were here too — when a former shadow
Attorney-General used this place — coward’s castle —
to vilify independent magistrates. So members should
not come this nonsense about judicial independence
with me. It just does not wash when it comes from the
opposition.
Allegations have been made in this place about the
winding-up of the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable members for Hawthorn and Kew have
spoken on the legislation. I would appreciate it if they
listened to the Attorney-General. They may not agree
with what he is saying, but they need to listen to him.
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Mr HULLS — We cannot talk about legislation that
is coming before this place, but it is news to me, and I
am the Attorney-General, and to other members of the
government that the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal is
to be wound up. Allegations have been made by the
opposition about the tribunal getting it in the neck and
being wound up. That is news to me! The Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal is not going to be wound up.
Are the ears of opposition members painted on or they
listening? The tribunal is not going to be wound up!
Allegations of political interference with the judiciary
do not wash. It has been made clear — it was made
clear at the time the government said it would move a
motion in this house rejecting the determination of the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal but would work to
create a nexus with the federal jurisdiction.
What that means is that each time the federal
Remuneration Tribunal makes a determination in
relation to judicial remuneration that will flow on to the
state jurisdiction. That means politicians in this state
will not be able to interfere with the independence of
the judiciary, as occurred in the past with the former
Attorney-General, Jan Wade. The federal tribunal will
make a determination and ultimately that will flow to
the state jurisdiction. Not only is that appropriate, not
only will that protect the independence of the judiciary,
not only will that ensure that there cannot be
interference by politicians, but it will cement for all
time the independence of the judiciary and stop
politicians from attempting to interfere with that
independence.
We all recall when the former Attorney-General, Jan
Wade, got recommendations from the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal and changed those
recommendations before they went to cabinet, and
cabinet then changed the recommendations of the
tribunal. The system that will be put in place will ensure
there is a direct nexus and parity between federal judges
and state judges.
I turn to talk about the more substantive issues in the
bill. As we have heard, the bill will introduce part-time
magistrates, which is consistent with our passionate
commitment as a government to increasing the
participation of women in public office and ensuring
that we assist families to achieve a better work-life
balance. We believe these amendments will provide
greater flexibility not only for women and men with
young families but also for individuals who may have
other commitments — such as study or caring for
elderly parents — or disabilities that prevent them from
working full time. There is an ability to appoint
part-time magistrates in other jurisdictions. I understand
New South Wales has appointed at least four
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magistrates on a part-time basis. We believe this is
appropriate, and I am glad the opposition supports us.
This is an appropriate bill that will make sure the
eligibility criteria for judicial office is consistent within
Victoria, is consistent with the High Court and is
consistent with the Federal Court. Indeed all it does is
transpose what we have done for the Supreme Court to
this jurisdiction. If the member for Hawthorn is having
a go at the government for having a hidden agenda he is
really having a go at the High Court and at his federal
colleagues, but no doubt that is a matter he will take up
with them.
Finally, in relation to judicial independence, and I think
I have said this before, it ill behoves members on that
side of the house to talk about judicial independence,
because when the Accident Compensation Tribunal
judges were sacked I do not remember seeing a letter
from the member for Hawthorn or the member for Kew
complaining about the government of the day
interfering with judicial independence. As I have said,
they may have written a letter, but it reminds me of the
old Peter Cook and Dudley Moore sketch, where they
say, ‘I was against the war’. ‘No, I was against the war’.
‘No, I was really against the war, because I wrote a
letter!’.
I do not remember the member for Kew even writing a
letter. I am sure he was either on the bar council at the
time or had contacts with the bar council.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr HULLS — The member for Kew was on the
bar council! That makes it even worse. Come in
spinner! The member was on the bar council but did
nothing when judges of the Accident Compensation
Tribunal were sacked. What a disgrace. How
hypocritical can you get for someone who was on the
bar council, setting policy for barristers in Victoria? He
just sat there, tucked up in his little bed, in his pyjamas,
while judges were being sacked and thought, ‘I am not
going to say anything because it might affect my
preselection. It may affect me getting work from some
of the big law firms about the place’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The Attorney-General, on the legislation. I will not
have him stirring members of the opposition.
Mr HULLS — I thank members for supporting the
bill, despite the fact that members opposite have
digressed from the bill and gone on to talk about
something that they do have some real expertise in —

1123

that is, interference with the independence of the
judiciary. They have priors; they are recidivists. This is
good legislation and I wish it a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

COURTS LEGISLATION (FUNDS IN
COURT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order! I
will call the member for Kew after the bills have been
distributed. I will give the member for Kew the
protection of the Chair, which was disregarded when
the Attorney-General was on his feet. I admit that the
Attorney-General was stirred to some extent by some of
the comments that were made.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I am indeed grateful for
the protection that the Chair has offered me.
The Courts Legislation (Funds in Court) Bill deals with
something which is one of the great success stories of
Victorian courts — the way the senior master’s office
has managed what on my reckoning from the 2003
Supreme Court judges report would seem to be in
excess of about $700 million, and that is only in
relation to the senior master’s fund. The bill relates to
people under a legal disability who are awarded
damages in our courts. I understand that presently some
5500 people in Victoria have had awards of damages or
otherwise have funds in court because they are under a
legal disability and are unable to manage their own
funds.
The effect of the bill is to recognise the success of the
senior master’s office of the Supreme Court and to
require funds in the Magistrates Court and County
Court to be transferred to the senior master of the
Supreme Court. It is something that has been sought by
the courts because it is felt that consolidating all those
moneys into one single fund will enable proper
administration and will reduce the overheads and the
bureaucracy entailed in managing those funds. The
other advantage is that they create a third common
fund, the purpose of which is to increase the diversity of
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funds and increase the security of those funds held for
the benefit of others.
Very briefly, the senior master’s office has conducted
this fund since, I think, 1989, and it has done it very
effectively. The most important thing is that the senior
master is still a judicial officer who sits regularly in that
capacity and there is a bureaucracy attached to it. He
has a number of financial advisers who have done a
singularly superb job in managing those funds for the
benefit of those people. This bill makes a lot of sense in
consolidating all of those funds into the office of the
senior master by broadening the diversity of those
funds through the creation of a third common fund. It is
not just funds numbered 1 and 2 as there are a number
of other funds as well, but the two principal funds are
the common fund no. 1 and common fund no. 2, and
this will provide a third fund that will operate in
essentially the same way. It increases the diversity and
the security of those funds.
As I said, the opposition supports this legislation. It is
sensible legislation and is something the courts
themselves have sought. It reflects the ability of the
courts to reduce the administration and, therefore, the
bureaucracy, so there will be a greater return to the
beneficiaries of those funds. With those words, I am
happy to support the bill and commend it to the house.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The
Nationals support this legislation. The purpose of this
bill is to transfer to the control of a senior master’s
office within the Supreme Court the investment and
management of those funds that are presently invested
through the County and the Magistrates courts pursuant
to the victims of crime legislation on behalf of those
persons who are under a disability. In the general sense,
the people who are under a disability are categorised at
law as being less than 18 years of age or suffering some
sort of mental infirmity which means they are unable to
manage their own affairs.
In those instances where court cases are conducted for
people of that ilk and where awards of damages are
made in their favour or awards which are reflective of a
financial benefit to them are made in their favour, the
money is passed into the care of the court to administer
those funds and ensure that the money is looked after
for those people until such time as they are able to
accommodate those issues themselves. In the case of
those who are less than 18 years of age when the
awards are made, when those people attain their
majority they are able to obtain the benefit of the
money which is paid out of the court to the benefit of
those who are in receipt of the initial awards.
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In the case of those who suffer some sort of disability it
may be that they never actually receive the benefit of
the money in the sense that they individually have
control of it. It may be that for the whole of their
lifetime their affairs are under some form of
administration. In those cases that administration
continues in perpetuity.
Nevertheless the issue is: how is the money that is
invested through the court system for these people who
are under a disability, in one category or the other, best
invested to maximise the benefit to those folk? Under
this legislation all the funds from the various
jurisdictions will be transferred into the care and
accommodation of the senior master’s office and
through that office, these monies will be controlled. We
believe that is a very sensible thing to do.
We are also pleased to see that this is a bill which the
Attorney-General has been able to get through the
cabinet. That is a great thing! This is one that the
Attorney-General has been able to win. He has been
able to muster the numbers to ensure that unlike the
position with other legislation that is going to be
considered by this house, he has not been rolled. This is
not legislation where there has been a debate before the
cabinet where the fact of the Attorney-General not
being able to muster the numbers means the legislation
fails. It is not like the issues regarding judicial salaries
in the state of Victoria where the Attorney-General
could not carry the day.
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask that you call the Leader of the National
Party back to the bill.
Mr RYAN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, these are just passing introductory comments.
As lead speaker on the legislation, of course they are
not matters on which I will not dwell but they are
worthy of mention in passing.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
Whilst not upholding the point of order, I acknowledge
that it is a passing reference and some leniency is given
to the lead speaker for The Nationals.
Mr RYAN — Thank you, Acting Speaker, for your
ruling and your guidance. As I say, this is an instance
where the Attorney-General did not get rolled and The
Nationals are very pleased to see that this legislation
has been able to make its way into the Parliament. May
that circumstance long continue.
The system which has previously applied in relation to
the investment of funds on behalf of those under a

COURTS LEGISLATION (FUNDS IN COURT) BILL
Tuesday, 11 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

disability has been, to put it in the vernacular,
somewhat of a dog’s breakfast. This legislation will
mean that the recommendations made through the
different inquiries that have been undertaken to resolve
this issue will be given effect to. I think the outcome
will be to the betterment of the people who are the
beneficiaries of these awards. At the end of the day that
surely is the very reason that brings us to this place —
to make sure that the people for whom and on whose
behalf legislation is passed here are the better for that
event occurring. It is for those reasons that The
Nationals support this bill.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — The Courts Legislation
(Funds in Court) Bill seeks to improve the way in
which funds are managed on behalf of persons under
disability. The term ‘persons under disability’ in the
context of funds managed by the courts refers to
litigants who have received damages awards who are
under the age of 18 years or who are suffering some
form of physical or mental impairment to such a degree
that they are unable to manage their damages funds
appropriately in their own interest.
In those circumstances, before an award of damages is
made in favour of a plaintiff, the court has to be
satisfied that the amount of the damages is appropriate
and proper given the nature of whatever injuries or
impairments were suffered by the plaintiff. As long as
the court is satisfied that the award of damages would
be an appropriate one, or when a judge or jury makes
the award, the funds are then placed into the custody of
the court to be managed on behalf of the plaintiff and in
the plaintiff’s interests. Those types of cases can be
brought in a variety of jurisdictions in Victoria. The
Magistrates Court, the County Court, the Supreme
Court and also the Victims of Crime Assistance
Tribunal all have a role to play in the awarding of
damages to people who may be under a disability, and
consequently they have a role to play in the
management of the funds that are invested on behalf of
those persons.
Over the years it has become apparent that having the
individual courts and tribunals manage those separate
funds distinctly and individually is not the most
appropriate way to manage them in a responsible
manner or to gain the most beneficial return on the
investment of those persons’ entitlements. Accordingly,
this bill seeks to set up a process whereby one fund will
operate through the senior master’s office in the
Supreme Court, and the funds that would otherwise be
invested on behalf of plaintiffs by the individual courts
or tribunals will be managed as one pooled fund. That
process will enable the senior master’s office to
exercise greater discretion in directing those funds in
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order that a greater beneficial return can be made on
behalf of the particular plaintiff whose funds are
invested.
It is important to recall that persons under a disability
are litigants who are in an extremely vulnerable
position. They are people to whom the courts owe a
duty to ensure that the funds are properly managed and
that the best return is made on those investments. It is
also important for us as parliamentarians to remember
that we have a duty to those people to make sure that
the funds invested on their behalf are invested wisely
and safely, but also that they obtain the most beneficial
return for those persons, because in many situations the
funds that are invested on behalf of a litigant under a
disability may have to provide for that person’s
expenses for the rest of their life, sometimes many
decades. Therefore even an incremental increase in the
value of the investments that the court is able to obtain
can have a major effect on the overall amount of the
investment that is returned to a person under a disability
who may be relying on those funds for 20, 30, 40 or
more years of their life.
At present the three courts, particularly the Magistrates
Court, the County Court and the Supreme Court,
manage funds of around about $665 million on behalf
of about 5500 persons under disability. It is an
extremely large amount of money. The bulk of the
funds is already managed by the Supreme Court
through the senior master’s office, which manages
about $600 million of that total amount on behalf of
about 1300 persons. The County Court manages about
$35.5 million on behalf of about 1200 persons under
disability, and the Magistrates Court and the Victims of
Crime Assistance Tribunal manage about $29 million
on behalf of 3000 persons under disability. The
performance of those funds will be greatly increased by
giving the senior master’s office the power and
responsibility to invest the totality of those funds on
behalf of all of those litigants.
The other aspect of the bill that I mentioned previously
is that the funds that are currently managed by the
senior master’s office are managed in a restrictive
manner. The bill contains provisions which will enable
the senior master’s office to invest those funds in a
broader range of equities, and that will lead to an
increase in the overall benefit that is obtained by
persons under disability when their funds are invested
by the court on their behalf.
This is a very sensible, sound and appropriate piece of
legislation. It is designed to benefit people in this
community who are suffering under a disability. They
are vulnerable people who need to be properly
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protected by the courts and by the Parliament of this
state. This legislation will achieve that end, and I
support the bill.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
member for Kew, the Leader of The Nationals and the
member for Prahran for their contributions to this bill. I
am sure everyone in this house would agree that the
measure of any civil society is the way it treats its most
vulnerable and disadvantaged, and we are justifiably
proud of this bill because it has at its core the financial
wellbeing of those who are disadvantaged.
As the honourable member for Prahran said, this is all
about ensuring that people with disabilities and whose
funds are managed by the courts receive the best
possible services and returns for their funds. We as a
government certainly understand how important it is to
build a future for all Victorians, including people with a
disability; and the courts must be properly empowered
to manage the affairs of those who are vulnerable. I
believe this bill significantly contributes to the capacity
of the senior master’s office in this regard. Victoria
leads the nation in its delivery of services to support
those who are disadvantaged in our community, and
this bill is a practical illustration of one way in which
we are doing this. I wish this bill a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to make a couple
of initial comments in relation to the budget regarding
the high taxing regime of the Bracks Labor
government, and make the observation that the only
reason this government has been able to fund its rapidly
increasing expenditures is its consistent
underestimation of the amount of revenue it gets each
year.
I will go through the Bracks government’s budgets in
relation to its forecast revenue. In 2000–01 the total
taxation revenue estimated at budget time was
$7845.3 million. By the time actual revenue at 30 June
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was recorded, that had grown to $8387.2 million — an
increase in actual revenue over forecast revenue of
$541.9 million. Similarly, the trend has continued in
every budget subsequently. In 2001–02 the total
estimated revenue was $7976.5 million, and in terms of
actual revenue that grew to $8854.2 million — a
blow-out of $877.7 million.
In 2002–03 likewise the estimated revenue from tax
forecast at budget time was $8802.7 million, and by the
financial year’s end the actual revenue collected was
$9350.3 million — a blow-out of $547.6 million. In
2003–04 we had an estimated revenue at budget time of
$9593.2 million, and in budget paper 2 at page 39 the
actual revenue is now estimated to be
$10 240 million — a blow-out of $646.9 million. Total
tax revenue for the budget year 2004–05 is forecast to
be $10 384.2 million.
My point is a very simple one: had it not been for the
consistent capacity of the Bracks government to
underestimate the revenue due to it — an extraordinary
underestimation, particularly given the state of the
property market in Melbourne and regional Victoria
and the level of speeding fines, land tax increases and
the like — it would not have been able to fund its
election commitments and the additional commitments
it has made of its own volition.
The government has trumpeted what it calls its tax
reform, but I want to make a couple of brief comments
about the changes to land tax and payroll tax, because
these are not cuts at all. There is to be an immediate
change to land tax, with an increase in the threshold and
an adjustment at the mid-bracket level from $675 000
to just over $1 million. The top rate will come down to
4 per cent in the 2004–05 financial year, but as always
with this government, its so-called tax cuts are being
deferred. The 3.5 per cent level will not kick in until
2006–07, and the 3 per cent top level for land tax will
not kick in until 2008–09.
In much the same way the government trumpeted its
abolition of stamp duty on mortgages, which it
announced in April 2001 but which has not come into
effect until this budget. Notwithstanding the so-called
tax cuts, the government’s budget papers indicate that it
expects in the year 2004–05 to see a 19.3 per cent
increase in land tax. Again I note by way of comparison
that the total collection of land tax in 1999–2000 total,
which includes a couple of other taxes other than land
tax, was $411 million, and the government expects in
2004–05 to collect $916.5 million — an alarming rate
of increase in land tax during its tenure in government.
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Similarly we have heard a lot of fanfare about
reductions in payroll tax, but we see in this budget a
clawback in the grouping provisions, just as in the last
budget we saw the abolition of the payroll tax
exemption for apprentices and trainees. These amounts
of money collected in clawback are substantial, and
again I note the very high tax take in payroll tax for
2004–05, estimated to be $2875.5 million.
The general industry and major projects
announcements were made two weeks prior to the
budget in the government’s economic statement. I note
that the budget basically reiterates the items in the
economic statement, which are able to be grouped into
a number of categories. The first category is what I call
part announcements. These part announcements — and
I have made this comment before — are probably
acceptable for a newly elected government, but they are
not really acceptable for a government that has been in
power for five years. The channel-deepening project,
for example, has been allocated $15 million for a
feasibility study, yet the total cost is between
$350 million and $400 million. The financing
arrangements for this project, subject to the
environment effects statement, are not mooted at all in
the budget or in any press comment from government,
and the completion date is not until 2007.
Similarly only $2.1 million has been set aside for
design work on the road and rail links as part of the
upgrade of the port of Melbourne, yet the whole value
of this project is $120 million. Only $4.7 million has
been set aside for a site analysis for the Melbourne
wholesale markets when the whole project is worth
$300 million. It is a real possibility, the government
says, that this will be a 20-year project and possibly a
Partnerships Victoria project.
Likewise the Melbourne convention centre’s financing
arrangement — even though it is the largest amount of
money committed — is $367 million. This Partnerships
Victoria project will not be completed until 2008. I note
there is an allocation of $16.6 million, which the
government obviously proposes to use to do a deal on
surplus land and development rights; but again, we do
not see any financing arrangements in this budget, and
the government has been in power for almost five
years.
We have also seen, both in the budget and in the
economic statement, a regurgitation of previous
announcements. For example, the so-called opening
doors export plan, which aims to double the number of
exporters by 2010, was a policy the government
announced at election time. The Minister for
Manufacturing and Export then reannounced it at the
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing —
and I note that the government does not have a target
for it for 2006. One would have thought, given that
2006 is the election year, that it might be more realistic
to set a target that could actually be checked in the short
term rather than set one for the longer term.
I have also touched on the economic statement with
regard to the government’s trumpeting of what I call
more bureaucracy: the proposed Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission, the proposed Melbourne
Centre for Financial Studies, more money for Invest
Victoria and more paper work — for example, business
impact assessment statements for all legislation. I am
not so sure that in the long term business will welcome
those changes, but it will be the judge of whether they
do anything to stimulate investment in Victoria.
In terms of major projects, I refer again to a consistent
feature of this government, and that is the blow-outs in
time lines. At page 131 of budget paper 3 we see a
rather amusing time-line note for the final payment on
the Bundoora land development. Initially the figures
would have you see this as a blow-out in time frame
from December 2003 to August 2004, but the note
says:
The target that was published in the 2003–04 budget papers
was incorrect …

If that were the case I would think almost every key
performance indicator in every major project could
have had a little footnote saying ‘At the time we put it
into place it was incorrect’. Likewise for Bonegilla
Migrant Reception Centre and for the hazardous waste
siting project — a disastrous project for the
government — we see constant blowing out of time
lines, but something we are very familiar with under
this government.
In terms of industry, in the area of new investments
facilitated and announced — a key performance
indicator that I think is pivotal for the government’s
role in Victoria’s economic development and growth —
we see a lower target for 2004–05 than the target
expected to be achieved in 2003–04. The expected
outcome for 2003–04 at page 142 of budget paper 3 is
$1900 million of new investments facilitated and
announced by the minister’s department. That target
has unfortunately been dropped to $1600 million in
2004–05. I note also that this is considerably down on
the acclaimed achievement of 2002–03 of
$2417 million. We are clearly seeing the government
signal that it wishes to take its hands off the wheel of
investment facilitation, which I think is probably the
most important aspect of what the Department of
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Innovation, Industry and Regional Development does
or should actually do.
Turning to the area of employment programs, we see
time and time again that the business community, other
than calling for cuts to payroll tax, cuts to total tax and
calling for major infrastructure projects, calls for the
government to assist in developing skills. At page 243
of budget paper 3, in employment programs and under
‘Jobs for young people — apprenticeships and
traineeships commenced’ whilst the target was
$275 million, the expected outcome is only
$175 million. No doubt the minister will be required to
explain why in that important program area of
employment even the lower level target — the modest
target — has not been achieved.
The real concerns about this budget have been
expressed on more than one occasion by the
Auditor-General — that is, spending since this
government has come to power has increased by 35 per
cent yet revenue has increased by 21 per cent. I started
off my presentation looking at those revenue increases.
Let me make it clear: I think revenue increases are
unacceptable to Victorian taxpayers. Nevertheless we
have the worrying situation — and it worries the
Auditor-General more than it worries me personally —
upon which the Auditor-General has adversely
commented, that in this government’s watch spending
has increased by 35 per cent, but revenue has increased
by only 21 per cent. This is an unsustainable situation.
This is the area that the Auditor-General has
highlighted more than anything else in terms of this
government’s financial management.
Since the Treasurer likes to read from newspaper
clippings, I would like to read from one too. I refer to
the Herald Sun of 1 May at page 17. Peter
Mickelburough, the state politics reporter, interviewed
the Treasurer about this particular issue. The article
states:
Asked yesterday if this budget would ease Auditor-General
Wayne Cameron’s concerns, Mr Brumby paused and
fumbled before saying it would have strong surpluses into the
future.

The government of course has forecast strong surpluses
into the future, but the reason the Treasurer ‘paused and
fumbled’ is obvious — that is, this budget will do
nothing to address the Auditor-General’s concerns. This
government will do nothing to address the issue of
spending increases growing in percentage terms at a
greater rate than revenue increases, notwithstanding
that these revenue increases are substantial in
themselves.
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They are my few brief observations on the state budget.
We have heard a lot about spin, we have heard a lot
about spending programs across Victoria and we have
heard a lot about ‘family friendly’ and likewise.
However, in terms of the industry portfolio we are
seeing more taxation, more revenue raising, more
bureaucracy, incomplete announcements, unfinanced
major projects and recycling of previous
announcements. In the end the budget will do
absolutely nothing to address the Auditor-General’s
concerns that the government is spending beyond its
means and that its expenditure increases are greater
than its revenue percentage increases.
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — After
listening to some of the comments from opposition
members and listening to their words such as ‘spin’ you
wonder whether they actually get the budget papers,
because they have obviously lost the good news within
our budget.
Getting back to my contribution, it gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (2004/2005)
Bill. Firstly, I want to congratulate the Treasurer, John
Brumby, on behalf of the Bracks government on
delivering a magnificent budget that puts families first
and continues to grow Victoria together. Whilst this
budget provides great benefits for the whole state of
Victoria, I want to speak about the benefits of the
budget to my electorate of Ballarat West.
Two schools in my electorate will receive $2.65 million
for major upgrades. Delacombe Primary School will
receive $1.45 million for stage 2 works, which is eight
general purpose classrooms and a music room. This
follows stage 1 upgrades being funded and built in last
year’s budget.
Mr Geoff McArthur, the principal at Delacombe
Primary School, is quoted in the Ballarat Courier as
saying:
Everyone at the school is delighted to receive money two
years running.

Alfredton Primary School is to receive $1.2 million for
four technologically enhanced general classrooms and
new toilets. Principal Evelyn Myers is also quoted in
the Ballarat Courier, and said she was delighted to
receive news of the funding. She is quoted as saying:
This will only further enhance the school’s excellent learning
environment.

This is great news for those school communities, but
what did the Leader of the Opposition have to say about
this capital funding? He said that it was pretty
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miserable. The opposition leader goes missing in action
every morning at 9.30. Perhaps opposition members
need to chip in and get him an alarm clock. He has not
got a clue what goes on in Ballarat or at our great
schools in Ballarat West. If he actually knew what went
on in Ballarat West, he would know that since I was
elected in 1999 the Bracks government, which cares
about kids and education — and is a government of
which I am proud to be part — has delivered
$12.5 million for capital works for schools in my
electorate. This funding was much needed after years
and years of neglect by the previous government.
Remember those seven long dark years!
Other schools to receive special funding in this budget
include Grevillea Park Primary School, Yuille Primary
School, Macarthur Street Primary School, Sebastopol
Primary School, Redan Primary School, Caledonian
Primary School, Wendouree Primary School, Little
Bendigo Primary School, Forest Street Primary School,
Urquhart Park Primary School, Ballarat Special School
and Delacombe Primary School. They will all receive
funding for schoolyard improvements.
The University of Ballarat will receive $12 million to
redevelop the Ballarat School of Mines TAFE
campus — and that is where all our plumbers, builders
and bricklayers go to keep building the Victorian
economy. That is a huge plus for Ballarat. Ballarat
families will greatly benefit from these increases,
allowances and concessions.
The Bracks government has greatly increased the
education maintenance allowance which provides
assistance to low-income families to offset the cost of
education. For primary school students the allowance
will increase from $127 to $200, and from $254 to
$400 a year for secondary school students. I have
already received calls from parents saying how the
increase will assist them.
We are increasing the municipal rates concession to
$160. It has not been increased for 20 years.
Mr Perton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member for Doncaster will not
interrupt the member who is on her feet. The
honourable member for Ballarat West, without
assistance.
Ms OVERINGTON — Thank you, Acting
Speaker. I have had many phone calls from people
saying that this will make a huge difference in meeting
the cost of their rates.

1129

The government is boosting concessional dental health
services, which will fund 130 000 extra adult
concession card holders over the next four years. This
again will benefit Ballarat West.
We are lifting the home buyers stamp duty concession
from 1 May. Holders of pension concession cards,
health care cards and veterans affairs gold cards are
eligible to receive full exemption from stamp duty on
properties valued to $250 000 and partial exemption on
properties valued to $300 000. This will make a huge
difference to people in Ballarat West who may be
selling their family home or buying a small unit or
family house in their retirement. I remind members that
houses are still very affordable in Ballarat West. Add to
this the $5000 first home buyers grant, which proves
that we are making houses affordable. The first home
buyers grant is in addition to the $7000 first home
owners grant and coupled with the abolition of the
mortgage duty, first home buyers will benefit by
$12 964.
This budget has seen a huge increase in health
spending — $2 billion over the next four years. There
will be a $97.2 million boost to dental funding and an
extra $197.4 million package to care for Victoria’s
children, which includes increased payments to foster
carers, neonatal hearing screening and a major boost to
dental services for kindergarten and primary school
children. The huge increase in the education budget will
mean the building of new schools, the upgrading of
schools and increases in teacher numbers will continue.
There is more funding for community safety.
This is a great budget. Again I congratulate the
Treasurer and my government. I only hope the federal
government, when it brings down its budget tonight,
gives back to Victoria the money it has withheld from
our state. We have delivered a budget to Victoria which
delivers to everyone and which delivers equity, fairness
and efficiency. Let us see if the federal government will
be fair to Victoria. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (2004/2005)
Bill. This budget delivers significant benefits to
Victorian families. It continues to improve health
services, it provides funding to many community
services and continues to deliver improvements to the
education system while still maintaining the state’s
strong fiscal position. It is because of this responsible
financial management that the Bracks government is
able to improve the day-to-day lives of Victorian
families and create a more innovative and competitive
business market. We still maintain a AAA credit rating
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which is recognised by Standard and Poor’s and
Moody’s Investor Services.
This budget has an operating surplus of $545 million
for 2004–05, with surpluses averaging $571 million for
the next three years. This is an outstanding effort in
sound financial management and will set a sound
foundation for strong and sustainable economic growth
across the state.
Putting Families First is a major package that delivers
support by including such things as the $5000 first
home bonus, capped at homes worth $500 000. This,
along with the $7000 federal grant, will assist many
families just starting out in the purchase of a first home.
The sum of $177 million has been allocated for the
Caring for Children package. Anglicare, Anchor Foster
Care and the foster care association are great foster care
agencies in my electorate of Evelyn, and I am sure they
will welcome this package to provide support for foster
carers who protect and care for vulnerable children. I
note that the member for Doncaster is sitting there and
laughing while I talk about vulnerable children.
This package will also deliver services in children’s
health and dental services. The sum of $47 million has
been allocated to assist families caring for disabled
children and family members. This issue has been
raised with me many times by constituents, parents and
carers within my electorate. The Mount Evelyn Special
Developmental School has highlighted the demand for
assisting families struggling with the day-to-day
pressures of caring for disabled children. I am very
familiar with these issues facing families as I have
friends with disabled children, and I also volunteered at
this school. It faces adversity at times and this money
will assist it in caring for these kids.
Over four years $1.9 billion has been committed for
assets to further improve health care and hospital
services. This will certainly improve access to services
for low-income families, and I am proud to say that in
this budget $8 million has been allocated for the
acquisition of land for the Lilydale, Melton and
Craigieburn super clinics. I have recently been
appointed by the Minister for Health as chair of the
community advisory committee for the Lilydale super
clinic, and I look forward to working with community
representatives from across the Shire of Yarra Ranges.
This Lilydale super clinic will certainly meet the
demand for health services, such as renal dialysis,
chemotherapy, day surgery and many others. It will
alleviate long-distance travel for residents from the
Upper Yarra and Yarra Valley region to the Maroondah
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or Angliss hospitals. I know the member for Gembrook
will support me in this because the access to health
services in our area is in great demand. Many of my
constituents have to dialyse every couple of days and
have to travel to Kew or Brunswick for these services,
so to have it in Lilydale will be fantastic.
The super clinics are one example of the Bracks
government’s commitment to rebuilding the health
system. With this additional funding, waiting lists will
be reduced, more patients will be treated, and vital new
technology and equipment will be delivered to residents
in my electorate.
I will touch on the government’s commitment to
education and lifelong learning. Some 250 additional
teachers will be employed in government schools at a
cost of $62 million.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Ms DELAHUNTY
(Minister for Planning).
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — Some $30 million
has been committed to funding community facilities to
be shared by schools, clubs and community groups.
This is a great incentive for community building where
facilities can be shared. Some $60 million has been
committed for school maintenance programs over the
next two years, and $60 million has been committed for
new portables. I was speaking to principals and teachers
this morning at a budget breakfast, and they have
expressed their appreciation of this initiative.
I am delighted that Birmingham Primary School in
Mount Evelyn will receive $1.3 million for capital
works upgrades. This is a school with 600 students. It is
very involved in our local community, it is part of the
sustainable schools program and it is very
environmentally conscious. I spoke the other night in
this place about the school having a chook pen, a frog
bog and a worm farm! The parents and staff have been
ringing my office, and they are absolutely delighted and
thrilled that these new facilities will assist in
implementing their literacy and numeracy programs
and improve their overall commitment to education and
learning.
This budget delivers real benefits for all Victorians, and
its strong economic and financial management means
that support will be provided for families and children.
Families will see the benefits of this budget in their own
weekly budgets. They will see major benefits from
investment in local schools, hospitals and services they
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use on a daily basis — something the opposition took
from them over its seven dark years.

of the day and you have the opportunity to get it right
into the future.

I am extremely proud that this budget targets families
most in need, wherever they live and whatever they do,
and most especially my constituents in Evelyn. I
congratulate the Treasurer on a great budget and
commend this bill to the house.

Looking at history again, in last year’s budget
$70 million was announced for gas supply extensions.
In the electorate that I represent, getting gas to Swan
Hill is a huge issue for industry. We have seen the
burning down of the heat-brick factory in the Latrobe
Valley, so it is critical that we get gas into our industries
out there in my electorate. The Pyramid Hill pet food
factory is having a huge upgrade that will double its
capacity, and if it can get natural gas it will cut its
energy costs by 50 per cent. We also have the
opportunity in Swan Hill for an ethanol plant, which
would be a huge consumer of energy to produce the
ethanol. If we could get gas there, that would
significantly cut its cost again.

Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — In rising to speak to the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, I note that it is
important when looking to the future to also look to the
history of what people have done. If you look to the
history of this government and what has been
announced in previous budgets, you will see that it has
not actually been delivered. That is a very good
indication of what people can expect out of this budget.
Things are announced, things are reannounced and
things are launched, and there are press conferences and
whatever, but very little happens on quite a few issues.
If we go back to the 2002 budget, we will see that
$96 million was appropriated for the upgrade and
standardisation of the Mildura railway line — which I
did not realise this federal government had anything to
do with. The line is still open; it is just in such a poor
condition you cannot use it. It is a railway line that is
vital to north-west Victoria, particularly to the
communities along the line that I represent. It is not just
about passenger rail; it is about efficient rail freight. I
have a very firm belief that railway lines will be the
freeways on which we will shift freight into the future.
We need to get trucks off the roads, and the best way to
do that is to have an efficient rail freight network. We
need to make sure that we have a good access regime
on those railway lines so we can get competition into
the rail industry.
With the proposed sale of Freight Australia, the
government will have an opportunity to improve
competition on the railway line. It is interesting to note
on page 286 of budget paper 3, 2004–05 Service
Delivery, that the government has actually set aside
$500 000 funding as follows:
Funding is provided for legal, commercial and engineering
advice related to the proposed sale of Freight Australia
Limited to Rail America.

There is an opportunity here for the government to get
this right. We have heard those on the other side —
from that carping, whingeing government — blaming
the previous government all the time. There is a limit to
how long a government can keep blaming the previous
government. Sooner or later you have to accept
responsibility for the fact that you are the government

With the building of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline,
every farm will need a number of polytanks to supply
water into the future, and the best energy to build
polytanks is natural gas, which has the heat to melt the
beads. Again, we need action and not words. We need
to make sure that things that are promised in this budget
are actually delivered.
In recent times I have had the pleasure of handing over
two new fire tracks to the Lake Boga brigade and to the
Sea Lake brigade.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — Yes, from the government, which
is great. But if members on the other side would be
quiet for a minute and listen, they might actually learn
something.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! Government members will please be quiet.
Mr WALSH — Of the $39 million announced to
fund the new fire brigades — —
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr WALSH — That was in the previous
announcement. There was an announcement saying
‘CFA tanker replacement program’.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member for Burwood!
Mr WALSH — What people do not realise is that
only $6 million of that $39 million actually comes from
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the government. Some $33 million of that comes from
the community — it comes from those who pay the fire
services levy. The government is taking credit for a
program that the community is actually funding itself.
Mr Nardella — Rubbish!
Mr WALSH — It is not rubbish. And what is even
worse — apart from the fact that the fire services levy is
a very inequitable tax, because only those who pay fire
insurance pay that levy, and those who do not pay fire
insurance do not help fund our emergency services here
in Victoria — is that not only do we pay that fire
service levy on insurance, we also pay stamp duty and
we also pay GST on that tax, so we end up with a tax
on a tax. Although there was some tax reform
announced in the economic statement, there was no
reform to the fire services levy, and it is vital to get
some equity back into how we fund our emergency
services.
I turn to the issue of water — a vital issue for all
Victorians and an issue that the government has said it
has made a priority. If we go back to last year’s budget
we will see the announcement of $320 million for the
water trust, and subsequent to that in August last year
there was the announcement of $115 million for
Victoria’s contribution to the first step of the Living
Murray. If you go to page 301 of budget paper 3 — we
have had a couple of questions on this in the house in
the last couple of days — you will find there is double
dipping.
An honourable member — Are they telling
Scoresby?
Mr WALSH — They are most definitely telling
Scoresby. If you look at the appropriations there,
$92.5 million was allocated last year as the first tranche
for the Victorian Water Trust, which was an initiative
that we gave praise to at the time — we are prepared to
give praise where praise is due — but this year there
has been an appropriation of another $67.5 million out
of that $320 million. It says in the budget paper:
The funding will form part of Victoria’s contribution to the
Living Murray initiative and will be used for improvement in
water supplies and sewerage treatment in rural towns, the
upgrading of irrigation and water supply systems including
the use of recycled water, and for the reduction in severity and
occurrence of algal blooms.

We all know about the issues we have with respect to
water in Victoria because of the drought over the last
six years, but if the Treasurer thinks that another
$67.5 million will fund the Living Murray initiative and
all the other things listed, he is certainly better than the
person who used seven loaves and five fishes to feed
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the masses. He is obviously going to divide that money
up a lot further than any of us could possibly imagine.
The Treasurer understands what drives country Victoria
and what drives the economy in general in Victoria —
that is, agriculture and food production. We have to be
very careful when we talk about taking water away
from agriculture, which is part of this whole initiative.
Every megalitre of water that is taken out is gone
forever. That megalitre means jobs; it means something
to people in our community, and we have to be very
careful and thoughtful about how we go about doing
these things. The food processing industry is the largest
single employer in country Victoria. If we take away
too much water, or if we take it away too quickly or
take it away in an inappropriate way, we will destroy
our country communities and destroy a lot of the things
we now take for granted. We have an issue here where
the government is double-dipping on those
appropriations.
We have heard a lot from the other side of the house
about what has been put into education over the years.
We have heard a lot from the previous speakers about
how education has been improved, and we have seen
some increases in funding in this budget; but I hope it
gets out to my electorate.
On 30 March this year the Warracknabeal Herald ran
an article about two kindergartens, the Rupanyup
kindergarten and the Minyip preschool. The article
stated that the Rupanyup kindergarten had to raise
$14 000 through the community to keep going; and the
Minyip preschool had to raise $15 000. Let us make
sure that some of the projects outlined in these
announcements by the government actually get off the
ground; let us make sure they get past the end of the
tram tracks and actually do something for country
Victoria.
A Herald Sun article of 30 March this year reported
that the Scienceworks Museum Star 6 program, an
excellent program, is being stopped. The principal of
Minyip Primary School has used this program every
second year to bring a collective of his year 5 and 6
students to Melbourne for a cultural experience. The
program has assisted in providing the transport to do
that, but this will not happen in the future. It is not as if
it is the government’s money, it is money provided by
the Community Support Fund — an excellent program.
We hear a lot about how the government has increased
funding for education but I will give another example
of where it has actually been cut back. The Kerang
Technical High School wrote to me recently advising
that apparently the Minimbah Youth Hostel in
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Melbourne is going to be closed due to lack of funding.
This is a place where students who come to Melbourne
for work experience have the opportunity to stay in safe
and low-cost accommodation. If that hostel closes
because of lack of funding, these students will no
longer be able to come to Melbourne for work
experience.
Murtoa College and the Wedderburn P–12 school are
halfway through major capital works upgrades. The
money that was originally allocated for both has been
withdrawn and both schools do not know when they are
going to get funding in the future, as they have been
told. For all the rhetoric about what has happened — —
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr WALSH — They were on plan; they had half of
it built and then the funding was withdrawn because, as
they were told, there were other priorities.
Lastly, with respect to schools I want to read into
Hansard part of a letter written by the president of the
Kerang South school council:
A closer examination of maintenance funding received by the
school over several years has led the council to the view that
current maintenance funding for schools in Victoria is even
lower than it was previous to the Kennett government coming
to power.

So the schools in my electorate are writing to me saying
that their maintenance programs are worse now than
they ever were. We hear a lot about how funding has
been increased for lots of things, but in my electorate I
cannot see it on the ground.
The previous government had an excellent program to
sewer a lot of our country towns. In the township of
Boort, my home town, both the primary and secondary
schools are going to have to hook up to the sewerage,
but they do not have the money in their maintenance
programs to do that. They have been told that there is
no money available. So we need to make sure that we
get some money out there to make things happen.
The other issue I want to touch on in the few minutes I
have left concerns my shadow portfolio which covers
the Department of Primary Industries and Department
of Sustainability and Environment (DSE). These two
major departments have again had funding cuts, which
is quite disappointing. The government continues to
espouse its green credentials but the DSE has actually
had a 9.2 per cent funding cut. The catchment of water
program — something you would consider to be an
icon issue for this government given its claim to green
credentials — has actually had a 15 per cent cut. The
government on one hand is saying it is doing great
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things for the environment, but when the crunch comes
and it produces a budget, on the other hand it does not
fund it correctly.
We have a government that was elected in 1999 by
taking away the catchment management levy. This was
much to my disgust because it was a levy that gave
everyone some ownership of funding the environment.
The government is now talking about bringing back an
environmental levy on water. We have a government
that is not funding its priorities; it is not delivering on
the issues that it says it should be delivering on; and it is
now proposing to bring in another tax to meet its
commitment.
The Department of Primary Industries has also had a
funding cut. If we look at the excellent FarmBis
program and we hear the whingeing and carping about
the lack of federal funding, we see that it is actually
funded dollar for dollar by the federal government and
the state government, but we find that there is
decreasing funding for that program. In fact in its
budget the Victorian government is not even putting up
enough money to match the federal funding. We hear a
lot about how the federal government is not doing
things. Here is an example of where it has — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. I would
like to raise a number of issues that are important to my
electorate. Some have been covered in the budget this
year, and with some we are going to wait and see how
they are delivered across my electorate. I want to go
back to some of the funding in previous budgets and to
how it has been delivered and continues to be delivered,
much to the betterment of the electorate of Gippsland
East.
I raise the issue of hospital funding, which is incredibly
important not only in my electorate but in most rural
areas across the state. A lot of rural hospitals are in
significant crisis at the moment and will remain so up
until the end of the financial year. It will be interesting
to see exactly how the increase in funding alleviates
some of the problems that are currently there. A
significant amount of funding has been put into health
services, but it is needed because hospitals are in a state
of crisis and the current funding levels have not been
sufficient to ensure that they can deliver the services
that the community expects. In my electorate the
Bairnsdale regional hospital has had a significant
problem with its funding. It has had to cut a number of
services and close 10 beds, and that has put at risk the
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retention of the specialist surgeons that we are very
fortunate to have in my electorate. I still have some
work to do with the local hospital and the government
to make sure that the funding that has been allocated
will deliver the expected outcomes that the community
needs.
One of the few things that will be directly funded for
my electorate in this budget is the Stratford police
station. It is an important facility for that small town.
Some of the issues that I have raised in this place on
previous occasions include the increase in funding for
fuel reduction burning. That is an important issue,
particularly when you see that 80 per cent of my
electorate is in a national park or state forest and that
the lack of fuel reduction burning increased the risk
posed by the 2002–03 fires that swept across a large
portion of my electorate — 1.12 million hectares —
through that summer. That really devastated not only
farming communities but timber industry resources. We
will be paying for those fires for a long time to come. It
is important to recognise the need for an increase in fire
management on public land, and I will raise that later,
particularly in looking at budget paper 3 and service
delivery, because there are a number of issues there.
In previous budgets we have seen funding provided for
natural gas reticulation. I congratulate the Treasurer,
because two towns have been announced for fast
tracking, both of them in my electorate. I would like to
recognise the importance of delivering natural gas to
rural communities, and Bairnsdale in particular has
been severely impacted by not having natural gas. At
the moment surveys are being undertaken which are
mapping out where the pipelines will go. The other
town that will receive natural gas is Paynesville, and
that was announced in the week before the budget. The
community down there is likewise very grateful.
Private businesses there run indoor heated swimming
pools, and the cost to those businesses of liquefied
petroleum gas (LPG) is incredible. People pay for LPG
to use in their households, and the reduction in the cost
of providing that heating will be of significant benefit to
the budget bottom line of the average punter in the
street. It will be a great outcome, but we still have some
work to do.
There are other towns in my electorate that I would like
to see get up, because they are similarly disadvantaged
when compared to their metropolitan cousins. We sit on
the beach at Lakes Entrance at night and watch the gas
burning off the oil rigs out in the Bass Strait. The
majority of the gas that goes into Victoria comes
through my electorate, so it is disappointing to see a
resource right in your backyard that you are not getting
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the benefit of. It would be a great outcome if we could
rectify that.
I raised the return of the train in my 90-second
statement this morning. That was provided for in a
previous budget. It is great to see the improvement to
those lines. I came down and went back on the train the
other day.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — It is a great service, and it will be
a great asset to our community. We need to do a lot of
work on that into the future.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr INGRAM — I will not take up more
interjections. A lot of work needs to be done in
developing the tourism industry, because we have a
3-hour rail journey rather than a short commuter train
trip. Some of the best assets in Victoria are in my
electorate, and we need to build on that service and
develop the tourism industry around it. When the train
returned it included one of the V/Line club cars. I can
see some great opportunities using assets like the club
cars, including pulling into the Melbourne central
business district on a Friday afternoon and providing an
opportunity for people to get on board and enjoy a good
bottle of Gippsland wine and some fine Gippsland
produce, as well as providing an opportunity to connect
to some of the high-quality bed and breakfast or other
accommodation facilities in East Gippsland. On the
weekend people could sail or cruise on the Gippsland
Lakes or take a four-wheel-drive trip to the alpine areas
and have a look around. We have some great assets,
and we need to build the tourism industry around the
return of the passenger train into the future. I will be
working on that in the next 12 months.
In the last 12 months we have seen the delivery of the
Omeo and Mallacoota ambulance services. That was in
the last budget, and it is a great outcome for those
communities. They are disadvantaged because they are
a long distance from hospitals and other services. To
provide full-time paramedics for those communities is a
great outcome. There is significant work to do at Omeo
with the increase in traffic across the Great Alpine
Road. There is a lot of motorcycle traffic, and there
have been some significantly bad accidents over the last
12 months, with a number of fatalities and serious
injuries. Previously the job of caring for those people
when they had accidents was left to volunteers. It is a
long way from anywhere, sometimes involving a
3-hour trip up and back in an ambulance. So it is a
significant outcome in that way as well.
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There are a number of future funding needs in my
electorate. A number of communities have missed out,
and I will be pushing very hard to make sure they are
funded in future budgets. The Paynesville community is
desperate to have its ambulance service funded. It has
raised significant funds, and we will be working with
the Minister for Health to try and make sure that is
done.
Members would probably know that the Mallacoota
boat ramp is an ongoing issue. The East Gippsland
Shire Council and the local community have raised
funds for an environment effects statement, and if on its
completion it is positive, it would be good if there were
no lag time in making sure that significantly large
project is funded. Some of the bigger marine parks in
the state are serviced by that boat ramp, and it is not in a
suitable condition to ensure that occupational health
and safety issues are addressed. It is important for the
future that the management of not only our marine
parks but our commercial and recreational fisheries is
developed, along with the tourism potential of that
region. There are a number of tourism projects
including the Tulloch Ard Gorge walk, the coastal
walk, the Croajingolong National Park and a number of
small town sewerage schemes.
I will go now to the budget papers, particularly budget
paper 3. I have some difficulty in comprehending how
the budget paper performance criteria are assessed. I
particularly go to one aspect of budget paper 3, with
apologies to my local park rangers, because on page 209
some performance measures are set out. For
‘Community perception of Parks Victoria in providing
adequate recreational opportunities in the metropolitan
area and country Victoria’ the table sets out the 2002–03
actual performance of 92 per cent. For ‘Community
perception of Parks Victoria in managing: the protected
area estate’ the actual performance measure for 2002–03
is 81 per cent.
I have surveyed my electorate on this issue, and I can
tell the house that the people in my electorate were not
asked. I can tell you that 50 per cent of respondents to
the direct mail survey of my electorate said the
performance of Parks Victoria and other land managers
was poor, while 80 per cent said it was poor or very
average. I point out to the house that this was a direct
mail survey and 60 per cent of those who were direct
mailed responded, so it is a reasonably accurate
representation of the beliefs of the people of Gippsland
East. They were adamant that public land management
is not good; and you have to look back at why.
Another performance criteria is fire management. I
stated before that significant resources were put into
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increasing fire management, but the data used is not an
adequate representation of what has to be done. Under
the heading ‘Fire prevention, operations and planning
environment’ on page 211 it states:
Fuel reduction burning completed to protect key assets.

It then sets out the number of hectares. The actual
performance in 2002–03 was 49 200 hectares. The
Gippsland East fire management plan states just for
Gippsland that the required optimum burning regime is
119 000 hectares, so we are doing less than half of what
we are required to do in Gippsland, let alone the entire
state. That is not just to protect key assets but also for
ecological purposes. That is where we really miss out.
We sometimes do some of the zone 1 areas okay, but in
those real key ecological areas we are failing dismally.
There needs to be a cultural change within the
Department of Sustainability and Environment.
On page 212 there is set out the time lines of first attack
and how accurate the department has been in managing
fires and putting them out. If we keep going along this
line of putting out fires that have started and unless we
change the culture of jumping on fires in the lead-up
and at the tail end of the season, we will never get to the
level required to manage the ecological function of the
forests. That will be raised in a forum in a fortnight’s
time in East Gippsland, because it is a really hot issue
in my electorate and is something that we do need to
get right. If we do not get it right, we will lose the
biodiversity of our forests more than we have already
done. If I had time I could give a number of examples.
The performance criteria cover a number of areas, such
as water savings for the Snowy River. The expected
outcome for 2003–04 is 5300 megalitres of water,
increasing in the following year. It will be good to see
those savings fast tracked because New South Wales
has significant projects that are coming on stream in the
future. It will be good to see Victoria looking at
increasing those volumes to make sure we can return
environmental flows and put real money into the
infrastructure and irrigation areas. It is an important
issue, as the member for Swan Hill indicated earlier.
The amount of money required to be invested in water
infrastructure across the state will get out of the state’s
capacity to pay if something is not done soon. Members
of this place have commented frequently on the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. A lot of work needs to be
done in the Macalister irrigation district and in other
areas across the state to upgrade irrigation
improvements.
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — There is so much to
highlight and so little time to do it in. It gives me great
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pleasure to speak on this bill; it is the second budget
with which I have been involved. This budget
progresses the Bracks Labor government’s vision of
growing Victoria and putting families first, with the key
theme being opportunities. We have demonstrated our
commitment to the residents and businesses of the
Hastings electorate in particular by building further on
budget initiatives since 1999.
I want to focus on some of the specific targeted
components of this budget and link two existing
initiatives that truly demonstrate that this government
has listened and acted on the needs raised by
constituents across this spectacular electorate, which
was for so long ignored by previous Liberal
representatives. I will focus on foster carers,
community health and wellbeing, education, women,
infrastructure and progressing economic growth. I start
with community health and wellbeing, where $2 billion
has been put into our public health system. Never
before has such a tangible commitment been made by
any government in Victoria.
From the Hastings electorate point of view this
translates to greater access to mental health beds, it
means enhancements to palliative care services, it
means massive boosts for preschoolers and primary
school students and it means increased access to dental
health services. Over 30 educational institutions in the
Hastings electorate will benefit, as will many
concession card holders, who were slugged so cruelly
by the Howard government’s neglectful backflip on
dental health services since 1996.
Foster carers — a truly great group of Victorians —
have received extra financial support that on average
translates to about $800 per child. I equate this with the
$1000 that was announced tonight by the federal
government in its budget. It talks about a $1000
payment to carers but does not talk about the indexation
of pensions to accommodate that and the increased
costs for carers. It is a token amount and is very
disappointing. The federal government should hang its
head in shame. The Oz Child organisation, which has
an outlet in Mornington, is very supportive of what the
Bracks Labor government has done for carers.
The government has allocated $10 million for the
disability housing trust for developing appropriate and
affordable housing opportunities for some of our most
vulnerable Victorians. That is a good win for them. The
government has allocated $10 million for upgrading
government community residential units, again
supporting some of our most vulnerable Victorians. The
government has allocated $50 million for public
housing stock. I certainly hope the federal government
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will again acknowledge its responsibility to provide
affordable housing stock for all Victorians and
Australians. It has been very neglectful on that score.
There is continuation of funding for the CREDIT —
court referral and evaluation for drug intervention and
treatment — program and the criminal justice
divergence program. The indexation of council rates
and water and sewerage connections will assist over
500 000 low-income Victorian households. That is a
great bonus to the people in the Hastings electorate.
There is increased home and community care
funding — and again I hope the federal government has
acknowledged and recognised its commitment to home
and community care. It has been backing away from
that for a long time. Of great interest to residents of the
Mornington Peninsula is the knowledge that the water
safety program Play It Safe by the Water will continue
with the rapid increase in recreational boating and
fishing and will continue to assist the government’s
intention to keep people safe in the water.
Education is an important issue. The students of the
Hastings electorate and across Victoria are the winners
again. It has been done because not one school has been
closed. Pearcedale Primary School is celebrating its
works, as are many schools across the electorate that
will benefit from the Schoolyard Blitz campaign. The
government has allocated $7.6 million to communities
with new facilities. It will be a fantastic rejuvenation of
the education facilities in the Hastings electorate. The
government has allocated $112 million for injection
into TAFE institutes, which will benefit Rosebud,
Frankston and Berwick campuses — across the
region — for our lovely students.
The allocation of portable classrooms will be fantastic
for the electorate. The increase in ACE — adult and
community education — funding, in resources to youth
pathway programs and enhanced training opportunities
for disabled Victorian families are all beneficial for my
electorate. We have not even touched on the education
and maintenance allowances, which have been
increased from $73 to $200 for primary school kids and
from $146 to $400 for secondary school kids.
What has the federal government announced? It will
give on average $1600 to schools across Victoria so it
can talk about the issues around values! That equates to
one of those $2 fridge magnets our kids put on the
fridge saying ‘Say no to drugs.’! We have been there
and done that before. Does the federal government not
know anything about how communities bond? The
students tertiary transport concession cards are down
from $87 to $8, which is fantastic and will mean
beneficial opportunities for students across the region.
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Importantly, indigenous women will benefit from the
indigenous domestic violence strategy. Breast screening
for women will increase, with 70 000 more women
having access. There is also $19.6 million allocated
over four years to address the issue of the increased
number of women in prison — a very important
initiative.
There is funding to assist organisations to access places
for outside-school-hours care. We have not even talked
about child care. I do not know what the federal
government has done, but I sure as hell hope it has
pulled its finger out in terms of acknowledging how
many women have been struggling because they have
not had affordable, accessible child care in this state.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms BUCHANAN — I sincerely hope it does, but
knowing the federal government, it is often too little,
too late.
I have not even talked about business, but the one thing
I will say in closing is that infrastructure in the
electorate of Hastings is really going to benefit from
this budget. We have already seen the announcement of
the upgrade to the Cranbourne-Frankston Road. We
will keep on progressing those issues and many other
important infrastructure issues in this state. On that
point, I commend this bill to the house.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — It is with some
pleasure that I rise to contribute to the debate on the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. In doing so, I welcome
some of the funding that is coming to the Polwarth
electorate, in particular the $14 million for the stage 2
development of Colac Area Health. Tony Graham, the
chair, and the committee have worked tirelessly and
lobbied long and hard for that support. The minister
was there not so long ago opening stage 1 of Colac
Area Health. I know that all the staff and the entire
community welcome that $14 million funding. I am
sure the post-acute care coordinator, my wife, Sue, who
sits in a tiny little office at the back of Colac Area
Health, will look forward to moving into new premises.
I am also pleased on behalf of Apollo Bay P–12
College, whose principal is Dick Lythgo. The school
has $2 million for a science building. I was down there
only three or four weeks ago discussing the facilities at
the school. It will welcome this funding. It is a great
community down at Apollo Bay. I know the school has
been in line for some time and was disappointed last
year. It will be able to push ahead with that building,
and the whole Apollo Bay community will benefit from
that.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr MULDER — No. I was going to say that I do
not have a problem with money coming into my
electorate. The same with the Timboon police station,
which has been on the drawing board for some time.
Funding for that police station has been announced.
Indeed earlier in the piece $2 million was announced
for an upgrade of the Lorne pier.
As I said, it is with some pleasure that I speak on the
appropriation bill, because as a hardworking opposition
member I have also put a lot of work into supporting
these applications and have lobbied for this money to
come into the Polwarth electorate. There is a lot more
to be done in Polwarth, which is a very large
electorate — somewhere of the order of 12 500 square
kilometres.
When you look at the number of hospitals, schools and
kilometres of roads that we have in country electorates
compared to metropolitan electorates, it gives you an
understanding that the funding is welcome but there is
an awful lot more that still needs to be done. We still
have hospitals such as the hospital at Terang. Once
again, the hospital has great staff amongst a great
community, but the hospital operates out of a very old
and dilapidated building. That hospital needs upgrading
urgently. The Camperdown hospital, not so far down
the Princes Highway, is another health facility that
needs an upgrade. Winchelsea has had to expand its
aged care services and requires an upgrade of its health
services.
If you go to Bannockburn, where the federal
government has put somewhere of the order of
$450 000 into a community health and child
development centre, the local Golden Plains shire has
committed a similar amount of money. It is waiting on
the Bracks state government to commit not a 50 per
cent share, which is the normal go with these funding
arrangements, but one-third to that particular project.
When you look at some of the recreational facilities in
the Polwarth electorate and you go to Camperdown,
you find that the township of Camperdown has been
waiting year upon year for a sports stadium. That very
small community went out and raised somewhere of the
order of $450 000 to put into a sports stadium. The
Corangamite Shire Council has agreed to match that
funding.
Once again this points to the spirit of country people.
They are not looking for fifty-fifty funding. What they
are saying to the Bracks Labor government is, ‘If you
put a third in, that would make the project complete’.
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We have several hospitals and I think around
50 schools in the Polwarth electorate. One school has
been funded, but I could take you to any number of
schools in the electorate where maintenance has fallen
away dramatically over the last three to four years.
There is an awful lot of work still to be done.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MULDER — Later I will take up that point on
the Geelong bypass, and some of the commitments of
the government. As I said, I welcome that funding into
my electorate but point out to the government that there
is still a lot more that could be done.
One thing the budget points to is that when the
government cried poor and made its announcement in
relation to the Scoresby freeway it was a shameful and
dishonest announcement. The people of Victoria and
Scoresby were conned. Quite obviously, with the
surplus that has been posted by the Bracks Labor
government, the money was always there to build the
Scoresby freeway. The federal government still has its
$445 million on the table. The simple fact is that the
Premier, the Minister for Transport and the Treasurer
all stood up, ashen-faced, and conned the people of
Victoria in relation to this matter.
If you say, ‘We will have a look around and see where
else that funding could have come from within the
budget’, you only have to go to budget paper 4 at
page 58 to see the increase in operating expenses of
$496 million for the Minister for Transport’s own
department, the Department of Infrastructure. That is
$496 million he blew out the door — money from one
single department that could have funded the Bracks
Labor government’s share of the Scoresby. When you
look at page 145 of budget paper 4, you see that
commonwealth grants for roads have increased from
$92 million in 2003–04 to $247 million in 2004–05.
There is absolutely no doubt that the state government
had the capacity from day one to deliver on the
Scoresby, and it did not. It signed an agreement with
the federal government and then saw fit to stand down,
tear that agreement up and go back on its word. It is
going to land the people of the Scoresby corridor with
massive tolls in perpetuity. There is no doubt, as I said,
that the funds were available in this budget.
Let us have a look at the regional fast rail project into
Bendigo. I can tell you there is more news coming on
that. The project was costed at $80 million by the now
Minister for Transport when he was in opposition.
When he had to deliver this project and got it properly
costed, it came in at somewhere of the order of
$810 million. All of a sudden there was panic on board,
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so what did the Bracks Labor government say? It said,
‘We know what we will do with this, we will get
$260 million out of the private sector’. At the same
time the government made that announcement and
called out to rail investors, ‘Would you please come to
Victoria and put some money into the fast rail project?’,
it was in the process of shafting National Express and
undermining the Freight Australia lease agreement. The
rail investors all bolted at 100 miles an hour in the other
direction; of course none of them wanted to touch that
project.
When the government was signing off on a project
worth, it says, $572 million or $573 million, the first
thing it did to get the cost down to that was to dump the
metropolitan works package. Anybody who travels on
any of those four lines will tell you that the trains slow
down in the metropolitan area. That is where the time
savings should have been gained and that is where the
money should have been spent — to the benefit of the
people who live in metropolitan Melbourne. It would
have delivered great benefits to people who live in that
area as well as to people who live in regional Victoria.
You can only imagine the blue that will be caused when
the Minister for Transport starts to try to negotiate with
Connex and V/Line about which will get priority in
order to get the fast train through the metropolitan
network and save face for the government by saving
6 minutes, 10 minutes and so on, on each line. I assure
you we will watch those negotiations carefully, because
there is no doubt that the Minister for Transport, under
pressure from the Premier, is going to attempt to dud
the people in metropolitan Melbourne, to live up to that
pet project and to deliver it on time.
But we all know that well before a spike was driven or
a sleeper laid, after the Minister for Transport had
signed off on this contract of his there was all of a
sudden $61 million in blow-outs — before any work
had started. Work got under way and before we knew
it — around 16 February — a further $17 million in
blow-outs was announced. The opposition understands
there is even more to come — further blowouts —
because the most expensive line on the fast rail project
will be the Bendigo line, when the government goes
down the disgusting pathway of ripping up the second
track from Kyneton to Bendigo and starts carving
massive chunks out of those beautiful historic bridges
to cut a couple of minutes off the time for the Bendigo
train.
Perhaps members want to know how these pet projects
are going. You only have to look at budget paper 3, at
page 122. Work on the Bendigo fast rail project is
expected to be 58 per cent completed by June 2004.
This is just absolute nonsense. No track laying or other
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major works have occurred, only minor works have
taken place on some of the bridges, and the proposed
line shutdown is only occurring from October 2004.
How on earth does the government ever expect to
deliver this project by June 2005? Budget paper 3 at
page 124 says that works on the Bendigo and Traralgon
fast rail project are behind schedule — Bendigo is at
least eight months late and Traralgon at least three
months late.
I go to the target for the Ballarat fast rail, the Premier’s
pet project. In 2004–05 it will be 95 per cent complete,
so it will not open in time in June 2005 — and as I said
before, neither will Bendigo. But if you ever wanted an
example of a farce you need only look at the project at
Ballarat, the Bungaree loop — the $30 million loop that
carves off about 3 minutes and goes right through the
middle of prime agricultural land with the potential to
interfere with the water table in the area. There is just
no doubt that that will cause devastation for farmers
who live in that area.
The government claimed all along that it would cost
$1 billion to run the transport service and that a
renegotiation of these leases was required, and that that
was the reason why it could not fund the Scoresby
freeway. It is amazing that although the government
bagged those contracts all along, it practically adopted
every clause in the contracts when it signed up with
Connex and Yarra Trams. In fact, those contracts were
applauded by Professor Russell when he looked at them
and said they set a benchmark for any further
public-private partnership arrangements.
Those negotiations by the Bracks Labor government
were not carried out as an open tender process. We
know now that those negotiations were carried out
behind closed doors. We know very well that the
Minister for Transport got rolled by the very slick
negotiators of Yarra Trams and Connex. You could not
expect it to go any other way. The minister was a union
organiser in his previous life and to stand up in very
strong commercial negotiations one would expect
nothing else was going to happen other than that he was
going to get rolled.
Both the Premier and the Minister for Transport have
indicated that these are now our contracts and now our
responsibility. You need only to go to pages 126 and
339 of budget paper 3 to see that the punctuality of the
tram network in Melbourne is so bad that the Minister
for Transport has changed the measuring yardstick so
that a comparison with previous years is possible only
using discontinued outputs. That shows that only
68.1 per cent of tram services are expected to be on
time — that is, up to 6 minutes late — and based on the
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second-last monitoring point, this is 3.9 per cent below
the target for 2003–04. So the government paid out
$1 billion to the private operators to run the public
transport system for the next five years and the
government’s own budget papers are indicating that
under the contract it has signed, service levels will fall
away.
I would just like to touch on the issue of the freight
industry in Victoria. I refer to page 119 of budget
paper 3 and to the freight and logistics strategy. In the
notes section in states:
Significant work was undertaken on initial development of
the freight and logistics strategy in 2002–03. During 2003–04,
consultations with government and with key stakeholders
have led to the need to substantially re-scope the document.
Consequently, the expected outcome in terms of percentage
completion has been revised downwards. It is now anticipated
that the re-scoped strategy will be released for further
consultation in the second half of 2004.

The reason behind this is that the strategy is going to
identify a range of projects which the government
should have funded and should be looking to fund
when in fact the government has no intention of
funding issues in relation to Victorian freight. To see
that you only have to look at the situation with the
Lascelles Wharf rail connection project. It has blamed
Freight Australia for it. Clearly it had no intention of
funding it.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (2004/2005)
Bill. This budget once again demonstrates the Bracks
government’s commitment to governing for all of
Victoria. Its commitment to financial responsibility is
demonstrated by an ongoing average budget surplus of
$571 million; and its commitment to investing in
health, education, community safety and roads is there
for all to see.
While this budget brings great benefit to all of Victoria
I would like to speak briefly about the benefit it brings
to the electorate of Macedon. In particular three of the
local primary schools have received significant funding
in this budget, and some of those schools have waited
some time to receive it. When I rang those schools to let
them know this funding had been made available they
were extremely excited and very pleased, because some
of them had worked many years to get these upgrades.
The whole school community was pretty excited.
Just to give an outline of that money, the three schools
combined will receive over $5 million. This includes
$2.45 million for New Gisborne Primary School for
eight general-purpose classrooms, a library, staff
administration, first-aid room and staff toilets;
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$1.27 million for Killara Primary School in Sunbury for
six general purpose classrooms and a staff working
space — they were just ecstatic at that announcement;
and also the Sunbury and Macedon Ranges Specialist
School has received funding for four general purpose
classrooms — and again that is a much-needed
investment into those important pieces of infrastructure.
Education has been a big winner in this budget, as have
been health and roads funding. As the chair of the
ministerial advisory council on public libraries, I was
particularly pleased at the $8.5 million funding
initiative to assist public libraries, because we recognise
their importance in smaller communities in particular.
This budget allocation of $8.5 million has two major
components: $4.5 million over three years for the
Living Libraries program, which is to help build new
and upgrade existing libraries both in the outer
metropolitan area, where the population is growing, and
in rural areas; and a boost of $4 million over four years
in recurrent funding for public libraries growth funding,
which is to address population growth and inflation and
to assist with staffing and running costs. This is a
critical piece of funding for libraries. We know that
libraries are a critical part of our communities, so I am
particularly pleased as the chair of the advisory council
to see that funding coming in.
Another area I would like to focus on is that of
bushfires and drought. As members would know, the
electorate of Macedon is extremely prone to
bushfires — and of course we are still in the grip of a
terrible drought. If anyone thinks for one moment that
there has been any relief from that drought, they just
need to drive up the Calder Highway or probably any
highway in any direction out of Melbourne to see that
we are still in dire straits so far as drought is concerned.
This 2004–05 budget provides an additional
$168 million for a major new bushfire package that
includes $73.7 million over four years to provide
guaranteed funding for 450 seasonal firefighters;
$30 million over four years for a year-round emergency
service program across the state, which is to be
managed by the Department of Sustainability and
Environment; and $16 million over five years for
increased fuel reduction burning to reduce future fire
risks, which we heard mention of earlier and which is a
critical investment for our area.
The package also includes $5.8 million over four years
for DSE programs related to fire education and
awareness, and $2.7 million over four years to improve
planning and cross-agency coordination for better fire
response. We have seen how well cross-agency
coordination worked in the last bushfire, and this
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money will assist that even further. The list continues.
There will be $28.7 million over four years to upgrade
and maintain fire roads and tracks and purchase new
equipment for DSE, and $8.6 million towards a
$39 million program for 190 new Country Fire
Authority (CFA) fire trucks. Can I say how welcome
they are! Over the last few years we have seen
significant investments in the CFA, and on each and
every occasion our local volunteers have been very
pleased with that investment and with the recognition
of the very important job they do in fighting fires across
Victoria.
A total of $2.5 million will go towards an $11 million
project for new and upgraded CFA fire stations. I am
pleased to see that the Bullarook fire station is working
towards an extension. There is not much else in
Bullarook besides the CFA, so we are very happy to see
it continue to improve.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — They are very good people. There
is not a lot of infrastructure there apart from a CFA
shed, a post office box and a wonderful primary school.
The remaining funds for this upgrade are to come from
an insurance industry contribution.
The budget also provides an additional $6.8 million for
drought-affected communities across Victoria that are
not receiving a full range of support services from the
commonwealth government. That is further evidence of
this government’s commitment to assisting
drought-affected farmers. I welcome this initiative and
this budget allocation, and I commend this bill to the
house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ROBINSON
(Mitcham).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for Gaming).

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

Rail: Mentone station
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I raise a
matter for the attention of Minister for Transport. I seek
on behalf of many stakeholders, including the Friends
of Mentone Station and Gardens, an improvement in
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the staffing levels at the Mentone station to cover in
particular the morning and afternoon peak periods.
The station serves Mentone Girls Secondary College,
St Bede’s College, Mentone, Kilbreda College,
Mentone Girls Grammar School and Mentone Boys
Grammar School. During school terms times, according
to Dorothy Booth, the deputy chair of the friends group,
over 7500 students travel through the area each day. I
am advised that it is the fifth most used station in the
state.
In the Chelsea Independent newspaper of 16 March
Dorothy Booth is reported quoting from a letter she
wrote to the minister. The letter states:
I have been sitting on a behavioural concerns panel with
Kingston City Council, the Transit Police, M>Train, along
with representatives from the … [local] schools. Out of these
meetings we were assured that at the very least the station
would be manned from 5.30 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. …
I had the experience of trying to alight from the train in
question [3.39 p.m. to Frankston] with students a minimum
six deep all the way along the platform. Here is an accident
waiting to happen.
There is a clear duty of care to be addressed, or will the
concerns only be addressed when there is a fatality?

The train operator advised in March that a part-time
station officer had been employed in a bid to have the
station staffed between 5.30 a.m. and 5.30 p.m., but that
officer was deployed to premium stations when staff
were sick. According to Dorothy Booth, this seems to
happen more often than not. Consequently the concerns
of the local school community and the Friends of
Mentone Station and Gardens remain unaddressed.
According to a letter dated 22 April from the
Department of Infrastructure:
Mentone will be staffed in the morning peak to improve
safety and general customer service … In addition … an extra
22 stations will be staffed on a rotating basis in the afternoon
peak to enhance safety and security.

It is not clear whether Mentone will be staffed one
afternoon a month or on a more regular basis or not at
all in the afternoon. Noting the benefits of the
minister’s visit to Violet Town outlined to the house in
question time today, I invite the minister to meet with a
deputation of Mentone stakeholders, including local
government and school representatives, and Garry
Spencer and Dorothy Booth from the Friends of
Mentone Station and Gardens on site at the station to
gain a first-hand insight into the problems and risks
confronted.
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The friends of Mentone station group has achieved a
great deal under the innovative leadership of its
chairman, Garry Spencer, and deputy chair, Dorothy
Booth. I also pay tribute to Penny McGuire White, Reg
Marlowe, Shirley Straker, Jeff Pickerd, Sheila Johnston
and Betty Rodstead for their great work as volunteers.
Strategic links have been developed with government
schools, traders, anti-graffiti experts and community
organisations. Seven working bees have been held,
supported by the contributions of 52 members.
Accredited membership of the Keep Australia Beautiful
stationeers program has been established and station
safety is being monitored on an ongoing basis. What
the Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens ultimately
seek is an improvement in the station’s staffing regime
in the interests of the safety of commuters and school
students in particular.

Industrial relations: workplace agreements
Mr LONEY (Lara) — My matter relates to the
changes to industrial relations laws made by the Bracks
government with the passing of the Federal Awards
(Uniform System) Act in February last year, which was
aimed at protecting schedule 1A workers in Victoria. I
am seeking the minister’s action in initiating an
education and publicity campaign to make employees
aware of their increased entitlements as a result of the
act, and that they should not be coerced into signing
Australian workplace agreements (AWA).
This action has become necessary as a result of the
federal government’s holding seminars throughout
Victoria which are aimed at undermining the
protections provided to workers under the Victorian act.
These federal seminars are being conducted without
any state involvement but do involve as part of the
presentations both the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry (VECCI) and the Office of the
Employee Advocate (OEA). I am advised by a person
who attended one of these seminars that at the seminar
conducted in Geelong in late April a VECCI
representative described the awards as evil and extolled
the beneficial nature of the Kennett government’s
industrial legislation, saying that the Bracks
government changes would only be tougher on
employers.
The VECCI representative further advised that VECCI
would be mailing a survey to employers in Victoria and
that, on receiving replies, it would provide the costs of
meeting the requirements of the Victorian legislation
and would then follow up by running seminars advising
employers of their options or how to avoid their
responsibilities under the Victorian legislation.
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The Office of the Employee Advocate then addressed
the seminar on how to get AWAs up in workplaces and
advised that the OEA already has in place framework
AWAs for particular industries free of charge to
employers. It sounds to me a bit like pattern bargaining
on the other side. Seminar attendees were provided with
a kit with information on the OEA about how to
introduce AWAs and annual leave entitlements for
schedule 1A employees, but there was no mention of
the Victorian legislation. This is deceptive and
duplicitous behaviour by the federal government,
denying the most vulnerable Victorian workers their
legitimate rights. I might add that the day after this
seminar was held in Geelong the federal government
closed its awards inspectorate office in the city of
Geelong. So much for any concern at all about the most
vulnerable — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

South Gippsland Secondary College: funding
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I raise an
issue on behalf of the school community of the South
Gippsland Secondary College, which is based in my
electorate at Foster in South Gippsland. I raise this issue
for the attention of the Minister for Education and
Training. The issue pertains to the funding for the
second stage of the reconstruction of this great school.
I have had representations made to me by the school
community at large subsequent to the recent budgetary
announcements by the Victorian government, in the
course of which unfortunately, even tragically, the
second stage of the building program at the college was
not funded by the government. Despite the fact that the
planning money had been provided in the course of the
last year, that the planning process had been completed
and that the school had done everything required of it
for the purposes of the submission for its next stage of
funding, for whatever reason that funding was not
provided in the course of the budget.
Over the many years that I have had the pleasure and
honour of representing the electorate of Gippsland
South I have had many occasions to visit this great
school at Foster. It is a superb educational facility in the
sense of the members of staff who teach in it, the
students who attend it and the wonderful support it
enjoys within the community. There is no question that
it is one of the great institutions of learning in the South
Gippsland region. One of the very strong
representatives of the school is Mr Paul Ahern, the
school council president. He has been on the school
council for eight years, and for six of those he has been
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the president — and he still performs that important
role. He has outlined a series of factors with regard to
the history of the school and the endeavours of the
school community to have it rebuilt.
I might say that as part of the former government I was
instrumental in assisting in the organisation of the initial
stage funding. To her credit the then Minister for
Education in the Bracks government in its first term
honoured the commitment and the first stage was
completed. That was done in June 2002. Since then the
school has had this terrible contrast between the old and
the new. In fact some of the facilities which were
reviewed by Mr Russell Collier from the facilities
branch in the late 1990s are still in play around the
school. Many factors need attention urgently, and I seek
from the minister an indication as to when this second
stage funding is going to be made available.

Hilton Fabrics, Ballarat: government assistance
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — The matter
I wish to raise is for the Minister for Manufacturing and
Export. The action I seek is that the minister provide
government support for a key employer in Ballarat,
Hilton Fabrics. The company employs 75 staff and is a
vital part of the textile and clothing supply chain. For
over 50 years Hilton Fabrics has been weaving and
dyeing knitted fabric in Ballarat. It has moved away
from that practice and now concentrates on dyeing
woven fabrics, including wool, wool blends and
man-made fabrics. It dyes all the fabrics woven by
James Nelson and has invested in a variety of finishing
machinery to produce high quality woven fabrics in the
natural fibre market. It is currently producing around 17
to 18 tonnes per week but aims to increase this to about
25 tonnes per week.
Hilton Fabrics knows that innovation, particularly
through process improvement, is the key to long-term
sustainability at its Ballarat plant. This has been
demonstrated by its participation in the Innovation
Insights program, which provided the company with
many new ideas and changed the way it thought. Its
mission is to be assessed by its customers as the most
innovative, diverse, cost-effective provider of dyeing
and finishing services to the Australian and overseas
textile and related industries. The dyeing process is
capital intensive and requires high levels of water
consumption.
Hilton Fabrics is keen to embark on an environmental
management project to improve its systems. The textile,
clothing and footwear industry plan released in 2002 by
this government described a vision for the industry of
flexible, innovative and sustainable companies with an
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emphasis on quality, customers, marketing and supply
chain management activities.
Hilton Fabrics is a fine example of this vision. It is
interesting that I have a long history with this company.
I started work when I was 15 years old at a place called
Morleys, which was eventually taken over by a
company called Hilton. It incorporated another
company called Lucas’s at the time. The company I
worked for had on site the weaving and dyeing with
which I am familiar. It then took that part of the
practice off site to its current location in Ring Road. It
is a brilliant company, but unfortunately it is all that
survives of that trade in the textile industry that
previously employed 1000 women. This is an industry
we have to keep going in Ballarat, and I implore the
minister to help this company out.

Fruit bats: Kew
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I draw a matter to the
attention of the Minister for Environment. The matter
concerns the minister’s recent announcement about
permanently locating a colony of some
20 000 grey-headed flying foxes to Yarra Bend Park.
The action I seek from the minister is to undertake an
immediate, full and proper consultation with my
community to provide sensible answers to my
community’s legitimate concerns. Grey-headed flying
foxes are indigenous bats, an endangered species which
is protected under commonwealth law. The colony of
bats has recently been relocated from the Royal Botanic
Gardens. Firstly, they proved to be unwelcome guests
there, stripping foliage from magnificent trees and
leading to genuine fears that the trees would die and be
lost forever.
Secondly, the government and the botanic gardens
authorities were concerned that the bats would transmit
disease. Signs appeared all over the gardens warning
people of the health risks and advising them not to
interact with the bats. I recall that the fern walk was
closed for many months due to health concerns. The
government and the garden authorities were unable to
control the bat population. The bats thrived in the
botanic gardens and their numbers exploded. The state
government toyed with a cull, with neutering males,
with caging the bats and even with deporting them. The
government announced that following consultation with
the City of Banyule and the commonwealth
government the bats would be relocated to Horseshoe
Bend in Ivanhoe.
Last summer the bats took up temporary refuge in
Yarra Bend Park. The government said the bats would
be temporarily allowed to stay for the breeding season;
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however, it has now announced that the bats’ temporary
stay will become permanent. The government owes my
community answers to a number of questions. We
know that bats thrive in a semiurban environment, but
what number of bats would be acceptable, sustainable
and safe for the community? More particularly, when
the bats reach their sustainable population how does the
government propose to control that population?
The bats currently roost in trees above a golf course, a
popular picnic area and walking and jogging tracks.
Close by is the Boulevard, which is a popular
pedestrian and cycling area. Residences in Studley
Park, Willsmere and Kew Gardens are within 150 to
200 metres of the colony. The well-known tourist
precinct of Studley Park and the Fairfield boatsheds are
also relatively close. Logically there is a high
probability of human interaction with bats. What
guarantees can the government provide that a growing
population of bats will not destroy trees in the local
environment? Why do the same public health concerns
that were raised in the Royal Botanic Gardens not arise
in Kew?
My community deserves answers to these significant
questions, not merely slogans. There has been a total
failure of public policy in controlling bats. What
guarantees will we have in Kew that the government
has got it right now?

RBA Computing Pty Ltd: government
assistance
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Manufacturing and Export. The action I seek is that the
minister provide some Victorian government support
for a small export-oriented business in Mordialloc,
RBA Computing Pty Ltd. RBA Computing is a
software designer and computer consultancy services
company. It has developed a child-care centre
management package, CentreCalc, an administration
and accounting package for community-based aged
care services, HaccPac, and for meal services, MealPac.
Trading as Accolades Sports Timing Systems it is now
developing a sports timing device for triathlons. This
device provides each competitor with split times for
their swim, bike and run legs as well as their whole
time for the event. Each competitor wears an
inconspicuous electronic device on one of their legs,
then their times are registered when they pass through a
gate at the beginning and end of each leg. Using
company-made prototypes the company has already
successfully timed four local and regional Victorian
triathlon events. The company recognises that its
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reputation rests on the reliability of its product and has
therefore made the decision to manufacture locally.
With the increasing popularity of triathlons and similar
events the demand for these units is expected to
increase here and in the rest of the world.
There are only two other manufacturers of such sports
timing equipment in the world: one in the United States
of America and the other in Europe. RBA believes that
its product is superior to these other devices because of
the design innovations it has developed. They do not
need to be calibrated each time they are used.
The company is looking to innovate further by finding
ways to operate the equipment remotely via mobile
phones. RBA believes that there are many opportunities
both in the manufacture of units for sale and lease and
in providing data collection and dissemination services.
The company also believes there is significant potential
for the export of its superior product.
The government’s agenda for new manufacturing
identifies innovation as the key to increasing
productivity, developing new products and services and
expanding markets. It also recognises that increased
exports are good for the Victorian economy and mean
higher company profits and more money for innovation
and marketing. The government also appreciates that
competing in global markets exposes manufacturers to
world best practice and compels them to develop new
skills. The agenda for new manufacturing could have
been developed with Accolades Sports Timing Systems
in mind.
I ask the minister to look at supporting RBA Computers
in its global focus by offering some assistance for the
development of an export and marketing strategy.
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Manningham council acting director of city development
John Stamp said the intersection was also considered to be a
black spot intersection and the council was seeking funding
for the traffic lights under the 2004–05 statewide black spot
program.

The installation of traffic lights will reduce accidents at
the intersection of King and Victoria streets. There
were four reported accidents during 1998–2002. Other
issues associated with the intersection include the
destruction of the sight lines of left turners by right
turners from Victoria to King Street, and vice versa.
The installation of traffic lights and new paving,
kerbing, footpaths, drainage works, line marking and
signs would reduce accidents at the intersection. The
estimated cost of this project is around $216 000.
I call upon the minister, firstly, to come out and have a
look at the intersection for himself. I know the minister
is very busy, but I also know he is in his office. I am
sure he will come into this chamber to give me an
answer to my request, because he is one of the very few
ministers who turns up to the adjournment debate. I ask
him to come into my electorate to look at the
intersection of King and Victoria streets and to request
VicRoads to investigate and provide the $216 000 for
the installation of traffic lights at this very dangerous
intersection.

Seymour: Olympic pool
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I have a matter I
wish to raise with the Minister for Sport and Recreation
in the other place. The action I am requesting of the
minister is that he provide funding for the Seymour
Olympic pool from the Better Pools program as part of
this year’s sport and recreation grants program.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Transport. I ask the
minister to request VicRoads to investigate and provide
funding for the installation of traffic lights at the
intersection of King and Victoria streets in Doncaster. I
am advised that Manningham City Council has already
applied to VicRoads for the money to install traffic
lights at this T-intersection to improve safety and cut
traffic jams. The intersection is one of two that have
been nominated as very dangerous by residents.

As the minister is aware, I have been making
representations for over two years on this issue since
the original decision of Mitchell Shire Council to close
the facility and the resultant community outcry.
Mitchell Shire Council received a $2.3 million grant
from the state government, which was the fulfilment of
another election promise by the Bracks government to
build a new heated pool in 2000. This helped the shire
to build the sports and aquatic centre, which is a
magnificent facility for a town of Seymour’s size. The
community appreciated this, but the centre does not
provide all the social benefits, especially for youth
during the school holiday period, that an attractive
outdoor facility provides.

Manningham City Council agrees with the residents
and is calling on the state government to fund this
project. On 28 April the local newspaper, the
Manningham Leader, reported:

There is legitimate concern that more young people
would swim in the Goulburn River, with the inherent
dangers that occur in swimming in rivers, if there were
not an attractive cool water outdoor facility operating

King and Victoria streets, Doncaster: traffic
lights
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during the summer holidays. In the 2002 election I
committed to making representations to the
government, if the shire supported the community in
reopening the pool.
A number of hardworking and dedicated volunteers did
major maintenance on a voluntary basis with some
support and financial assistance from the shire to bring
the facility back into shape for the 2003–04 summer.
Those volunteers also then staffed the opening, the
lifeguards, the canteen, pool maintenance and
management of the pool for the season. They took on
this responsibility and significantly reduced the
council’s costs in providing this service.
The council, in order to protect the individual
volunteers from litigation, has recently offered to take
over the management of the pool. The community will
be consulted on this over the next few weeks to see if it
agrees.
The community’s dedication to opening the pool is
indicative of the community support for an outdoor
Olympic pool, and I think it makes a good case for
support from all levels of government. Perhaps the
federal government could also put some money into
facilities at Seymour, because we certainly have not
been getting our fair share from it recently. Seymour
schools were pleased this year to be able to hold their
swimming carnival at the Olympic-size pool once
again. There is no Olympic-size facility within about
50 kilometres of Seymour.
I urge the minister to seriously consider the significant
case for funding an upgrade of the Seymour outdoor
pool under this year’s Better Pools program. I also
commend the many volunteers who have ensured the
pool is now operating and providing a facility the
community needs and deserves.

Planning: Parkside Gardens, Shepparton
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I would like to
raise a matter for the Minister for Planning regarding
the proposed redevelopment of Parkside Gardens in
Shepparton — a 21-hectare public park and recreational
reserve — into housing by VicUrban. The amendment
is known as C40.
The action I seek is to urge the minister, when making a
decision on amendment C40 to the Greater Shepparton
planning scheme, to take into account the minimal
community consultation by the council, council’s
complete disregard of the responses by the community
and the overwhelming and increasing community

1145

opposition to housing and support for retention of this
beautiful park.
Regional areas expect the same protection of their
public open space as is provided in the government’s
Melbourne 2030 strategy. If I can read from policy 5.6,
it states:
When proposals arise to change the land use of parkland, a
decision should be made only once the proposal has been
exposed to public scrutiny through processes under the
Planning and Environment Act 1987. If a change in land use
or in the nature of occupation is to occur that will result in a
reduction of open space, the overall network of open space
should be protected by way of addition of replacement
parkland of equal or greater size and quality.

This is not happening in Shepparton.
I led a deputation to the Minister for Planning and the
executive director of Heritage Victoria last week with
Friends of Parkside Gardens, which has put a
nomination to Heritage Victoria to include Parkside
Gardens on the heritage register as a cultural landscape.
I thank the minister for meeting that deputation.
The site is the former International Village, with
buildings and gardens established by people from the
different countries represented in Shepparton. The site
still has barbecue facilities, a children’s playground,
waterways and wonderful open space. There are two
buildings that remain in operation — the Bangerang
Keeping Place and the Philippine House and Museum.
Other buildings and icons have been removed or
destroyed by the council.
In May 2001 the council sought expressions of interest
for the future development of that site. It advertised
widely in local and metropolitan papers. It also sent
letters and the project proposal to real estate agents and
developers in Shepparton. The council only received
two responses — one from the Greater Shepparton
Botanic Gardens Association, with 33 letters of support,
which included church groups and service clubs
representing hundreds of people, and the other from the
Urban and Regional Land Corporation, now VicUrban.
This organisation was invited by the council to
participate. I believe the lack of response is because the
community wants that park to remain public open
space.
A community reference panel established by the
council to review the two proposals was established.
All responses received were in favour of retaining the
garden. That was ignored. The council accepted
VicUrban’s proposal to build 150 houses on the park
and signed a deed of agreement. Amendment C40 went
on public exhibition. There were 478 written
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submissions to amendment C40 and only three were in
support of the housing development. Four hundred and
seventy-five were against. Amendment C40 should
have then been abandoned by the council.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Water: conservation rebate
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Water, who is also the
Minister for Environment, and ask him to take action to
ensure the continued adoption of water savings
measures by the Victorian community. The minister
recently visited Mount Waverley to acknowledge and
congratulate the Waverley residents on their
achievement on being the most active participants in
the water saving device rebate scheme in Melbourne.
Since the scheme was introduced in January last year
50 000 rebates have been provided across Victoria to
householders buying water saving products. The Water
Smart Gardens and Homes rebate scheme has provided
rebates on water saving devices including water
efficient washing machines, high pressure water guns,
grey water systems, water tanks and products to save
water in the garden.
I was really pleased that Mount Waverley, Glen
Waverley and Wheelers Hill residents were found to be
the most enthusiastic participants in this scheme across
Melbourne. The uptake of rebates was evaluated by
postcode, and the average rebate per postcode was 157.
In postcode 3150, which is Glen Waverley and
Wheelers Hill, residents received over 1000 rebates,
and in postcode 3149, which is Mount Waverley, there
were 548 rebates.
Every household can contribute to saving water, and
every drop of water saved contributes to saving
millions of litres of water across Victoria. Under this
particular scheme it has been estimated that 600 million
litres of water have been saved, which is an outstanding
effort. Victorians are saving water in many different
ways.
When the minister visited Mount Waverley he visited
the home of Dianne and Chris Carra, who have taken
advantage of the water rebate scheme by purchasing
garden mulch for their Mount Waverley garden. I know
the member for Mulgrave supports that scheme too.
Dianne is very committed to the environment, and they
had already installed a water tank prior to the rebate
scheme when they built their home two years ago.
Dianne is a finalist in the ‘outstanding example of a
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sustainable domestic household and residential garden,
new dwellings’ category.
I congratulate Monash council for instituting awards of
this nature, because it all goes towards contributing to a
change in attitude and behaviour in our community. I
encourage more people to take advantage of the rebate
scheme and contribute to the community-wide effort to
save our precious water resource, and I would like to
see the minister take action to ensure the ongoing
community participation in water saving by continuing
the water rebate scheme.

Responses
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Manufacturing and
Export) — I will start with the matter raised by the
member for Ballarat West. I begin by thanking the
member for raising the important situation facing a
significant employer in the Ballarat area — that is,
Hilton Fabrics, which is a major textile company in the
Ballarat area and a significant employer of local people,
employing over 90 staff. I note from the member’s
comments that she was formerly a staff member of a
predecessor of Hilton Fabrics, Morleys, which did
weaving and dyeing. She was a machinist there, I think
she mentioned from the age of 15, so she brings some
perspective to the challenges faced by people who work
in our textile industries and the important role that
government can play in supporting companies in our
textile, clothing and footwear industry.
I want to assure textile, clothing and footwear (TCF)
companies across Victoria that the Bracks government
has an industry action plan to support their industry. We
are doing everything we can to make sure these
companies can come to terms with the rapidly changing
environment that the Productivity Commission and
global forces have placed them in.
I am pleased to be able to inform the member that I
have approved a grant of $3836.25 for a business
strategic review under the Grow Your Business
program, which will support an environmental
management project for Hilton Fabrics to help it
improve its system. I congratulate Hilton Fabrics on the
innovative and exciting things it is doing to promote
environmental sustainability. Environmentally
sustainable manufacturing processes are one of the
seven pillars of our agenda for new manufacturing. I
am pleased to see that companies are responding to that
agenda and looking for programs and initiatives that
can support the introduction of environmentally
sustainable techniques.
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The member for Mordialloc raised a matter in relation
to RBA Computing, trading as Accolades Sports
Timing Systems. As the member was able to detail to
the house, RBA Computing is developing a sports
timing device for triathlons. This extremely innovative
device builds on the broad suite of innovative activities
and devices that it has already developed across a range
of areas, including aged care services, meal services
and child-care centre management. Most importantly
though, the innovation that has been developed by
Accolades Sports Timing Systems has export potential.
We are very pleased to be able to support the company
in identifying and developing potential export markets.
I am pleased to be able to inform the member for
Mordialloc that I have approved a grant for $11 500,
again under the Grow Your Business program, for a
strategic review and development plan for export and
marketing. It will go a long way towards supporting
Accolades in developing export markets and identifying
a strategy which can help it improve the profitability
and sustainability of the company.

The member for Bulleen raised a matter with the
Minister for Transport in relation to traffic lights at the
corner of King and Victoria streets in Doncaster. I will
refer that to the minister’s attention.

We are very keen to support all Victorian companies to
become export focused. We need to grow our exports,
and we need to grow the number of companies that
export if we are to achieve the productivity
improvements that can help the government meet the
ambitious targets that it has set for itself and the
Victorian economy. Small and medium-sized
enterprises that are tackling new markets are a critical
part of that push to improve the quality of life of all
Victorians.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The house is now adjourned.

The member for Sandringham raised a matter with the
Minister for Transport in relation to staffing levels at
Mentone station. I will refer that to the minister for his
attention.
The member for Lara raised a matter with the Minister
for Industrial Relations in relation to an education and
publicity campaign on the government’s legislative
initiatives to support the circumstances of schedule 1A
workers. I will pass that on to the minister.
The Leader of The Nationals raised a matter with the
Minister for Education and Training in relation to the
funding of stage 2 of South Gippsland Secondary
College’s Foster campus, and I will pass that on to the
minister.
The member for Kew raised a matter with the Minister
for Environment in relation to flying foxes in the Yarra
Bend park. As the member would be aware, the
minister is overseas, but I will draw that to his attention
for response upon his return.

The member for Seymour raised a matter with the
Minister for Sport and Recreation in the other place in
relation to the Seymour Olympic pool and funding
from the Better Pools program. I will refer that to the
minister for his attention.
The member for Shepparton raised a matter with the
Minister for Planning in relation to the Parkside
Gardens redevelopment and VicUrban’s
C40 amendment, and I will draw that to the minister’s
attention for her response.
The member for Mount Waverley raised a matter for
the Minister for Water in relation to initiatives in
water-saving devices. As I indicated to the member for
Kew, the minister is overseas, and I will direct that to
his attention for his response on his return.

House adjourned 11.37 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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police presence in the Sandringham shopping centre and
Sandringham station precinct. This would be provided by the
construction of a new police station on the former police
station and courthouse site in Abbott Street, Sandringham.
Prayer

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion having been given:
Mr Savage — On a point of order, Speaker, based
on rulings from the Chair it is a requirement that notices
be in a written, legible form. I notice that some notices
are not appearing that way. The previous ruling was
that they should not appear on the notice paper the next
day if they are not in a written, legible form.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Serjeant-at-Arms collects the notices of
motion. If they are not in written form, they obviously
will not appear in the record.
Further notices of motion given.

The petitioners therefore call upon the Bracks Labor
government to fulfil an earlier Labor Party election promise
and build a new Sandringham police station during the
current Parliament.
Benefits which will derive from the completion of the project
will include:
(a) a strong police presence in the Sandringham shopping
precinct and railway station area;
(b) the clearing up of a local eyesore with the block of land
poorly maintained and the former courthouse building
badly vandalised;
(c) the completion of development at the northern end of the
Sandringham retail precinct which will serve as a further
catalyst for the aesthetic upgrade of the area.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (41 signatures)
Tabled.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

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

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls
DOCUMENTS

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth the Parliament that the Victorian
government has decided to break its 2002 pre-election pledge
by introducing tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston (Eastern and
Scoresby) freeway.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament undertake
to ensure that the government:
1.

honours its pre-election commitment and policy as
pledged to the citizens of Victoria not to introduce tolls
on the Mitcham–Frankston (Eastern and Scoresby)
freeway; and

2.

immediately reverses its decision to impose tolls on
vehicles on the Mitcham–Frankston (Eastern and
Scoresby) freeway and thereby honour its commitment
to the citizens of Victoria.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr COOPER (Mornington) (195 signatures)

Police: Sandringham station
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria.
The petition of the residents of the Sandringham electorate
draws to the attention of the house the need for a 24-hour

Tabled by Clerk:
Audit Act 1994 — Report of the Auditor-General on Public
Sector Agencies — Results of special reviews — Ordered to
be printed
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Section 17DA Orders
granting under s 17D leases — Rosebud Public Park and
Recreation Reserve (two orders)
Environment Protection Act 1970 — Order varying Waste
Management Policy (Ship’s Ballast Water) (Government
Gazette S100, 27 April 2004)
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Fair Trading Act 1999 — SR No 34
Goods Act 1958 — SR No 35
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Ministers’ exemption
certificates in relation to Statutory Rule Nos 28, 34, 35.
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MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Elizabeth Monteree
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — On 2 May I had the
pleasure of opening the new Monteree Studio Art
Gallery in Olinda. This new gallery, located on the
popular Mount Dandenong tourist road is the result of
the vision of Elizabeth Monteree.
Elizabeth is an accomplished artist who has exhibited
works for the last 30 years. Her works included a series
of paintings called the Factory Series. In these works
Elizabeth portrayed the life of ordinary working men
and women in a Holden factory. Another series, named
the Prison Series, portrayed life in a women’s prison.
This particular series was appropriately exhibited in the
Old Melbourne Jail in 1997.
As you can imagine from topics such as these,
Elizabeth has a talent for reflecting life in less than
glamorous settings, and she does so in an evocative and
poignant way. Following the official opening of the
gallery, Dr Annette Van Den Bosh from the visual arts
department of Monash University spoke about
Elizabeth’s latest work, the Lace Series, which is a
more personal series of portraits of herself and family
members, including her mother.
The gallery, however, is not only about displaying the
works of the artist, Elizabeth is also keen to give back
to the community of artists. Over the last few years
Elizabeth has been conducting gatherings of artists, art
critics and community members. Her goal is to
encourage other artists; and that will be the key role of
the gallery. Artists will be supported through networks
and discussions in the gallery. Elizabeth’s energy and
positive attitude can only help aspiring artists, most of
whom struggle financially as they pursue their passion.

Autism Awareness Week
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — This week is national
Autism Awareness Week. Autism spectrum disorder
(ASD) is a debilitating developmental condition which
is much misunderstood by the community. Families
with children diagnosed with ASD suffer
discrimination and recrimination. The children and their
families face a difficult and uncertain future. Accessing
services and support is a constant struggle.
In about 15 minutes I will be joined by colleagues from
all sides of the house who will participate, with families
and children affected by autism, in a bipartisan
ceremony on the front steps of Parliament house to
mark inaugural Pin a Pollie day. I note that the
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members for Mornington and Nepean are already
wearing their ribbons. Pin a Pollie day is the brainchild
of Penny Hackett, a grandparent whose grandson,
Joshua, and his struggle with autism inspired her to help
raise awareness about the condition and its debilitating
and frustrating effects on families and children.
Supported by groups including the Autism Family
Support Association, the parent community at Irabina
special school, the Association for Children with a
Disability and Autism Victoria, Penny has made her
vision for making a difference to the community real,
and I and my colleagues look forward to the honour of
receiving our pins from such a tenacious woman and
her brave grandson.
My thanks also go to Meredith Ward of the Autism
Family Support Association; Soraya Van Eycke of the
Irabina parent community; and to Penny Hackett and
her grandson, Joshua, for organising today. I invite all
members to a morning tea in room K, which I will be
hosting. I would be grateful to see as many of those
members who can attend do so.

Australian-Polish Community Services:
achievements
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I commend the
20th annual report of Australian-Polish Community
Services (APCS). In 2003, due to the hard work,
commitment, initiative and an innovative approach by
its committee of management and staff, APCS was the
largest community-based organisation providing
services to people of Polish and four small Eastern
European background communities. It provides
13 different programs and employs 58 staff, and
50 dedicated Polish-speaking volunteers support its
services. The vibrancy and activism of the Polish
community in Victoria relies heavily on voluntary
work, and the APCS could not fulfil its objectives
without the support of the volunteers and members of
the community who support it.
On the 20th anniversary of the APCS, the Polish
community in Victoria has every reason to be proud of
its achievements. Over 400 clients are assisted by
APCS every week, and it closely liaises with 27 Polish
senior citizens clubs in Victoria. As much as possible,
APCS cooperates with and supports other Polish
non-profit community organisations, especially in the
tasks of submission writing, reporting to funding
bodies, incorporation, liaison with the Australian
Taxation Office and implementation of new initiatives.
APCS also provides a great opportunity for people of
Polish background to obtain professional employment
experience, which then enables staff to seek
employment in mainstream services.
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The primary role of the APCS is to provide support
services to the Polish community in Victoria. It its first
eight years of operation the APCS largely focused its
services in the western suburbs of Melbourne, but it has
now expanded its services to the south-eastern suburbs.

Yarra Valley Salmon Farm
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — On Monday Cr Mike
Dalmau, mayor of the Shire of Murrindindi, and I
visited the Yarra Valley Salmon Farm to observe the
annual milking of the salmon for caviar. The farm is
owned by Jack Dardalis; managed by Mark Fox; and
employs up to 10 full-time staff and up to 20 casual
staff on a seasonal basis. Yarra Valley Salmon Farm is
a classic example of utilising our natural assets — in
this case cool, clean water — to provide a high-value
and high-quality product that sells for $100 per
kilogram. This is Australia’s only salmon fishery which
hand milks the salmon for caviar, and as a result it
produces a fully mature product which is described by
the world’s leading chefs as having a richness of
flavour, with a crunch.
The farm produces 10 tonnes of caviar per year, which
represents half of Australia’s annual production. It also
produces 50 tonnes of salmon. The industry is a highly
efficient user of Rubicon River water, and importantly,
the water that it returns to the river is of extremely high
quality due to the world best practice management that
the farm has implemented and also the extremely
efficient food conversion abilities of the fish. Industries
such as this should be encouraged because they are an
environmentally friendly means of utilising our natural
resources to generate employment, wealth, and
sustainable country communities.
Well done, Jack, Mark and the team!

Pakenham bypass: funding
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — This morning on
the 3GG radio station Senator Judith Troeth confirmed
that the federal government will not be providing any
additional funds for the Pakenham bypass. Some time
ago the federal government agreed to make the
Pakenham bypass a road of national importance and
agreed to pay half the costs. Since that time the federal
government has slipped backwards — —
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traitor to the people there and to the people of
Gippsland who deserve funding — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Speaker,
the word ‘traitor’ should not be bandied about in this
chamber like some common word. I take offence — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr MAXFIELD — The Pakenham bypass is an
extremely important project, not only for Pakenham but
for Gippsland. The Bracks government has promised
$121 million in its budget to fund it. All we ask is for
the federal government to come up with its share: we
want it to pay half. Its refusal to pay half is an absolute
disgrace, and to have its senator on the radio this
morning proudly saying that it has no intentions of
funding it is something that can only be described as
extremely disappointing. The federal government
effectively has $10 billion to splash around, but could it
find $121 million for Pakenham and Gippsland?

Federal budget: outcomes
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
congratulate the federal government for an excellent
budget. It continues the strong leadership and sound
economic management which characterises the
Howard-Costello coalition team. It delivers low interest
rates, low inflation, strong employment growth and
strong economic growth for Victoria and Australia.
The budget delivers a sustainable surplus and economic
environment which continues to encourage investment,
business growth, new jobs and secure economic
conditions and secure employment for employees and
their families, especially in regional and rural Victoria.
At the same time this budget delivers increased family
tax benefits, new maternity payments for every
newborn child, a massive new investment in aged care
and an $8 billion boost for education as well as a boost
for veterans who were kicked in the guts by the Bracks
Labor government’s new motor registration tax.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
can have a turn later!

In regional and rural Victoria cuts to the wine
equalisation tax will provide a real boost for many
smaller wineries. The increased funding for the
FarmBis program will be welcomed by agricultural
businesses in Victoria, and increased funding to secure
and improve the live sheep export trade from Portland
is most welcome, as well as the huge allocations for
environmental programs across regional and rural
Victoria.

Mr MAXFIELD — It is very disappointing that the
member for Bass has abandoned Pakenham and is a

This is certainly a budget that is good for Victoria, and
especially good for regional and rural Victoria. I

Mr Smith interjected.
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congratulate Treasurer Costello and Prime Minister
Howard for an excellent budget.

Practice nurses: subsidy
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — The commonwealth
government made promises about subsidising general
practitioner practices in areas where there were
shortages of GPs. One such measure was to subsidise
GPs to employ practice nurses in areas of work force
shortages. Under the guidance of GPs, nurses perform
functions such as screening, vaccinations and the
proper use of pharmaceuticals and assist GPs in the
management of chronic diseases such as diabetes. It is
no coincidence that areas of GP work force shortage
also happen to be areas of economic disadvantage, and
in these areas the commonwealth’s chronic disease
programs are underutilised.
Preston and Reservoir are areas of real social and
economic disadvantage but do not receive the practice
nurse subsidy. That was explained quite eloquently in a
recent radio interview by Dr Shane Conway who is the
president of the Northern Division of General Practice.
Under the SEIFA (socioeconomic index for areas)
index, East Preston and East Reservoir are areas of
great disadvantage, and the city of Darebin also ranks
low in health status, with high unemployment and
growing social problems. However, the commonwealth
insists on putting the city of Darebin in with the city of
Banyule and as a result Eaglemont and East Ivanhoe
have the effect of knocking out Preston and Reservoir.
The needs of the city of Darebin are really more
comparable with an area such as the city of Moreland
which receives the practice nurse subsidy.
This decision, which was not redressed by last night’s
federal budget, is roundly condemned by my local
community.

Mornington Peninsula: radiotherapy
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I call on the Bracks
government to establish radiotherapy facilities on the
Mornington Peninsula for cancer sufferers.
At present people who live on the Mornington
Peninsula and suffer from cancer have to travel to
Melbourne, Moorabbin or Box Hill for treatment. This
long-distance travel for people with such a serious and
debilitating illness is unfair. Such a trip several times a
month would be onerous enough for older people who
are physically fit, but for those with cancer it is a
nightmarish additional burden they should not have to
endure.
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The age demographics for the Mornington Peninsula
show that this region has more older people than the
state average or the Melbourne average. This means
that the incidence of cancer will also be higher on the
Mornington Peninsula than elsewhere in the state.
Therefore, establishing radiotherapy facilities on the
Mornington Peninsula means providing a service in an
area of need. It means the service comes to those who
are ill rather than forcing those patients to travel to the
service.
One in three Australians can expect to be diagnosed
with cancer. The responsibility of the government is to
ensure that treatment of the disease is made as easy as
possible for individual patients. That is not the situation
for cancer sufferers on the Mornington Peninsula, and
the government needs to take urgent action to rectify
that failure.
The Howard government, in its budget last night,
provided a significant boost for health funding in this
country, and it is up to the Bracks government to now
respond to the local health needs of cancer sufferers.

Iraq: conflict
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — I would like to condemn
the federal government for attempting to keep the
Australian public in the dark over the torture of Iraqi
prisoners. This morning’s Age reports that for some
time the bureaucrats in Canberra have been aware that
the situation was occurring, but did not inform their
minister. If the bureaucrats knew this torture was being
committed by our allies and did not inform their
minister, I consider their worthiness to hold their
positions in the department should be in question. If the
minister was informed of these events and attempted to
pull the wool over the eyes of the Australian public
again, then the minister has questions to answer.
Is this just one more time when the federal government
has not been honest with its people? The list just goes
on. It started with our indigenous friends ‘wanting to
take over our backyards’, which was the phrase that
won one election for them. The children overboard
issue was another. We are still waiting for the weapons
of mass destruction to be found, and making Australia
safer was another reason for invading Iraq — we are
waiting for that too.
Now the federal government, which, in its budget,
increases the ever-widening gap between the poor and
the wealthy, refuses to tell its people about these
abhorrent events that would sicken even the most
ardent admirers of the illegal and unnecessary invasion
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of another country. I condemn this government for
attempting to fool the Australian public.

Shepparton: radiology
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I bring to the
attention of the house a wonderful new radiology
service in Shepparton. Focus Radiology has been
established in the Shepparton private hospital grounds. I
had the honour of officially opening this facility on
Monday. It is Victoria’s first combined nuclear
medicine camera and CT (computerised tomography)
scanner. This facility and technology is only the second
of its kind in Australia, and it is the Goulburn Valley’s
first fully digital X-ray department.
Focus Radiology has the most up-to-date technology
available. The digital imaging facility has been installed
so people do not have to wait for their X-ray result or
reports. It has the most advanced, computerised
tomography scanner in the Goulburn Valley. Focus
Radiology is unique. It not only has the most up-to-date
technology, but its main focus is on customer needs. It
is in a calming atmosphere designed specifically with
the customer in mind.
I congratulate the principals, Mr Bruce Quick, Dr Peter
Karamoskos, Dr Austin Kent and Mr Turgay Raif.
They are skilled specialists dedicated to customer
service. The whole focus is on quality customer service,
more accurate and speedy diagnosis, and more
appropriate response of treatment.
The X-rays will be available immediately to provide
accurate information to hospitals, other specialists,
general practitioners and to the patients themselves.
This will be a great asset for the people in the Goulburn
Valley, and I congratulate all involved in the project.

Bayswater: reference group
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — The Committee
for Bayswater has been established to continue the
work of the Bayswater reference group in my
electorate. The reference group was set up by the Knox
City Council to oversee the Bayswater revitalisation
program. Council contributed considerable amounts of
money for the revitalisation, about half of which has
been spent thus far.
The reference group was run by the council with
community and business representatives providing the
consultation. Much good work has been done by this
committee. A number of people have contributed
significantly to the project, including local school
principal Doug Elliot, Rick Emonson, the vice-principal
at Bayswater Secondary College, and local business
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people Les Laity, Meredith Engels, Ken Barrass and
Bette Willis. The local community person, Bill Best,
has provided valuable work on and insight into the
project.
The council has closed the reference group and
encouraged the creation of a community-based
committee to take control as council takes a step back
and allows the community to take control of its own
affairs. Of course there is an alternative, more cynical
view, which is that the council simply wishes to wash
its hands of the project and walk away with no
responsibility for future outcomes.
The outcomes achieved so far are considerable but
incomplete; there is much more to be done. Council has
funded street works, community building, business
education and grant applications. It was a significant
advance for the Knox council to take responsibility for
neighbourhood shopping precincts. It previously saw
these as solely the responsibility of the local business
community but changed its view after committee
pressure made it aware that the wider community saw
neighbourhood centres as gathering places of social
significance.

Federal budget: outcomes
Mr SMITH (Bass) — What a fantastic budget the
Treasurer of Australia delivered last night! It was a
budget for all Australians, putting Australia first and
doing it not like the Victorian Treasurer did last week,
when he used smoke and mirrors to deliver a budget
that took from the rich and took from the poor.
Treasurer Costello must be congratulated on delivering
his best budget yet.
Its main focus was helping families, who got
$19.2 billion. Education got $32 billion. Tax cuts are
$14.7 billion. It includes superannuation savings for all
people. Aged care got $2.6 billion and health got a very
fair share. Our economy is still going extra well.
Unemployment is down, interest rates are down and the
security of our country is being well funded.
Extra benefits for families included the $3000 lump
sum payment to help young families — it is a great
incentive for those families. Yet you can bet after this
fantastic budget that this Bracks government and its
backbenchers will whinge and carp about what they did
not get from the federal Liberal government. Let me tell
you, you have never been better off ! Remember you
knocked back the — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will address his comments through the Chair.
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Mr SMITH — They have never been better off!
You are the ones — they were the ones that knocked
back — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the member for
Bass to address his comment through the chair.
Mr SMITH — I was.
The SPEAKER — Order! Does the member for
Bass wish to dispute the ruling of the chair?
Mr SMITH — I might want to later.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Bass to withdraw that reflection on the Chair. He quite
clearly said ‘you’ in addressing the house.
Mr SMITH — I withdraw.
The SPEAKER — Thank you.

Biota Holdings
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — Earlier this year I
participated in the MPs in Business program, a program
organised through the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry to bring government and
business sectors together. I had the opportunity to spend
the day with staff and management of Biota Holdings,
which is part of Victoria’s successful thriving
biotechnology industry. On arrival I was given an
overview of the company’s operations by senior
management before touring the research laboratories
with the company’s chief financial officer, Andrew
McDonald, and the director of research, Simon Tucker.
I was particularly impressed by the commitment of
Biota’s researchers to progressing scientific knowledge.
They are clearly leading minds in their field who are
working at the cutting edge of the biotechnology
industry. They provided me with an invaluable
first-hand experience in understanding the Australian
pharmaceutical drug discovery sector and the issues and
challenges facing Victorian businesses. More generally
this initiative is important in that it provides all the MPs
and businesses involved with a unique opportunity to
exchange information and ideas — to discuss ways of
ensuring that Victorian businesses have the opportunity
to grow and thrive in a fair, competitive, innovative and
connected economy.

Federal budget: outcomes
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I rise to condemn the
disingenuous criticisms of the commonwealth budget
by the Premier and Treasurer. The Premier and
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Treasurer have been telling the public that the budget
does not contain funding for various Victorian road
projects when they either know or ought to know that
the commonwealth’s new funding of road projects is to
be announced as part of the Auslink white paper in June
2004. Yet they have sought to give the Victorian public
the impression that because Victorian projects were not
announced last night, Victoria has missed out.
Similarly the Premier has complained about an alleged
lack of commonwealth government funding for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline when page 94 of Victoria’s
own budget paper 2 makes clear that Victoria’s own
funding is subject to confirmation of feasibility and that
the Victorian government is currently reviewing the
interim business case.
Overall the commonwealth budget will provide the
Victorian government next year with an additional
$130 million of general purpose grants on top of what
was expected even in last week’s state budget, meaning
that Victoria’s general purpose grants next year will be
6.6 per cent higher than Victoria budgeted to receive in
2003–04.
Victoria as a whole will receive specific purpose
current grants that are 6.4 per cent higher than 2003–04
in education, 5.3 per cent higher in health and 6.9 per
cent higher in social security and welfare.
Yesterday’s commonwealth budget will put money in
the pockets of Victorian families and boost key
services. Equally importantly, the budget will continue
to deliver the sound financial management that has
made the national economy one of the best performing
economies in the world over recent years.

Salvation Army Red Shield Appeal
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — It was with great
pleasure that I launched the Salvation Army Red Shield
Appeal at Forest Hill Chase on 30 April. The Salvation
Army Red Shield Appeal doorknock has been an
Australian community event for nearly 40 years,
beginning in 1965 in response to concern about the
need for funds to meet the ever-increasing demand on
Salvation Army social services. Although the appeal
has been expanded and refined enormously since that
time, demand upon Salvation Army services continues
to increase.
Funds raised through the Red Shield Appeal each year
are needed to allow the army to maintain its vital work
in the Australian community. The army is now an
international multicultural organisation, with the Red
Shield Appeal being its biggest fundraising activity
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during the year. During the Red Shield Appeal
doorknock, to be held this year from 22 May to
30 May, a maximum effort is made to knock on every
door in every town. The appeal sets out to ask every
potential giver in industry, commerce and private
homes to give to this appeal. Thousands of people make
demands on the Red Shield community services and
therefore depend on the success of the appeal. I urge
every member to participate this year by either making
a donation or becoming a volunteer.
Some of the services that are funded as a direct result of
the appeal include aged care services, anger
management programs, centres for women, child
isolation services, community support programs,
counselling, court and prison services, crisis
accommodation centres, disability services, disaster
relief, domestic violence services, drug and alcohol
programs, emergency services, gambling counselling
services and homeless shelters.

Monash: National Volunteer Week
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — As it is
National Volunteer Week I would like to acknowledge
the work of many volunteers across Victoria and
particularly in the City of Monash. The Monash
Volunteer Resource Centre has been in operation since
1985 and is run by the well-known and highly
respected chief executive officer, Gloria Mahoney. The
centre has recently moved to purpose-built offices in
Myrtle Street, Glen Waverley, and last year more than
500 people contacted the centre wanting a volunteer
placement. Many volunteers have a great deal to offer
the community, and many will seek placements in
fields they used to work in or have some expertise in. I
congratulate Gloria and everyone involved in the
volunteer resource centre for the work they do and the
enormous difference those volunteers make to so many
people in our community.
With the establishment of the new Department for
Victorian Communities, this government is putting a
strong focus on supporting volunteers, and the Minister
for Victorian Communities is working with volunteers
on developing a strategy to encourage volunteering and
community enterprises.
Volunteering is one of the most fundamental and oldest
forms of community strengthening. The other volunteer
groups in the Monash community that I would like to
acknowledge are the Waverley State Emergency
Service, disability support groups, the volunteers who
support the Child and Family Care Network, all the
Neighbourhood Watch groups, the church groups and
the environmental groups, all those volunteers who
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keep sporting organisations going, parents on school
councils and kindergarten committees, and everyone
who participates in supporting the community in some
way by offering their precious time and expertise.

Education: funding
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I take this brief
opportunity to commend the state government on its
proud and second-to-none record in having a real
commitment to improve education in this state. This
comes out of not only the recently announced 2004–05
budget but the government’s sustained contribution to
state school education since its election in 1999.
As you know, Acting Speaker, we in Geelong are now
seeing the fruition of this commitment. In recent
months in my electorate alone we have seen the
opening of a number of totally refurbished state
schools. In March I had the pleasure of opening the new
classrooms at East Geelong Primary School after a
refurbishment that has now completely transformed that
school into a magnificent modern facility. I commend
Rob Lundie and his team for the work they are doing at
East Geelong.
Only last week I was proud to officiate at the opening
of my children’s school, South Geelong Primary
School. This great school is now equipped to service its
community for many years to come. Under the
guidance of principal Ruth Sellers, South Geelong
Primary School continues to go from strength to
strength.
Next Friday we will see the opening of the refurbished
Fyans Park Primary School, and in coming weeks we
will see the opening of Tate Street Primary School. Add
to this the current major rebuild of Geelong High
School — our old school, Acting Speaker — and one
can easily see the commitment of this government to
education in Geelong.
The electorate of Geelong can thank the Bracks
government for the renaissance we are currently
witnessing in state education in the region.

Bodies corporate: legislative review
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — On Monday, 10 May, I
was pleased to host public forums in the Prahran
electorate as part of the Bracks government’s review of
body corporate legislation. Two forums were held, one
at the St Kilda library in Carlisle Street and the second
at the migrant resource centre in Grattan Gardens,
Prahran. The Minister for Consumer Affairs, John
Lenders, attended both the forums to answer questions
and participate in the discussion.
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An excellent discussion was had involving owners,
residents and body corporate managers. The
government is consulting with the community about
how to improve the management and effectiveness of
bodies corporate. It has circulated a discussion paper
entitled Future Directions, which provides for public
comment and feedback. The electorate of Prahran has a
large proportion of flats and apartments which operate
under the bodies corporate legislation. Ensuring that
disputes are minimised, that funds are managed
properly and that management is accountable are the
aims of this review.
I want to thank everybody involved in helping to make
the Prahran and St Kilda forums a success. I encourage
all people with an interest in improving body corporate
management to make a contribution to the review
process by obtaining a copy of the future directions
discussion paper and making their comments known to
the government by completing the feedback form
which is part of the Future Directions discussion paper.

Country Fire Authority: Yarrambat brigade
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I wish to
congratulate the Yarrambat fire brigade championship
team, which competed at the recent state rural fire
brigade championships held at Bairnsdale during the
first weekend of April 2004. The team of
12 competitors, who were all volunteer firefighters,
were ably led by Captain Darren McQuade. For the
second year in a row the Yarrambat team won the
champion brigade title ahead of all competing brigades.
This was the sixth time in the past nine years that the
Yarrambat team has won the overall state champion
brigade at the state rural fire brigade championships.
This year on the way to winning the state title, the team
broke two state records, which now sees Yarrambat
holding the state record in four out of the six events.
The brigade will be defending its title at next year’s
championships to be held in Bendigo. The state
championships are the culmination of regional titles
held during the months of February and March in
various regional and rural centres across Victoria. This
year in excess of 70 senior teams competed for the title
of champion brigade.
Today I also wanted to offer my congratulations to a
member of the Yarrambat brigade, Yvonne Dinnage,
who competed in the police and fire service games and
won three gold medals and one silver medal. Yvonne’s
gold medals were for equestrian in the preliminary
dressage event and for best open rider. In a great show
of versatility Yvonne won a gold medal for swimming
in the 100 metre freestyle for women aged 50 plus.
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Yvonne also won a silver medal for equestrian with the
best educated mount. Well done Yvonne Dinnage and
Yarrambat Country Fire Authority brigade.

Breast cancer: Mother’s Day Classic
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — Last Sunday
the Women in Super Mother’s Day Classic fun run and
walk was held in support of breast cancer research. I
joined with a number of my women colleagues, both
ministers and backbench members of Parliament, to
take part in the walk as part of the Labor Valuing
Women team.
The 2004 Mother’s Day Classic was a huge success,
with record participation levels around the country. In
Melbourne over 10 000 people took part; over 6000
took part in Sydney; and almost 2000 took part in
Brisbane, where the event was held for the first time
this year. Considerable funds were raised for very
important and much needed research into breast cancer.
I understand that since its inception the Mother’s Day
Classic has raised over $1 million, with all funds raised
going to the National Breast Cancer Foundation. It is
important that we remember that 1 in every
11 Australian women will get breast cancer during their
lifetime. Breast cancer can strike anyone. In my own
family, I had an aunt succumb to breast cancer some
years ago.
I congratulate all those who took part in this year’s
Mother’s Day Classic, and in particular my
parliamentary colleagues including the Speaker, the
Minister for Women’s Affairs, the Minister for
Community Services, the members for Macedon and
Yan Yean, and the members for Jika Jika and Silvan
provinces in another place. Hopefully next year’s event
will be even more successful, and I encourage all
members of the Victorian Parliament to take part.

GRIEVANCES
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
is:
That grievances be noted.

Central City Studios: contract
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I grieve for the state of
Victoria. The fact is that the government has so badly
handled the Docklands film studios project that
potential investors in Victoria have reason,
unfortunately, to steer clear of the state.

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 12 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

The Minister for State and Regional Development has
been so desperate to finalise just one major project for
the government that he has botched the contract. The
minister has been more interested in photo
opportunities with Delta Goodrem, even though she
kept him waiting 40 minutes. He has taken his eye off
the ball in formulating this contract. The end result is
that we have a potential white elephant of a film studio
funded to the tune of $47 million of taxpayers money,
an unfortunate contractual botch which will deter future
investors from this state.
I start off with the Auditor-General’s report dated
February 2003 and entitled Report on Public Sector
Agencies. I remind members of the findings at page 9
under the section headed ‘Docklands film and
television studio’:
The successful tenderer enjoyed additional opportunities —

plural —
to present and clarify their proposal before achieving
preferred tenderer status and participated in protracted
negotiations over almost nine months with the Department of
Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, leading to
new financing arrangements and design changes after
achieving that status. The other tenderers were not given the
same opportunities for additional presentations or to revise
their tenders during that period.

They are the Auditor-General’s findings, pointing out
additional opportunities and opportunities to change the
tender that other people were not given.
The documents that have been released to the
opposition under freedom of information show the
following: firstly, the government ignored its probity
adviser’s advice not to meet or at least to have carefully
controlled meetings; secondly, the initial drafts of
probity advice advising the government not to have
meetings were altered at the last minute to allow
meetings under certain circumstances; thirdly, the
successful tenderer’s documents, we now know, were
leaked to an unsuccessful bidder; next, Central City
Studios was given unbelievable time extensions,
presumably because the government was so desperate
to close the deal; and finally, the minister was advised
that CCS did not perform well over the course of
negotiations in September 2002 but still proceeded with
the contract.
I move on to the meetings. Right from the very
beginning the probity auditors advised the government
to be unbelievably cautious over meetings. Indeed, they
advised having no meetings at all, but shifted that
advice to say meetings could be held under certain
circumstances. I refer to an email from
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PricewaterhouseCoopers dated 13 August 2001, which
shows the tenor of the advice the government received
on this project:
The general rule should be that any opportunities arising from
such facilitation —

that is, further meetings —
are offered to all tenderers …

It goes on to say:
It should be recognised that this approach does pose a probity
risk, and whilst the processes outlined here do mitigate this
risk, discussions of this nature will always be open to
challenge after the fact. The key objective is to ensure that
sufficient documentation and evidence of process exist to
demonstrate impartiality and fairness, within the overriding
objective of the best outcome for Victoria.

I note at this early stage, again according to an email of
14 August, that the ministerial adviser to the Treasurer
was advised of the probity auditor’s position on
meetings. The ministerial adviser at that stage was
advised on the one hand that departmental officials
wanted to hold extra meetings, but on the other hand
the government was advised not to call them. I quote
from that email:
Regarding advising the government of our position on
meetings, I have had a discussion today with our ministerial
adviser that we (Graeme and I) —

‘Graeme’ being Graeme Samuel —
see value in having meetings — and that your advice was that
this could not be without risk to probity and that we would
take all reasonable steps to mitigate that risk.

That was the initial advice. Moving on, I will examine
two key documents in this process. The first is entitled
Probity Plan for the Docklands Film and Television
Studio Complex Project, and the second, drafted by
PricewaterhouseCoopers, is entitled Project Process
and Evaluation Guidelines for the Docklands Film and
Television Studio Complex Project.
The two documents are amazingly similar in nature and
pick up the same language. I wish to refer to the probity
plan dated 6 August 2001, and in particular to
section 53 of that document under the heading
‘Develop/confirm negotiating procedures’. The
document at that stage called on the government to:
Ensure negotiations do not allow the preferred parties the
opportunity to introduce new information to their bid from
what was evaluated, or to significantly clarify existing
information that it may be perceived they have been given an
unfair advantage.
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In the end that section of the document was
significantly diluted by government officials, and that is
precisely what the Auditor-General has criticised the
government for doing. That document of 6 August then
goes on to set out some guidelines for meetings with
tenderers. There are two sentences I want to refer to:
While specific briefing meetings will be scheduled, bidders
from time to time may request to meet and discuss aspects of
the tender. This is to be discouraged and could be seen to
compromise the probity of the tender process if meetings are
to be held.

That critical sentence was deleted from the final copy
of the probity document. The document of 6 August
goes on to say that if indeed meetings are to be held, it
would be preferable that they meet only once. That is a
very critical draft document.
I move now to the project process document which I
mentioned earlier. I refer to a draft of 28 August 2001.
Those sentences are still in the paragraph on meeting
with tenderers. The sentence:
This is to be discouraged and could be seen to compromise
the probity of the tender process if meetings are to be held …

was still in the document produced by
PricewaterhouseCoopers, the probity adviser, as of
28 August 2001. That document also encapsulates the
sentence I touched on earlier, and that is:
The general rule should be that any opportunities arising from
such facilitation are offered to all tenderers, notwithstanding
the limitations highlighted above. It should be recognised that
this approach does pose a probity risk, and whilst the
processes outlined here do mitigate this risk, discussions of
this nature will always be open to challenge after the fact. The
key objective is to ensure that sufficient documentation and
evidence of process exists to demonstrate impartiality and
fairness, within the overriding objective of the best outcome
for Victoria.

That document also suggests that only one meeting
would be appropriate, and shows amazing similarity to
the email I quoted from earlier.
However, when we come to the final copy of the
probity plan dated 4 September 2001, at section 53, as I
said, there was a complete dilution of the probity
adviser’s documentation. All that is left is:
When new parties are introduced to the process by bidders
with the objective of enhancing the project, the same
opportunities will be made available to all other bidders
involved in the process.

I might say the government breached that as well. More
particularly, under the section on page 29 headed
‘Meetings with tenderers’, that vital sentence about
meetings being discouraged has been removed. The
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question then for us all is what happened between
28 August and 4 September, and why were these
alterations made? I can provide the house with an
answer.
What happened, firstly, is that on 29 August 2001 the
government met with Central City Studios. I have a
document showing minutes to prove that. Even more
significantly, on 30 August 2001 a meeting was held
regarding the film and television studios by a series of
bureaucrats. Present at that meeting was one James
Cain, head of Major Projects Victoria. I refer to these
minutes which show that James Cain intervened to
remove that advice in relation to meetings from the
probity adviser’s initial documentation to cover the
government activity. I quote from the minutes:
Project process and evaluation guidelines document (PWC).
It was agreed that approval of this document be deferred.
James Cain proposed —

not ‘was asked to’, but James Cain ‘proposed’ —
that [major projects] be responsible for reviewing and
revising PWC’s document to ensure it is consistent with the
draft RFT —

that is, the request for tender —
and evaluation procedures and criteria documents before it is
submitted to the committee for approval.

And likewise it was noted that the probity plan — the
other document I referred to — was not yet approved at
that juncture. So we see here an extraordinary
occurrence. In short, James Cain intervened to allow
additional meetings between the government and one
tenderer — and one tenderer alone — and this was the
very thing the Auditor-General has criticised in his
report.
The Minister for State and Regional Development may
have met with Peter Bartels. He certainly intended to
meet with Peter Bartels from CCS, because there is a
draft briefing note to the minister in the documents
referring to late variations. It is undated — it is possibly
May 2002 — and I call on the minister to clarify
whether he met with Peter Bartels or whether he did
not.
There are further irregularities in relation to this
contract: first of all, there was a leaked tender; and
secondly the documents show there was no bid bond
lodged. I note that in minutes of 8 January 2002 there is
a note that reads:
RL —

Robin Lick —
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clarified that CCS would not provide a bid bond.
PT —

who is an officer from KPMG —
advised that this is a standard requirement in government
contracts and provides the bidder with incentive to deliver and
close the deal.

We now see from these documents that CCS did not
provide a bid bond. Furthermore, the minister was
advised there were some problems with this tender.
There is a briefing note which is clearly to the minister,
and given the date stamp on an attached letter, I believe
the minister may have read this note on 13 September
2002. At that time the minister was advised that the
deal was dodgy. The briefing note says:
In addressing these issues, CCSH began to seek to renegotiate
key longstanding agreed commercial terms for the
transaction. This behaviour, while not unusual in a process of
this type, suggests that the counterparty shows a propensity
for ‘deal creep’. Further, as noted in early advice, the bidder
has not performed as we would have preferred over the
course of the tender project.

Yet the minister has still proceeded with the project.
Furthermore the documents show that CCS was given
unbelievable time concessions. It was advised on
24 May 2002 that the government wanted to quickly
finalise this deal. Then on 10 September 2002 it was
told to execute documents by 11.00 a.m. on Thursday,
12 September, with a requirement to let the government
know by 6.00 p.m. on the date the letter was written if it
was proceeding. Again, a further extension was given.
What we see here is alarming preferential treatment to
one bidder — alarming preferential treatment that has
been identified by the Auditor-General. But it is even
worse than that, because these documents show that all
the probity advice that was given to this government
was altered — altered very, very quickly — and the
person who instigated that alteration is one James Cain,
who has played a very interesting role in major projects
in Victoria. We have found that one of the things that
happened in between the draft documents being
prepared and the intervention of James Cain is that, first
of all, the government had a meeting. These things cast
some significant doubt on the capacity of the
government to handle major contracts: no bid bond was
required from this tenderer; the minister was advised
the contract was dodgy; and unbelievable extensions of
time were given to this bidder.
I want investment in Victoria. The Liberal Party wants
investment in Victoria. We want good major projects,
and we want jobs, but the bid costs, for example, for
one of the unsuccessful bidders were of the order of
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$150 000. What will happen if the government
continues with this type of preferential treatment for
certain people, particularly bolstered by people like
James Cain, is that investment will avoid Victoria, and
unfortunately as a consequence jobs will suffer.

Federal budget: outcomes
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I grieve for the
people of Victoria and for the impact on them of the
federal budget. In the federal budget the commonwealth
is recklessly throwing money around. Yes, some of it
may well have hit a few spots in terms of
Commonwealth Games funding et cetera, but many are
in need. Indeed the commonwealth budget fails to
address the most needy in our community — giving
relief to four out of five taxpayers does not help. You
need to earn more than $1000 a week in Victoria in
order to get some tax relief from the federal
government under the budget. Peter Costello, the
federal Treasurer, is no Robin Hood — he is more like
the Sheriff of Nottingham, who robbed from the poor to
give to the rich.
Once again the commonwealth is treating Victorians
with contempt. We are waiting in anticipation for our
fair share of the new infrastructure money provided in
the budget — lots of promises, but no detail. What is
actually missing in the federal budget is support for
jobs, support for the economy, genuine tax relief for
ordinary low-income earners in Victoria and of course
affordable housing. It is a budget that leaves the battlers
in Victoria behind. It leaves us with a new class of
forgotten people here in Victoria. In fact there are over
2 million families in Victoria who do not receive a
single cent in tax cuts — that is, those earning less than
$52 000 a year. The tax cut they got last year — which
was a milk shake and a sandwich — looks like a real
feast now compared with absolutely nothing. There are
also 1.5 million Victorian families who do not receive a
single cent in either increased tax cuts or family
benefits. What we are seeing here is a whole lot of
pork-barrelling, quite frankly — $52 billion worth of it.
Peter ‘One-off’ Costello has brought to a new level of
pork-barrelling the art of providing one-off grants. He
does not offer a cent of tax relief for people earning less
than $1000 a week — that is 1.5 million Victorian
families. There is very little in the budget for single
people, there is very little in the budget for families
without any children or with older children, and there is
very little in the budget for pensioners. In fact retirees
do not get any tax relief in this budget unless they are
earning over $52 000, and I am pretty sure there are not
too many self-funded retired older Victorians who
actually earn over $52 000.
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This federal budget is a missed opportunity. I refer to
what some of the commentators say in this morning’s
newspapers. Ross Gittins asked in the Age why
Costello has ‘come up with a budget that’s so
short-sighted, so political, so needlessly risky?’ That is
the commentary he provides. The Australian Financial
Review editorial, which is usually seen by the
conservative forces as their guide, talks about the
Costello budget being ‘half cocked’ and ‘a missed
opportunity’, with ‘little in the way of nation building
and reform’. They see this as a budget that has very
much missed the mark and as one that is trying to bribe
the Australian community for the next election rather
than having a vision and passing tests of economic
sustainability and economic management. Laura Tingle
says in the Australian Financial Review that in the
budget there is ‘only the smallest pretence at being
about structural reform or economic management’.
That is the commentary in the Australian Financial
Review on the credentials of this federal budget as it
relates to economic management.
Many commentators are saying it is a missed
opportunity and that there is a lack of vision and a
failure to take up the opportunity to build up our
infrastructure. Of course there are many commentators
saying the budget really does not look after the
low-income earners, that it does not look after the
people who really need it and that it fails a range of
tests that we set ourselves here in Victoria in terms of
good management for all Victorians.
This is a federal budget for just some Victorians. For
example, one of the prime things that we talk about is
health. There is nothing in this federal budget for
health. There is nothing for hospitals. How much extra
is there in the budget for bulk-billing GPs? There is
nothing. It means that we have to pay $14 out of our
pockets every time we go to the doctor. Is there any
extra money in the budget for the rural health strategy?
The answer is no.
Education is another test that we have here in Victoria.
It is a very strong test of a good government that is
working for all Victorians. But are there any added
tertiary places for Victoria in the budget? Is there any
coverage in the budget for the 6000 tertiary places that
we need, or is there any attempt to fill the shortfall of
25 000 places that we have had over the last four or five
years? The answers to these questions is no.
The other test is building up our infrastructure. This is
very important for our roads and water. Is there any
money in the budget for the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline? The answer is no. Was there any money in the
budget for roads? The answer is yes, but it is not clear!
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We have to wait until June to find that out. I will talk
about that later.
Another failure in this budget is that it has no plans to
save Medicare or lift bulk-billing rates. There is no plan
to invest in the education of our children. Are our state
schools going to be helped more than they have been?
The answer is no. Is there any plan for a national dental
scheme in this budget? The answer is no. John Howard
and Peter Costello cut the dental scheme by
$360 million in 1996. It was not restored in this budget.
This is not a budget for all Victorians. This is a budget
for those earning over $1000 a week. There is no plan
for investment in early childhood development at all.
If we look to the future in the budget, there is no
promise there will be funding for national competition
policy reform. We normally get over $200 million a
year in Victoria out of the national competition policy,
but there is nothing in the forward estimates beyond
2005–06 for national competition policy funding. The
government is very interested in the fact that this is not
there, because we have taken this seriously. Victoria
has been a leader in terms of national competition
policy. Obviously we would like to see that absence in
the federal budget rectified.
The federal government prides itself on economic
management, but using the AAS31 standard that
Victoria uses for its budget, does the house realise what
the status of the budget is? Under AAS31 the federal
budget is actually in the red by over $300 million. The
federal government claims it is in surplus, but it is in the
red in terms of the high standard of accounting
measures that Victoria uses.
Are we getting our fair share of funding? Once again,
this budget highlights the inherent unfairness of the
commonwealth-state financial arrangements. Despite
Victoria having 25 per cent of the population and
around 26 per cent of economic activities, we get
21 per cent in terms of untied funding, which is
normally through the GST. We are getting less than
Queensland. The budget papers say that Victoria will
get $7.1544 billion and Queensland will get
$7.1655 billion — yet Queensland’s population is only
three-quarters that of Victoria’s. We get just over
80 cents in the dollar back under the GST
arrangements. We are clearly being dudded on that.
I admit that the member for Box Hill has a very
imaginative solution for the GST — he actually wants
to increase Victoria’s revenue from the GST by putting
the GST on food. This shows the complete lack of
policy understanding by opposition members — they
actually want to tax food. It is the new Box Hill tax on
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food — the goods and services tax on food. This the
only sort of policy put forward by the opposition in
response to the Victorian budget.
The special purpose payments that we get from the
federal government also fail to give Victoria its fair
share. We received only 22 per cent of total special
purpose payments in 2003–04. In fact we are being
dudded by over $300 million a year, let alone being
dudded on hospitals by over $300 million over a
number of years.
It is true that Victoria will receive over $11 billion in
2004–05, but the increase will only be 2.7 per cent,
which does not even cover the costs related to an
increase in population — and we all know that the
population of Victoria is growing. If we got our fair
share of funding, it would mean we would be receiving
around $15 billion next year. Of course some of this
money just passes through in contributions to local
councils and other bodies such as non-government
schools. A lot of that is special purpose payments, as I
have already mentioned, and the commonwealth
controls how that money is allocated.
What other things are missing from this budget? There
has been a refusal by the commonwealth government to
provide additional funding for high-priority projects,
and I see that a number of members have given notice
of motion regarding road projects. What is happening
with the Pakenham bypass? It is going to cost
$242 million. It is regarded as a RONI — a road of
national importance — so the cost should be shared
fifty-fifty. The federal government has just capped its
contribution at $100 million, so where is the other
$21 million? We need that money.
There is no funding for the Geelong bypass; there is not
even a mention of it in the budget papers as being
important. Victoria has already allocated $190 million
for that project. What is in the budget for the Deer Park
bypass? I know the member for Melton is very
interested in this. It is planned to be part of the national
highway system and should be funded by the
commonwealth. Is there anything there? Nothing.
Is there any sort of funding for rail standardisation?
Victoria has allocated $96 million for that. Is the federal
government going to fix this up? Is the commonwealth
going to come to the party? Is it in its budget? The
answer to those questions is no.
I have already mentioned the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline, and I am sure the Leader of The Nationals is
interested in this project. We have committed
$77 million. What has the federal government
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committed in this budget? The answer is absolutely
nothing!
Of course the federal government has announced
Auslink, with an allocation of $1.9 billion over five
years, but there are no details. We have to wait until
June, and maybe that will be just before the next federal
election. Of course we hope there will be money for the
Geelong bypass and the Deer Park bypass as well as for
the Dynon ports rail link.
What are some of the views on these infrastructure
development proposals for Victoria which are sadly
lacking? This morning David Cumming from the Royal
Automobile Club of Victoria called the budget, in this
respect bizarre. He said it has never happened like this
before. He said that people are angry that only 6 cents
in the 38 cents of petrol excise collected is to be
returned to our roads. We have to wait until June! This
has never happened before, and he called it bizarre.
This budget is so short-sighted and so needlessly risky,
as Ross Gittins mentioned. It is a missed opportunity. It
does not provide anything of significance to address
jobs and the economy. There is nothing in the budget
for tourism. Aside from a sweetener to the sugar
farmers in Queensland, there is virtually nothing for
industry development. There is a science and
innovation package, which of course is welcome, but
that is really a continuation of current funding, and
some people say that it is a cut. In fact $51 million has
been cut from cooperative research centres alone in
2004–05. There is no vision for the future in this federal
budget. There is no building of infrastructure in
Australia in a way that builds up jobs and the economy
for the future. It is simply a budget that relies on
handouts and pork-barrelling. It is once again a budget
that has bypassed Victoria. We are not getting our fair
share.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Building industry: warranty insurance
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I grieve on
behalf of the builders warranty insurance industry in
Victoria. The situation with respect to builders warranty
insurance is a disaster for the building industry itself, it
is a disaster for consumers and it is particularly a
disaster for those families who want to have their own
home constructed. It is a particular problem in country
Victoria, especially in places such as the beautiful town
of Rosedale within my electorate. Rosedale has a
magnificent primary school with many wonderful
students and a fantastic school community supporting
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it. It has great teachers, led by its principal, Mr Chet
Dervish. In towns such as Rosedale, which are pivotal
to the future of Victoria, this issue of builders warranty
insurance is a problem.
A very apt summary of the situation was given by
Professor Percy Allan, AM, in a publication produced
in June 2002. Professor Allan is the principal of Percy
Allan and Associates Pty Ltd, and he prepared a report
for the Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs
entitled National Review of Home Builders Warranty
Insurance and Consumer Protection. In the executive
summary of that report he said:
Home builder warranty insurance is in a crisis.

How right he was, and how right he is, even to this day.
The brief history of builders warranty insurance in
Victoria is generally expressed in these terms. The
privatised builders warranty was implemented by the
Kennett government in 1997 as a first-resort consumer
warranty product. It cost about $250 to $300 per house,
and it stayed much the same until the HIH collapse in
March 2001. It was reasonably priced and readily
available. It then started to become difficult to obtain
and more expensive, with only Royal and Sun Alliance
and Dexta competing in the marketplace for the
business. In April 2002 buildings of three storeys and
above were exempted from the warranty scheme.
In September 2002 Dexta withdrew from the market
due to the government withdrawing its reinsurance
support. In May 2003 the government exempted the
director of housing from the warranty scheme. In
September 2003 there was an announcement by HIH
and Royal and Sun Alliance, supported by the
government, stating that all builders would have their
turnover lifted to $2 million. Unfortunately that was not
the case for all builders. It applied to Housing Industry
Association (HIA) members, although not to all of
them. Since that time, we have had an ongoing litany of
problems in relation to builders warranty insurance.
Just by way of a compelling example, in 2001 a new
home costing $251 000 cost $300 or thereabouts by
way of builders warranty insurance. That same home at
the same value in 2004 is going to cost $5160, an
increase of approximately 1620 per cent. This current
structure is terrible for consumers and an absolute
shocker for the industry. As far as consumers are
concerned, the cost is being passed on to them, and they
are having to bear the additional costs arising from
these exorbitant amounts of money.
This is last-resort insurance, it is not first-resort
insurance although people are under the complete
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misapprehension that this is first-resort insurance.
Indeed, there is no insurance provided by this scheme
for those sorts of classic problems that bedevil people
involved in the construction of a new home. So if the
walls are not done properly, the cupboards are not done
properly or there is a problem with the floor this form
of builders warranty insurance does not provide any
relief for people. They are left with historical relief
only — that is, going off to court. It is only available in
the case of a builder’s death, or insolvency or in the
event that the builder absconds. I am sure that there is a
misconception in the general public as to how this
current system of insurance operates. This is
non-completion or last-resort insurance. It is not defect
insurance or first-resort insurance.
Compounding the issue is the fact that even the minister
does not understand how builders warranty insurance
operates in Victoria. In a letter which the Minister for
Consumer Affairs in the other place, John Lenders,
wrote on 24 December last year to Phil Dwyer in his
role as the president of the Builders’ Collective of
Australia, the minister stated, in part:
The purpose of BWI —

builders warranty insurance —
is to protect home purchasers if their builder is unable to
complete construction or remedy defects.

The patent fact of the matter is that that is not the design
of this scheme at all. It is not intended to remedy
defects, and the minister purportedly responsible for it
should know better and certainly should not be writing
that sort of material in correspondence to Mr Dwyer.
As far as the industry is concerned, there are a number
of issues. The current structure discriminates against
smaller builders. It means that those who are building
properties of more than three floors are exempt from
having builders warranty insurance. It is only those who
are building less than three floors who must have cover.
The director of housing has been completely exempted
from the necessity to have builders warranty insurance.
I have already dealt with the issue of cost. It is
extraordinary that in Victoria and indeed in New South
Wales, $5160 is the premium for a house valued at
$250 000. By comparison, in Queensland it is $1280.
And there are many attendant problems. The time it
takes for builders to obtain their eligibility certificate so
they can go ahead and build is extraordinary. In
Victoria there are many reports of it taking anything
from 60 days to 300 days. It invariably takes a matter of
months for a builder to obtain the appropriate certificate
of eligibility from the Building Commission so he can
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compete in the marketplace for contracts that are
available. By comparison, in Queensland it takes about
five days.
To get the certificate that a builder must have to start a
given project can take something of the order of six
weeks in Victoria. It can take six weeks for a builder
from start to finish, from making the application for a
certificate until he is able to get it. I have received many
reports of it taking even longer. Under the system in
Queensland it takes about 1 hour.
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Professor Percy Allan in the summary which he
provided to the Ministerial Council on Consumer
Affairs in June 2002. He said:
Many builders complain they cannot get insurance or if they
do it is insufficient to support their business turnover. Private
insurers are skittish and recently threatened to withdraw from
the market if governments did not scale back mandatory
insurance requirements. Consumers are realising insurance
either does not exist (for example, high-rise apartments) or is
cold comfort since claims are only recognised if the builder
has died or gone out of business. Meanwhile the regulatory
framework for the home building process does not provide
sufficient protection for honest consumers, builders and
insurers or offer quick and inexpensive remedies if things go
wrong.

The type of insurance in Victoria is fundamentally
flawed: it is last-resort insurance. In Queensland it is
first-resort insurance — people can make a claim on
their scheme. People in Queensland have first-resort
insurance for those defects that usually occur and
occupy the vast majority of claims.

That is but part of the commentary by Professor Percy
Allan in the course of his report to the Ministerial
Council on Consumer Affairs.

Claims access in Victoria is historically difficult. Issues
in relation to making a claim are protracted. The
process is hard and those who want to obtain the
benefit, limited though it is, struggle to achieve it. In
Queensland it is an efficient way of being able to make
claims. The commentators say that they are dealt with
on a highly efficient basis. In Victoria we have the
additional problem that under our arrangements we
have a lack of proper competition in the market. It is
still dominated by Royal and Sun Alliance.

What do others have to say? The building industry itself
has been a long-time commentator on the shortcomings
of all of this. If you are a member of HIA, the situation
can be a bit better; but if you are not, then you are in an
almost hopeless state of affairs. These matters have
been taken up by Phil Dwyer, a Bairnsdale-based
builder who has devoted an enormous amount of time,
energy and resources to trying to do something to
remedy the problem that we now have. He is working
with others to achieve the outcomes that we need.

The Grellman inquiry in New South Wales reported on
this in October last year. That state has not dealt with
it — it has glossed over it — and Victoria is in the same
position. It has been a complete whitewash over the
past couple of years, and that situation continues to this
day in an era when we otherwise have a lot of building
approvals available in our country communities in
particular. The building industry itself is staggering
under the weight of having to comply with what is
needed to enable it to go about addressing its industry
interests.

In this age of consumer protection I accept that we need
something in place but what we have at the moment is
just not doing the job and indeed is acting as an
impediment to the growth of our building industry,
particularly in the residential sphere in Victoria. The
government has to focus on this and address it. There is
an alternative. The Queensland statutory scheme works
well, is popular in that state and functions properly. It is
run under the Queensland Building Services Authority
Act 1991. That authority is in effect the insurer of
builders warranty risk under that statutory insurance
scheme. Under that scheme building contractors have to
register in order to carry out professional building
services and there is a mechanism whereby they have to
do it. There are probity issues they have to comply with
and then they are able to register.

What then is the public commentary in relation to all of
this? There have been some interesting comments. The
Australian Consumers Association produced a media
release on Wednesday, 25 February, headed
‘Consumers association calls for major changes to
home building protection and insurance’. In the
opening paragraph it says:
The Australian Consumers Association today called on state
governments to provide far better consumer protection in
home building through the implementation of a scheme like
Queensland’s highly successful and affordable Building
Services Authority.

Choice magazine has investigated the issue and
commented on it. I refer again to the commentary by

For domestic building work above $3300 there is an
associated act called the Domestic Building Contracts
Act which stipulates certain warranties that builders
have to fulfil. Under the insurance model in section 68,
a building contractor must, before commencing
residential construction, pay to the authority his
appropriate insurance premium for the work in
accordance with the relevant regulations. The insurance
that is provided, I emphasise, is of the first-resort as
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opposed to the last-resort style. It deals with not only
non-completion issues but also defective construction,
subsidence, settlement of the insured work and so on.
There is a very good scheme operating there. There is a
maximum of $200 000 that can be adjusted up or down,
as any such scheme can. There are dispute resolution
provisions, and the scheme is funded by the once-only
insurance premium payment which is contributed by
builders.
I say again that the system works very well in
Queensland. As I have already indicated in the earlier
part of my contribution, there are plain efficiencies
there in the way in which, comparatively speaking, that
system operates as opposed to the way the system
functions or malfunctions in Victoria.
The government of Victoria has to get proactive about
this. It can no longer sit on its hands; it can no longer
keep apologising about September 11 or the HIH
collapse. I recognise that they are complications and
that they have introduced complications, but the
government must move on. It must think laterally,
although that is not something for which it is renowned.
Unfortunately part of the benchmark of this
government is to talk about it a lot but do nothing. This
is an instance where it can do something. The model
that can be seen throughout Queensland is available to
the government. What it should do is think laterally,
look at the Queensland model and introduce a system
that will ensure that in Victoria industry is able to
flourish. Most importantly, it should ensure that
consumers, who at the moment are bearing the brunt of
a system that does not function properly, are granted the
relief they need and to which they are entitled.

Federal budget: outcomes
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — I sadly grieve for
Victorian families in light of last night’s federal budget.
It is a budget all about the next election; a budget about
securing John Howard’s future, rather than securing the
future of Australian families, particularly Victorian
families; and a budget about 7 August and not about the
future of this country. It is a budget that fails Victorian
families on a number of fronts. It is a budget that fails
all Victorians and delivers tax cuts to the wealthy and
nothing to those, as the federal Treasurer has said,
without skills — supposedly those who earn less than
$52 000. It is a budget that delivers a pay rise to me, as
a member of this place, but nothing to my constituents.
The tax cut delivers an increase in my take-home pay
and that of the member for Doncaster and the Minister
for Health, but nothing for the attendants who work
here or the other staff of the Parliament — it is an
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absolute disgrace. It fails families in my local
community and families right across Victoria.
Looking at the tax cuts in light of those earning under
$52 000, we are talking about 8.5 million families
nationally who have been forgotten by the budget. It
delivers a set of regressive tax cuts for the top 10 per
cent of income earners but nothing for those who are at
the edge or who are working hard to make ends meet
under the difficult policy settings of the federal
government. It delivers nothing for them at all by way
of tax cuts. That is a disgraceful set of arrangements!
When I spoke in a similar debate on last year’s federal
budget I said it was a budget defined by what was not
in it, or by what was missing. This budget similarly is
well defined by all of those parts that are not there. This
goes to a consistent and persistent rip-off of Victorian
families and taxpayers.
What is missing from the budget? Looking at it from
the infrastructure point of view, there is nothing for the
Geelong bypass — and the members for Geelong and
Lara have made this point. There is nothing for the
Calder Highway, and I know my good friends from
Bendigo have made this point on several occasions.
There is nothing for the Deer Park bypass, and I have a
premonition that the member for Melton may make a
spirited contribution later in the debate about that. The
Deer Park bypass is a very important road project for
people in that particular growth corridor. There is
nothing for rail standardisation and nothing for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. Victoria’s $77 million is on
the table, but what is there from the commonwealth?
Nothing. It is failing the challenges of the future. It is
only concerned about short-term political advantage
and creeping over the line at the next federal election.
There is no leadership on the important infrastructure
that builds and sustains communities and builds the
future in real and meaningful terms. There is nothing
for those important infrastructure projects.
As I said earlier, this is part of a broader rip-off, or
cheating, of the Victorian community. More broadly,
Victoria represents 25 per cent of Australia’s
population and 26 per cent of its economic activity, but
in terms of untied grants it receives just 21 per cent of
the total. More broadly, Victorians continue to
subsidise other states through $1800 million a year out
of their pockets going to Sydney and New South
Wales, Queensland and other states. That is a disgrace.
As the Treasurer has mentioned on numerous
occasions, that $1.8 billion cross-subsidisation
represents $350 less for every Victorian man, woman
and child. What a disgraceful and shameful set of
arrangements that is.
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Victoria receives just 22 per cent of specific purpose
payments, despite the obvious disparity in terms of our
population and economic activity, including the share
of the heavy lifting that we as an economy and
community do. Yet we come into the house this
morning and the Leader of the Opposition and others
are sending cheerios and notices to Peter Costello in
Canberra congratulating him on a great budget! What
an interesting contrast. Not long ago the Leader of the
Opposition and some of his colleagues were happy to
join with the government in speaking against
Sydney-centric decision making in relation to sports
broadcasting, but you hear nothing from those opposite
when it comes to Sydney-centric decision making in
relation to the allocation of resources and infrastructure
projects — nothing, not a word!
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Doncaster
asks, ‘Where does Mark Latham live?’. The question
for the member for Doncaster is where he lives. He
may live in Doncaster, but his heart lies elsewhere.
Those opposite have sat by meekly and done nothing
and said nothing other than send cheerios to their
Liberal Party mates in Canberra, congratulating them
for having ripped off Victoria! How is that serving the
needs and aspirations of the people of Doncaster, or
more broadly, the people of this state? They are
Liberals first and Victorians second; there is no doubt
about it at all. They are happy to speak up about
Sydney-centric decision making on the Wilko sports
wrap, but when it comes to infrastructure projects and
the systematic ripping off of this community and this
state, nothing is said. They are meek: they are Liberals
first and Victorians second.
I am pleased to make a few comments in relation to
health funding. This federal budget delivers nothing for
health and hospitals, and nothing for dental care. As my
good friend the member for Burwood pointed out
before, we should not expect anything on dental
services from this federal government; after all, it cut
the commonwealth dental health program to zero in
1996. On 1 January 1997, a day of shame, that program
ended. Was there an outcry from those opposite in the
party room? Was there an outcry from the then health
minister, Rob Knowles, at that time? No, not a word.
They were meek; they sat by and did nothing.
Ms Pike — Didn’t bite back!
Mr ANDREWS — As the Minister for Health said,
they did not bite back. They did nothing. They were
toothless tigers; they sat back and did absolutely
nothing.

1165

We should expect nothing on dental services, because
the federal government has form, and so have those
opposite, by sitting by and allowing it to rip out
hundreds of millions of dollars in community dental
health funding. We all know the importance of that.
There is nothing on mental health, again a very
important challenge that we in Victoria and all states
face. In terms of hospitals, I have spoken before of the
appalling Australian health care agreement which
Victoria was blackmailed into signing last year. The
agreement represented a $350 million cut over five
years.
Compare and contrast that with the previous agreement,
signed in 1998, when the then Premier, the Honourable
Jeff Kennett, described the then federal health minister,
Michael Wooldridge, as a shag on a rock. He described
the federal minister as incompetent, as a joke, when he
offered an agreement that actually represented
$16 million more than the agreement that had expired
in that year. We had a situation not that long ago where
an offer that represented a $350 million cut over the life
of the agreement was hailed as a generous settlement
and fair and reasonable.
An honourable member — By whom?
Mr ANDREWS — By the Leader of the
Opposition, a Liberal first and a Victorian second. He
glibly quipped across the table that we ought to stop
sooking and take our medicine. So we have a situation
where if you offer $16 million more you are a shag on a
rock and incompetent but if you offer $350 million less
you are a purveyor of fair and reasonable offers. It is a
disgraceful state of affairs when members opposite
would rather support their political allies in Canberra
than stand up for Victorian families. Rather than having
$350 million, or $70 million a year over five years,
going into Victorian hospitals, we see it going in tax
cuts to the top 10 per cent of income earners in this
country. It is an absolute disgrace.
Moreover, and this is something that is important in my
local community and in all local communities, there is
nothing in this budget to deal with the absolute crisis in
bulk-billing. Bulk-billing rates in this country are
shamefully in freefall. When the Keating government
left office in 1996 the rate was 80 per cent; today it is
67 per cent, a 13 per cent decline on Prime Minister
John Howard’s watch. We have a situation where
health minister after health minister in Canberra has
done nothing about this. The latest round of bulk-billing
figures are coming out on Friday. It will be very
interesting to see exactly what they are. It would be a
fair bet to say that they will be heading south.
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There is nothing in this budget and nothing in
MedicarePlus to give us any confidence that we can
deal with that very difficult decline. Families in my
local community cannot get in to see a bulk-billing
doctor and so have to make an unenviable choice
between paying the rent, going to the supermarket and
taking their kids to the doctor. That is a disgrace. This
budget does nothing to address the serious crisis in
bulk-billing. It is an opportunity lost and a commentary
on those who put themselves forward as health
ministers and as members of our national government.
We will wait and see what those figures say on Friday.
As I say, there is nothing in terms of health reform —
the baton has been dropped on that. A whole range of
proposals were debated over the long negotiation period
leading to the conclusion of the Australian health care
agreement last year. There is nothing in terms of
systemic reform that could deliver all sorts of
improvements, including increases in capacity to treat
more people and treat them smarter and to use our
limited and precious resources better. There is nothing
on that, and there is no leadership from Canberra at all.
But a fair bit of money is being thrown around, such as
$600 per child, $1000 per carer and $3500 per aged
care place. The federal Treasurer, Peter Costello, is not
going to make the mistake that former state Treasurer
Alan Stockdale made. He is cleaning the coffers out
prior to 1 July in the hope that he and his government
can sneak back across the line on 7 August. He is not
making the mistake that Alan Stockdale made of
hoarding it all up and then sitting there wondering, ‘If
only we had spent few more dollars’. Again, this is
ill-conceived policy, with no idea of how it will work. It
is all funded out of this year’s budget, dished out in a
panic and in a poll-driven flap.
It is a situation where the federal government is saying,
‘We will worry about making it work and about what
are core and non-core promises after we scrape back
in’. We can only hope that that does not happen, but
that is obviously the plan of those opposite. ‘We will
make it all work after we scrape back in’. That is not
leadership!
I will make some brief comments on aged care.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Doncaster says
it will be after they win the next election. That is the
only thing the member for Doncaster and his mates in
Canberra are focused on. Winning the next election is
the first, second and third priority, every day and twice
on Sundays. That is all they are interested in.
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As I said, I will make some brief comments on aged
care.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — It is a large number, and we
welcome the very significant boost by Howard
government standards. After eight years of decline and
neglect we now have got some money, but it is
nowhere near enough. Its budget and its forward
estimates talk about the $9.2 billion capital funding
needed over the next five years. We have a
$513 million one-off injection and a $439 million
package over four years, but that is well short of
$9.2 billion. To put a human face on that from a
Victorian perspective, we are around 4090 aged care
places short at the moment, and that is under the
commonwealth government ratio of 100 places per
1000 people over 70. We cannot under the current
funding arrangement meet that target. I repeat: under
the federal government’s target we are 4000 beds short.
This budget increases the target to 108 places per
1000 over-70s, yet we cannot meet the current targets.
We are on a hiding to nothing.
Daylight is running second in relation to these targets. It
is a shameful state of affairs. We have a big increase in
funding by Howard government standards, but it is
nowhere near enough. Despite that, the target ratio is
going up. There can be no confidence that this money
will do anything other than address the growth in
demand. It will do nothing to address the shameful
backlog built on neglect and on the fact that this federal
government has taken its eye off the ball in relation to
residential care and other forms of aged care. It is a
shameful set of arrangements. The money is nowhere
near enough to arrest the serious decline and overcome
the problems in the aged care sector.
This is a budget that delivers nothing for families. It is
squarely focused on winning the next election and is
devoid of national leadership. It is about nothing more
than a cheating of Victorian families. Those in
Canberra stand condemned for it, as do their colleagues
here in this place, the Liberals and the Nationals, for
being sycophants —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Schools: maintenance
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — Speaker, the matter
over which I grieve is the sad and declining state of
Victorian primary and secondary state schools under
the Bracks Labor government.
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I well remember earlier this year the image of the
Minister for Education and Training at the launch of her
glossy Blueprint for Schools brochure, smiling at the
camera from the windows of one of Melbourne’s
heritage schools, surrounded by children and framed by
the peeling paint of a window frame. The iconic look of
a Labor minister surrounded by peeling paint says a lot
about our state school system under Labor! It also
shows how blind Labor is to the maintenance problems
in schools like that.
Peeling paint and poor maintenance have become
commonplace in Victorian state schools under the
Bracks government. I have already raised the case of
Panmure Primary School, with its rotting floors and
walls; Hawkesdale Secondary College, with its peeling
paint, cracking walls and poor schoolyard; and
Montmorency South Primary School, with its Third
World-quality schoolrooms. In the last case classrooms
were replaced with second-hand portables — but only
after massive press condemnation of the government.
There are many other schools with conditions as bad,
and as I travel around I find more and more. Last week
I travelled with the Leader of the Liberal Party, the
honourable member for Malvern, to a school with close
to the worst facilities in the state. The classrooms at
Traralgon South Primary School are all portables. The
only permanent structure is the school toilet. Some of
the Traralgon South portable classrooms are part of the
1000 the Auditor-General reported on two years ago.
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learning leader. Despite the classroom quality the
school attracts parents from a very wide radius.
You may say, and rightly so, that crumbling buildings
are only one side of the equation. You may say great
teaching can take place in the shabbiest surrounds and
call to mind the great success stories of people who
have risen from the shabbiest of schools and surrounds.
Indeed, this view could have been reinforced by the
student teacher whom Mr Doyle and I met who had
come back to do her placement with her old classroom
teacher at Traralgon South. Also, one of the journalists
who attended the school with us had undertaken his
primary education at the school.
But there is a darker side to our school decline. Last
week the publication of the government’s own
performance indicators showed the decline in academic
standards in many state schools. A total of
111 unidentified state primary schools and 29 state
secondary schools have failed to meet the government’s
own low standards. In the last year alone the number of
euphemistically described under-performing state
primary schools has skyrocketed from 3.8 per cent to
9 per cent and the percentage of under-performing state
secondary schools increased from 8.7 per cent to 11 per
cent. The declines in physical surrounds and scholastic
standards come together under this Labor government.
From a physical point of view this was well put in the
Auditor-General’s report, which is entitled Report on
Public Sector Agencies — Results of Special Reviews
and Financial Statement Audits for Agencies with
Balance Dates other than 30 June 2002. At paragraph
3.25 the report states:

Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the honourable member has now been here for
many years — I think longer than I have — and he is
reading his speech. It is disrespectful to the house that
honourable members read their speeches, especially in
the grievance debate, and I ask you to remind him of
this and to instruct him to give a speech without reading
it.

In other words, in general, deteriorating school facilities
lead to declining scholastic outcomes.

Mr PERTON — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, they are notes.

On Friday Ray Willis, the principal of Melbourne High
School, rang 774 ABC and said:

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member is referring to copious notes,
so there is no point of order.
Mr PERTON — Some of the Traralgon South
portable classrooms are part of the 1000 that the
Auditor-General reported two years ago as needing to
be replaced immediately. Some are even older and
more decrepit. At least Traralgon South is a school with
fine scholastic standards and beautiful school
surrounds. It has a school council well led by president
Chris Madsen and principal Bruce Fulton, who is a

… the deteriorating condition of relocatable classrooms
presents risks in terms of learning environment for students
and may lead to excessive future maintenance costs.

Three things are important in running a school: one, the right
sort of personnel; two, rigour and discipline; three, facilities
provided to state schools are of excellent standards.

Ray Willis went on to say:
In all three areas the main culprits in allowing the standards to
drop have been the various state governments. They have
allowed the state system to run down to a second-rate system.
You have only to look at some of the results that are
appearing in VCE. You have only to look at the state of the
grounds, the state of the buildings and the number of
portables that are around these schools to realise why the
number of people are choosing private schools over state
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schools. Basically a number of schools have run down to the
point where people have lost confidence in the state system.

This commentary by Ray Willis is verified by
Professor Richard Tees, who is on a consultancy to the
state government, by Bob Birrell in his recent report, by
the Australian Council of Educational Research and by
the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development/United Nations Educational, Scientific
and Cultural Organisation/Program for International
Student Assessment study.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr PERTON — I understand why I am being
shouted at across the chamber, Acting Speaker. It is
because of members like the member for Melton, who
actually believes in social justice and who must hang
his head in shame at the deterioration of Victorian state
schools, and in particular, the Victorian state schools
not far from his electorate.
I return to the case of the Traralgon South Primary
School. Four generations of Traralgon South Primary
School students have been educated in portable
classrooms — classrooms that this government is trying
to get away with by recycling, repainting and moving to
another site. That is what the government calls
replacing portables: painting and moving. In 2002 the
Auditor-General said that 1000 of the portables —
18 per cent of the stock — should be junked
immediately. Did the government do anything in that
year? No! This year it says it is going to replace some
of those portables — only 600, so 60 per cent of them,
and only over four years — so 400 classrooms of
children will remain in schoolrooms that should have
been junked two years ago, and the rest of them may
have their rooms replaced over the next four years.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr PERTON — That is a very interesting
interjection from the member for Melton, because he
has been in Parliament long enough to remember that
one of the ways that Joan Kirner dealt with the financial
crisis of her government was to eliminate maintenance
of schools. By the time the Kennett government was
elected there was a $600 million backlog in schools.
We currently have a $300 million backlog, and you see
the result in rotting classrooms. There are 50 000
Victorian children in rotting classrooms, a result that
would be unacceptable in a Third World country, much
less in a wealthy society like ours.
In 2002 the Auditor-General, Wayne Cameron,
reported that upwards of $320 million in maintenance
funding would be required over a six-year period from
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2000–01 to bring Victorian state school facilities,
including portable relocatables, up to the required
standard. This budget year the government has
allocated only $60 million one-off; one-fifth of what is
required to bring the classrooms back to some
acceptable level, and it is a one-off budget allocation.
There is not even a continuing allocation!
Try explaining the following. I would love to take the
member for Melton to Gippsland South, and indeed the
parliamentary secretary should take the drive out to
Gippsland South, to say to that school community that
education is the no. 1 priority, because when you enter
the administration block you find that a pair of pliers is
required to switch on the heater. Fundraising money is
being used to repair heating and cooling and to replace
state-owned carpet. The school council president, Chris
Madsen, told us that he had a meeting with the Minister
for Education and Training at the time of the
community cabinet and that she said, ‘You have got
such nice trees and gardens, you don’t need any new
buildings’.
As Chris Madsen says, and I quote again, ‘Maintenance
funding is based on permanent buildings. As we have
none, we receive no funds’. The only building at
Traralgon South that is permanent is the toilet block.
When the minister was asked by journalists on
Friday — when she was in Gippsland but funnily
enough did not visit Traralgon South — she said, ‘I
can’t do everything at once, let me refer this to the
regional office’. Would you believe that the regional
office has not made contact with the school.
Let me read from a letter from Chris Madsen dated
10 May 2004 in which he accepts that invitation and
writes to the regional authorities asking for a meeting. I
quote this:
I also wish to seek clarification on funding allocated for the
Schoolyard Blitz program announced in the recent state
budget. It was believed that all schools were to receive funds
under this program; however, an article in the Latrobe Valley
Express last Thursday … indicated that only 17 schools in the
Latrobe Valley will be funded. Traralgon South and a number
of other rural primary schools are not listed.

Are they to miss out on this funding too? Are they to
miss out on permanent buildings and decent classrooms
They do not even get these additional programs
promised to everyone.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
There is too much audible conversation from the
government benches.
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Mr PERTON — Acting Speaker, they are shouting
because they do not have a clue.
The Minister for Education Services says at every
possible opportunity, ‘We are building new capital
works, therefore we do not have to provide maintenance
for the new ones’. Where did the minister go to school
that she gets this wrong?
How does the we-fund-capital-works-not-maintenance
theory work in practice? The answer is that it does not.
The existing capital stock needs to be continued so that
beside shiny new schools which have the benefit of
having a plaque stating ‘Opened by the minister’ are the
run down, shoddy, poorly maintained and badly eroded
portables, toilets and classrooms that have been defunded
in order to make way for the minister’s ribbon cutting
and good news stories.
As we all know, not every school is getting capital
works funding but every school in the state needs
maintenance money. The occupational health and
safety authorities are closely scrutinising the schools
and a number of state schools have already received
prohibition notices from the Victorian WorkCover
Authority — schools that have not been able to
undertake maintenance because they have not had the
funding to do so.
The people of Traralgon South have been patient. They
have for a long time been putting up with these portable
classrooms that are not good enough. They met the
minister at the community cabinet and she told them
they did not need new classrooms. When the journalists
challenged her she told them to go to the regional
authority. I make the commitment to the people of
Traralgon South that if this government does not meet
their needs — —
Ms Kosky — Misleading the Parliament!
Mr PERTON — The minister is shouting in the
Parliament, but I and the people of Traralgon South
would be grateful were the minister to get to her feet
now and make that commitment, instead of shouting at
me and abusing me for putting the case for Traralgon
South — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member for Doncaster, without
assistance.
Mr PERTON — The government has two years
until the next election, so I make the offer to the
minister to go to Traralgon South, make the
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commitment to replace those classrooms with
classrooms of an appropriate standard — permanent
classrooms — because if the government does not meet
the challenge for the people of Traralgon South, we will
after the election of 2006.

Federal budget: education
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to correct the record about who is and who is
not investing in education in Australia. For many young
people, yesterday the last glimmer of light went out on
their personal ambitions. It was snuffed out by Peter
Costello, the federal Treasurer, in his shameful
vote-buying exercise. It is all smoke and mirrors! We
see here today the member for Doncaster trying to
defend the indefensible with prancing, finger waving
and shouting but absolutely no policy for the future. He
should have a policy, and he should be telling his
federal counterparts that they should have a policy
about higher education in Australia, because what we
see is young people missing out on university and
TAFE institute places every year.
We see Victoria not getting its fair share. Our education
minister stands up to the federal Treasurer, but what
about the federal government’s state counterpart, the
Liberal Party in Victoria. Mr Costello will not even take
its phone calls, so we had better address the issues at
hand.
I will outline the facts and figures and talk about the
commonwealth expenditure on higher education and
TAFE places. I will give the house accurate figures that
will lay it all out before members. What we have seen is
commonwealth expenditure on higher education for the
period 1996–2003 increase from $4.56 billion to
$4.73 billion — just over 4 per cent in that seven years.
What we need is $72 million just to get back to where we
started. We have missed out on 6000 full-time university
places here in Victoria in the years 1996–2004, a cut of
5.4 per cent — more than any other state in Australia.
Twenty-two thousand eligible Victorians miss out on
university places every year. They are 22 000 people
who should be going to university and adding to the
knowledge base in Australia, but because of the
Howard government’s measly attitude they cannot get
there. The Howard government has shamefully
short-changed Victoria over recent allocations to
university places, providing us with less than 10 per
cent despite our population share of 25 per cent. I will
detail those figures in a moment.
Victoria has much higher year 12 completion rates
because of the good policies which the Bracks
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government has put in place and which are driven by
the Minister for Education and Training, who is at the
table. The minister has been forceful in putting those
policies into place, and she is doing a great job. But
what happens when they come up against the Howard
government? They are struck out.
We have a higher demand for tertiary places here in
Victoria because we know the value of higher
education. Yet we constantly see the commonwealth
reduce its share of available resources. The message is
clear. If you are a young person in Victoria, the Howard
government does not like you; it is not going to give
you a university place or a TAFE place. It is not going
to give Victorian young people their fair share.
I turn my attention to TAFE funding, because over the
period 1997–2002 the Victorian government’s funding
of TAFE increased from $400.2 million to
$570.3 million, or plus 42.5 percent. They are truly
amazing figures. What did we see from the Howard
government over the same time? Recurrent funding
decreased from $217.7 million to $214.2 million, or
minus 1.6 per cent. These are the cost-shifting measures
of the Howard government, and they are absolutely
shameful.
The 32 000 extra TAFE places in Victoria since 1999
have been provided for one reason and one reason
only — the increased efforts of the Bracks government.
In and around my area near Keilor we have certainly
seen those TAFE places increase, and they are of great
advantage to our young people.
The commonwealth’s contribution to TAFE recurrent
funding has declined from 24.7 per cent of the total in
1997 to 18.6 per cent in 2002. With the refusal of the
commonwealth to negotiate a new Australian National
Training Authority agreement that would provide real
growth funding, its contribution will plummet further.
Where is the member for Doncaster, the shadow
minister for education, who comes in here and prances
around saying how concerned he is about education?
Has he picked up the phone? No, he has not. He knows
the phone will not be answered, because John Howard
regards the Victorian Liberal Party as irrelevant.
I want to address some of the issues that the member
for Doncaster raised, because that will give a truer
picture of what has happened, rather than the fanciful
stuff that he talks about. Looking at state and
commonwealth funding for Victorian schools from
1998–99 to 2003–04, the total dollar and percentage
increases are as follows, and I hope the member for
Doncaster is listening: state funding has increased by
over $1.1 billion, or 37.8 per cent; commonwealth
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funding has increased by $121 million, or only 31.5 per
cent over the same period. The commonwealth
government does not care for Victorian young people;
it does not care for their future and does not care for
their education.
I want to focus on a couple of other issues and talk
about the budget measures that are impacting on our
schools, including the contributions of the Howard
government to the government sector and the private
sector, where we will see a vast difference. A Victorian
student at a government school will receive an
estimated average of $1074 per year compared to an
estimated $4846 for their counterpart in a
non-government school. We can see where the federal
Liberal government places its emphasis — it is on
making the rich schools richer at the expense of
Victoria. It is a fairly bleak picture for our young
people, with their unmet demand for higher education
places. We see a federal government that does not care.
I want to focus on some of the federal budget measures
impacting on schools. Consistent with the
commonwealth government media announcements on
12 March — and I can see some school students have
ducked in to hear me, because they are interested in
education — there is no real increase to Victorian
government schools in the budget above cost
indexation. The 5.3 per cent increase reflected in the
budget papers represents an estimated indexation based
on the average government school recurrent cost, which
in turn is based on average state increases in education
that occurred 18 months earlier. The increase to
non-government schools of 8.1 per cent — and this
backs up the dollar figures I just gave the house —
represents the combined effect of the continuation of
socioeconomic status (SES) funding for independent
schools and the movement of SES funding
arrangements into the Catholic school sector.
No Catholic school will receive less than 56.2 per cent
of the average government school recurrent cost, and
total general recurrent funding administered by
Catholic Education Commission Victoria will rise by
$362 million to an estimated $3.6 billion. Members can
see from those figures where those dollar figures have
come from, which I will repeat: a Victorian government
school student gets $1074 per year compared to $4846
for their counterparts in non-government schools. There
is an imbalance: the Howard government does not care
about students and the state government is doing well
for young people in Victoria.
Another thing I wanted to focus on is the national
distribution of replacement places. Taking the holistic
approach of 100 per cent in Australia — that is, 24 833

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 12 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

students — Victoria gets 2349, a total of 9.4 per cent
when we have 25 per cent of young people who should
have tertiary education.
What has the Howard government done? Has it got a
policy? It has one program, I think it is called Values
for Life Education. The budget talks about
$34.7 million over four years for values, civics and
citizenship. This initiative will provide every school in
Australia with $1600 to conduct forums in values and
drug education. This initiative will also provide funding
to 50 clusters of schools nationally and promote a
national framework for values and good practice in
values education.
So we have this program from the federal government
called Values for Life Education. I would like to see it
have some values. I would like to see the federal
government value our young people, our future, and
tertiary education, whether it be university or TAFE
places — but it does not. The fact, which is borne out
by the figures I referred to, is that it does not value the
education of young Victorian people because 22 000
eligible Victorians miss out every year.
What does that mean for our future? Each year 22 000
young people are not getting into the courses they want.
Their lives are altered forever by the uncaring,
unfinished programs of the Howard government. It is
22 000 now, but as we see young people make their
way in the world it is not only them who are missing
out; it is Australian society, particularly Victorian
society, which is missing out as a whole because when
young people are educated, when they go to university
or TAFE, it is not only education that is provided but
they bring something back into the community. They
bring a knowledge and a skills base to us. They are the
future of our state.
The member for Doncaster, instead of prancing around,
finger waving at our minister, would do well to sit
down and talk to the Howard government and to our
minister in a proactive way and to try to get the Howard
government to do something for our young people in
Victoria instead of slashing 22 000 places each year,
dashing the lives of 22 000 families with its uncaring
and unfeeling attitude. The Howard government stands
condemned for its uncaring attitude to the young people
of Victoria. I urge it in the future to try to commit some
funds to our young people. Rather than going around
like an automatic teller on a vote-buying exercise, it
should put the money into education and towards the
future for our young people.
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Hazardous waste: containment sites
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I grieve for the people
of Victoria and specifically the three communities who
are faced with a toxic waste containment facility:
Baddaginnie, Pittong and Tiega. Since the
announcement in 2003 these communities have
suffered financially and emotionally due to the
uncertainty of this decision. I know some members are
probably listening and wondering why I am raising this
issue again, and probably suggesting that it is time to
move on. My answer is that we cannot move on until
this issue is resolved.
The process that has been employed by Major Projects
Victoria has been less than satisfactory and the URS
consultancy that chose the three short-listed areas was,
in summary, disgraceful. I refer specifically to Tiega as
it is in my electorate.
The decision to base this facility on private land was an
error. The community at Tiega has been farming there
for generations. They have struggled through droughts,
corrupted world markets, banks and low commodity
prices — and they have survived. They fought in two
world wars and contributed significantly to their
community’s wellbeing as volunteers for the Country
Fire Authority, the State Emergency Service, Rural
Ambulance Victoria and a multitude of other
community services. They do not live in million-dollar
mansions that have sea views, but they are fiercely
proud of what they have achieved, and deservedly so.
These farms are their superannuation, their livelihood,
and they are not collectively for sale or available under
any circumstances for a toxic waste facility. To take
away a family’s home by compulsory acquisition
would be reprehensible, and it would certainly never be
forgotten by this community nor the people of Victoria.
I will be continuing to support the Tiega families, and
the other sites around Victoria, as will other members,
and will do everything I possibly can to prevent them
losing their homes and farms.
If anyone in this place thinks there will be an easy
resolution, they are very much mistaken. For example,
the Tiega families have publicly stated that no
government representatives will be allowed on their
land, nor will there be any environmental drilling or
assessment for any purpose. I can just envisage, if this
does go ahead, the television images in Melbourne of
farmers and their families being taken forcibly from
their land, and I do not think any government or any
member of this place would under any circumstances
view that as a desirable outcome.
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This region has some significant economic agricultural
outputs, as do the other two areas. We have grain,
prime Mallee land, citrus, table grapes and dried fruits
if you extend the area to the whole of Sunraysia. Every
minister and member who has visited this region can
attest to that. No matter how much spin is put on a toxic
waste containment facility, it will taint our image and
will affect our agricultural outputs. I do not believe this
risk is worth taking.
Another impact that has not been properly considered is
the negative perception created by an uncertain future.
Regional property values have been diminished
markedly, and some contracts for the sale of businesses
in Ouyen have already fallen through or not been
completed due to the fact that the future is somewhat
bleak. Affected Tiega families can no longer borrow,
sell or plan for their futures pending government action.
I acknowledge the Premier for a recent meeting he had
in this place with Bill and Colleen Morrish. I know he
has met with the Pittong group, but I am not sure about
the Violet Town group. The honourable member for
Benalla indicates he has not. The meeting between Bill
and Colleen was very productive and they were able to
firmly and clearly elaborate the impact it is having on
them and their neighbours who are faced with the same
possibility in the future. I acknowledge and thank the
Premier for making himself available. I am sure what
they had to say would have had an impact on his
perception of this decision. They are not the only
people to be considered. A large number of people in
the buffer zone will be equally affected badly.
There was an interesting development of recent times
when the Pittong group met with the Premier, which is
reported in the Weekly Times.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SAVAGE — I am told that I need to correct that
last statement: the Premier did meet with the Violet
Town farmers.
Peter Hunt says in an article in the Weekly Times of
28 April that the Premier has committed:
… to review the state government’s decision to exclude
4.55 million hectares of Crown land from the search for a
new toxic waste dump site.
Mr Bracks made the promise to Pittong farmers at a meeting
in Melbourne on Friday.

That is a very welcome change from what we have had
to this moment in time.
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I will refer to some of the other articles in the Weekly
Times of recent times, as there have been some
interesting changes. An article published on 10 March
had some interesting insight into how toxic waste is
managed at Lyndhurst in Victoria by SITA
Environmental Solutions. It states that Victoria
produces about 100 000 tonnes of B-class waste
annually, that 60 000 tonnes are taken to Lyndhurst and
that another 40 000 tonnes are taken to Tullamarine. It
states that at Lyndhurst this waste is stored in fully lined
containment cells. It states:
These cells consist of a 1-metre layer of compacted clay
overlaid with 2-millimetre-thick high-density polyethylene
(HDPE), overlaid with a layer of geosynthetic clay equivalent
to another metre of clay, and then another layer of
2-millimetre HDPE.

So this is not just something that is dumped in a hole in
the ground and covered with dirt — this is a significant
technical field. The article states that SITA estimated
that it would be able to operate for 20 years if its licence
were amended, even if Tullamarine closed in 2006. The
regional manager for SITA, Daniel Fyfe, was reported
as saying that the company could operate well beyond
2012. This tends to suggest to me that there is no
imperative that says we must make this decision today.
I acknowledge the fact that the state needs an
appropriate method of storing B-class toxic waste.
There is no doubt that if there were a suggestion that
somewhere in my electorate there was some Crown
land that needed to be looked at for this purpose, we
certainly would not welcome the decision — but it has
to go somewhere. Most people are pragmatic in this
view, as long as it is not concentrated on prime
agricultural land — as it has been to this moment —
which is in private ownership.
A development followed the appearance of the article
in the Weekly Times of 10 March. A letter was written
by the managing director of SITA Australia, Russell
Cooper, which backtracked quite significantly from the
position his company had taken as reported in the
Weekly Times of 10 March. I can conclude only that
this company did some reflection on the fact that that
article was not really in line with government policy
and that, as it is the major containment facility manager
in Australia, there was probably some suggestion that it
may have damaged its prospective contractual
arrangements in the future. This letter quite clearly said
that what had previously appeared in the paper under
Peter Hunt’s name was incorrect. I hope that is not the
case, because that would question the process even
further. It highlights the fact that there are management
strategies in place that allow for this material to
continue to be placed for some time to come.
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The other thing I have to say about this proposal is that
it does not have the support of anybody in my
electorate — not one person, not one community group,
not one economic board and not Ouyen Inc. It has been
universally rejected by the local government, by all
local members of Parliament, by Ouyen Inc. and by the
Mildura Rural City Council.
It is interesting to see some of the things that have been
said by members of my community who are affected.
Michael O’Callagahan, who is a very well-known
resident of Ouyen and who is a primary producer and
member of the Victorian Farmers Federation, was
quoted in the Sunraysia Daily of 14 November. The
article states:
… he feared any suggestion of a toxic waste dump existing in
the Mallee could destroy Australian and overseas markets for
local produce.
…
Mr O’Callagahan said the brand Prime Mallee Lamb had
been registered in 1996 to promote Ouyen as a major prime
lamb selling centre.

The economic output represented by this organisation is
quite significant, it is quite unique and it certainly
would not be enhanced by any proposed toxic waste
facility.
Bill Morrish and his wife are farmers who stand to lose
their home and most of their farm. Bill said after the
announcement was made:
… they were shell shocked.
It’s worse than a death in the family. It’s the death of all our
futures.

Graham Wakefield, another farmer in that region who
stands to lose his property, reiterated those concepts and
those statements.
A number of meetings have been held in Ouyen since
the announcement was made, and one was addressed
by Harry Van Moorst. I remember Harry Van Moorst
from back in the 1970s. He was a political activist, and
I could never ever envisage myself being present at a
public meeting and listening to Harry Van Moorst. I
have to say that I found Harry Van Moorst quite an
impressive character, and I have reflected on my
previous assessment of his capabilities. He spoke with a
great deal of knowledge; he was very reasonable and he
put a perspective that many people had not considered.
He has now been employed by groups representing the
three sites to look at alternatives, and some funding has
been placed in his possession by the Mildura Rural City
Council. This is not necessarily the role of local
communities; it is really the role of government and the
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Department of Infrastructure to get it right in the first
place and to make sure they have done the job properly.
On the day the Victorian Farmers Federation rally was
held outside this Parliament I presented a petition to the
Parliament containing 6953 signatures that were lodged
by citizens from my electorate — nearly 7000 people.
That is quite a significant number of people, and if
members in this place were faced with 7000 people in
their electorates saying, ‘We don’t want you to do
something, or else you could face some electoral
outcomes’, most of us would take some notice. We do
live in a democracy, and when you combine those
figures with petitions from the other areas, it is quite a
significant number of people, so I urge the revisiting of
this issue by the government.
The ultimate perspective on this issue — I will
conclude on this point — is that a government needs to
take into account all the factors that apply when it takes
away a person’s private land, their livelihood and their
future. It should be done only under very extreme
circumstances, and on this occasion it has not been
done within those parameters. I urge the government to
make a quick decision on this issue, to abandon the
three short-listed sites and to lift this dark cloud that is
hanging over these three communities.

Federal budget: outcomes
Mr LONEY (Lara) — I grieve today for Victorians
who have failed to get a fair share out of the federal
budget. Put simply, this federal budget delivered last
night has failed to address the most needy in our
community while it has distributed considerable
largesse to those who are already well off. Victorians
waiting to see if they were going to get a fair share out
of the Howard-Costello government have once again
been dudded. Victoria, with 25 per cent of Australia’s
population and 26 per cent of the nation’s economic
activity, will receive only 21 per cent of the untied
grants — dudded! Victoria will subsidise other states
next year by $1.8 billion, or the equivalent of $350 for
every person living in Victoria — we have been
dudded!
Victoria will receive only 22 per cent of the special
purpose payments; it has again been dudded by Howard
and Costello. It is true that Victoria’s payments from
the commonwealth have this year increased to
$11 billion. However, if Victoria were getting a fair
share out of the commonwealth government it would be
getting $15 billion. We have been dudded once again.
Given that Victoria is receiving far less than its fair
share, you would think that what is being allocated
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would actually be directed to the neediest in our
community, but it is not. This budget contains no
support at all for jobs and the economy and no tax relief
for low-income earners, and there is nothing in it to
make housing more affordable. What a contrast that is
to the Victorian budget, delivered only a week ago,
which focuses on those very things — housing
affordability and concessions for low-income earners to
ensure they are able to get through. We see none of this
in the Howard-Costello budget. It is no wonder that the
conservative economics commentator Terry McCrann
from the Herald Sun rated this budget only 6 out of 10
this morning on 3AW.

major road projects in Victoria. It tells us instead that
announcements will be made in the Auslink package in
one month’s time. Why not announce them on budget
night?

I want to have a look at the effect of the tax cuts on the
people of Lara. While we know that John Howard and
Peter Costello will get considerable tax cuts as a result
of the budget delivered last night, how will the people
in my electorate go? I have looked at the Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures from the last census to see
how many people in my electorate are going to receive
these tax cuts. In my electorate I have 3171 out of
43 345 taxpayers who are on $52 000 or better per year,
so only 7.3 per cent of the people in my electorate will
get a tax cut from Howard and Costello. Ninety-two
per cent of my electorate will not get this so-called
generous tax cut!

The Prime Minister is a master of this approach; he has
been doing it in Geelong for some months. He has
made two visits over the last few months, and he did
not meet with the community during either of them. But
again, what was he saying? He said, ‘We will look at it,
perhaps in the future we might be able to’. Again, he
was just teasing things out.

In some ways it gets even worse if you have a look at
the break down by gender. Men do relatively better
than women in my electorate: 12.6 per cent of males get
a tax break from Howard and Costello and
87.4 per cent of males miss out, but only 2.2 per cent of
women who earn an income in my electorate will get a
tax break — therefore 97.8 per cent of women who
earn an income will not. Yet we have Howard and
Costello running around today proclaiming what a
wonderful deal this is.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr LONEY — I hear the member for Brighton.
She is evidently quite happy that 97.8 per cent of
women in my electorate will not get a tax break.
This is a budget that has clearly thrown away the future
of low-income families for the future of the
government. The only future that this budget has
focused on is the future of the Howard-Costello
government — or perhaps it will be the
Costello-Howard government, who knows? It is a
budget of bribes; it is a shameless charter of cynicism.
Nowhere is this more evident than in the approach to
infrastructure — particularly the funding of the
roads — which is an issue of vital importance in my
region. This budget statement does not commit to any

There is only one reason you could come up with, and
it is again a case of playing for the election, playing
politics with road funding. This is about giving
flexibility for the election coming up; play with the
regions and with the people for a bit longer; tease,
tease, tease; hold out all across the place — and say,
‘Yes, this infrastructure may come to you’ — for just a
bit longer.

Funding for the Geelong ring-road, a $190 million
commitment, should have been announced in last
night’s federal budget. The Internet site
geelonginfo.com, the online site of the Geelong
Advertiser, reported the mayor of Geelong as saying
that Geelong’s planned ring-road promised a better
economic return than many projects that the
commonwealth had already funded. He is also reported
as saying that the region is asking for the equivalent of
$50 million per year over four years for a road project
which promises to return a net benefit to the community
of between $1 billion and $2 billion.
The Internet site says that according to the green paper
on Auslink, already released by government, the
principal objective of the new transport plan is to foster
sustainable economic growth and improve transport
links at national and regional levels. Given that the
Geelong ring-road meets all of these criteria, why was it
not announced last night? These are the federal
government’s own funding guidelines, so why hold it
up?
The case for joint funding of this road between the state
and federal governments is compelling. I remind the
house that in last week’s budget this government
committed its half share of the funding; it has now
committed $190 million to the Geelong ring-road.
The case for federal funding is compelling. When we
look at that case we see that the Geelong ring-road will
significantly improve the Princes Highway, otherwise
known as Australia’s highway no. 1. We have been told
by various parliamentarians that this is not a road of
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national importance. If highway 1, the nation’s premier
road, does not qualify as a road of national importance,
then I suggest it is not the case that is wrong, it is the
guidelines that are wrong, and the federal government
needs to address them. On another occasion we were
told that these roads had to link capital cities. The last
time I looked at an atlas, highway 1 linked just about
every capital in the country. I do not know what atlas
the federal government is using.
The Geelong ring-road will improve the efficiency of
the south-west region’s most important transport hub.
The port of Geelong, for those who did not know, is the
sixth-largest port in Australia in terms of the tonnage
shipped through it. Geelong is the transport hub for the
entire south-west region of Victoria, and the Geelong
ring-road will not purely benefit Geelong but will
benefit population centres throughout the region,
including Colac, Warrnambool, Portland, and Mount
Gambier in South Australia.
Geelong also acts as a gateway for the shipment of
products from south-western manufacturing and
primary producing centres from Colac and beyond.
Much of this produce is transported either to the port of
Geelong or through Geelong to the port of Melbourne.
This includes varied products such as dairy, raw glass
materials, fuel, woodchips, timber products, and many
others.
The Geelong ring-road will also service the most
popular tourist region in Victoria outside Melbourne.
One of those areas that is now iconic in terms of
Australian tourism is the Great Ocean Road. The
Geelong–Otway tourism region includes the Great
Ocean Road, one of the world’s most spectacular
drives; but getting to and from it at the moment, as
many people in the house would know, particularly late
on a Friday afternoon or on a long weekend, is
becoming increasingly difficult.
The Geelong ring-road will improve the appalling
safety record on one of the Geelong region’s most
heavily trafficked routes. In 2002 Geelong had the
highest number of people killed in road crashes out of
the 78 municipalities in Victoria. Between 1998 and
2002 there were 2834 crashes in which someone was
killed or injured on roads in Geelong. On the section of
the Princes Highway that would be bypassed by the
Geelong ring-road there were 642 accidents involving a
fatality or an injury. In this period 13 people lost their
lives.
Using the federal government’s own accident cost
calculation, Geelong’s road crashes have cost the
community $446 million between 1998 and 2002. That
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is more than the cost of building the ring-road. In the
same period, crashes on the section of the Princes
Highway between Corio and Waurn Ponds have cost
$66 million. The safety aspects alone make a fairly
compelling case for having this road built. The saving
of lives and the saving of people from being maimed is
one aspect that we should put some priority on.
Of course there are other reasons for wanting this road.
When it is built it will reduce greenhouse emissions in
the region by up to 14 per cent. This is another very
important consideration for our community at a time
when we are focused on trying to behave more
environmentally responsibly. It is a very important
consideration.
The Geelong ring-road will also service the fastest
growing residential area in Victoria. Parts of our region
are not just growing, they are galloping along, so the
demand for this infrastructure increases all the time.
This road will also save millions of dollars for industry
and the community by reducing travel time. It will
make travelling through the region more efficient.
Current travel times for the section of the Princes
Highway between Corio and Waurn Ponds range from
18 minutes in ideal conditions to about 1 hour at peak
times, as I would suspect many people in this house
know. That is up to 1 hour to travel just 20 kilometres,
while encountering some 29 sets of traffic lights on the
way. In contrast, travel time on the ring-road is
estimated to be some 13 minutes at freeway speed. The
length of the Geelong ring-road will be 21.5 kilometres
with no traffic lights, so we can get rid of those 29 sets
of lights.
On average 45 000 vehicles and approximately
3500 heavy vehicles a day use the north-south route
through Geelong. The Geelong ring-road will also
deliver significant cost savings, estimated at $2 per trip,
while industrial vehicles could save as much as
$100 per return trip. I should acknowledge that the
information and statistics I have been using were
compiled by the City of Greater Geelong as part of its
fantastic campaign to win this road.
Question agreed to.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget outcomes, 2002–03
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — This is a report of
some 590 pages with 106 recommendations, so it is
quite voluminous. It is an important document that is a
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report back to Parliament on the outcomes of
departmental activities during 2002–03. The basis of
the document is the responses by ministers,
departments and presiding officers to questions raised
by the committee. I want to focus on the outcomes and
on the recommendations and comments of the
committee on the key pillars of the Bracks government
in health, education and community safety. How is the
government travelling in these vital areas?
In terms of health, I want to talk about
recommendation 6.11 on page 200 of the report. That
key finding on Human Services states:
The number of people presenting to hospital emergency
departments exceeded 993 600 in 2002–03, 11.8 per cent
higher than expected.

The reasons for that are contained in the department’s
comments in responding to questions raised by the
committee and include the continuing growth of an
ageing population, reduced access to general
practitioners and falling levels of bulk-billing in general
practice. As we heard earlier in the grievance debate,
there is nothing in last night’s federal budget to deal
with the decreasing levels of bulk-billing GPs.
Key finding 6.12 states:
The increase in funding through the hospital demand
management strategy has been effective in reducing the
incidence of ambulance bypasses and waiting times in
hospital emergency departments.

I will list some of the details behind this key finding.
The department advised the committee on performance
outcomes that included such things as a decrease in the
incidence of hospital bypasses from 3529 in 2000–01 to
1541 in 2001–02, which was a decrease of 56 per cent.
The report notes a continuing decline in hospital
bypasses in 2002–03 to only 1089, a further 29 per cent
reduction. It goes on to say that the proportion of
patients admitted within 12 hours increased from 85 per
cent in 2001–02 to 87 per cent in 2002–03, which was a
further 10 444 patients. There are over 4000 equivalent
full-time nurses, which is an addition of almost
630, and a 6.4 per cent increase in patients treated.
The report goes on to say that the committee welcomes
the increase in the number of patients treated in public
hospitals. Recommendation 43 states that the
Department of Human Services should:
… continue to report annually on the effectiveness of projects
implemented under the hospital demand management
strategy …

I will refer to a couple of key findings in terms of
education. Firstly, some 934 additional staff were
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appointed in 2002–03. Another key finding in terms of
expenditure on capital projects, key finding 5.8, shows
an amount of $185.1 million, excluding funds from the
Growing Victoria fund. We see that there is an increase
in staff and an increase in expenditure on capital. Key
finding 5.10 shows that:
The Department of Education and Training achieved its
targeted reduction of average class sizes in prep–year 2 —

from 22.4 to 21.8, and in years 3 to 6 from 25.2 to 24.8.
Improvements in teacher-student ratios at primary and
secondary levels and the retention rate for students in
years 10 to 12 were also achieved. So there were major
improvements in both health and education.
In terms of community safety, the key theme was the
impact of the bushfires and the extra cost of
$106 million to tackle them. The committee was
advised that additional staff were employed to combat
the fires, and the committee urged that the Esplin
inquiry’s recommendations be implemented.

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE
Amphetamine and party-drug use
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I want to speak on the
inquiry into the use of amphetamines and party drugs in
Victoria. It was my clear intention to move on and talk
about the recommendations in this report, until I read
the Legislative Council Daily Hansard for Thursday,
6 May, in which I noted that our chairman had taken a
swipe at the minority report. I am not sure whether that
was appropriate or not, but it is very important to make
sure that the record is accurate.
The issue between the Liberal Party and Labor Party
members on the committee seems to centre around the
police submission to the committee. I refer to the
Hansard committee transcript of 10 November 2003, in
which the member for Mornington very clearly asked
the police officer, Superintendent Ditchburn, about the
reference to both the written submission and the
evidence we were about to hear — that is, the final
submission in writing and the evidence they were going
to give. The member for Mornington made it very clear
that he wanted to know whether there had been any
alteration to that particular report.
Some minutes later I asked:
Superintendent Ditchburn, whose decision was it to pull
certain answers out of your draft responses, and how does that
process work?
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I thought that was a very fair question at the time. We
wanted to know what had happened to the initial draft
response and what had been altered in it, which was
clearly different to what the member for Mornington
had asked with regard to the final report. I asked that
question, the member for Narracan made a comment
and the chair made a comment. I wanted an answer to
the question I had put about the draft response, but in
the end the police never got a chance to answer the
question about the draft report because the chair
answered on behalf of the police and then ruled my
question out of order. It needs to be made very clear
that my question about the draft response and how the
process worked with regard to alterations was never
answered at any time, because the question was ruled
out of order.
I refer to an email from Paul Ditchburn, who gave
evidence on that particular day, to Brett Curran, who is
the liaison officer to the police chief. He says in his
very disturbing email:
On Friday, 24 October 2003, I was advised by Ms Marisa De
Cicco, Department of Justice (DoJ), that it is unlikely that
DoJ support will be received for the legal/policy matters
raised in our submission but that the matter concerning drug
testing kits was possibly not an issue. She also had concerns
about how we had sought approval, suggesting that the dates
should not have been discussed with the DCPC until approval
was given.

The email continues:
In view of the Department of Justice response and therefore
lack of DPC clearance, I have advised the DCPC secretariat
that Victoria Police will not be attending on Monday. I have
suggested that if they wish a Victoria Police response in
relation to drug testing kits, we may be able to arrange that at
a later date.

We have very clear evidence from this freedom of
information letter that the Department of Justice was
not going to allow Victoria Police to proceed because it
had not received a clearance on legal and policy
matters — in other words, Victoria Police was not able
to proceed with policy matters which it wanted to
proceed with.
What is even more disturbing is the email that noted
Superintendent Paul Ditchburn’s conversation with Ken
Latta, where he says:
A hearing to the same committee for Monday, 27 October
2003, was cancelled due to non-receipt of DPC approval
under the guidelines. A heavily censored version may now
proceed — I am awaiting a response from Sandy Cook,
secretary to the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee …

In other words we have one email saying that the
Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Department
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of Justice have not approved the submission, and
secondly, we have the police officer complaining to his
superior that they will have to send a heavily censored
version of their submission. The report the committee
received was not the report that was initially intended
for the committee, and we ask the government to
address this important issue.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I had intended
spending my entire 5 minutes on this outstanding and
excellent report. I commend all members of the
committee, including the National and Liberal Party
members for their work in preparing this report.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
I interrupt the member to ask him to indicate which
report he is referring to.
Mr MAXFIELD — I apologise, Acting Speaker, I
am speaking to the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee report into amphetamines and party-drug
use. It is an excellent report, and we should not let it be
overshadowed by the attempts to suggest there was
interference in the submission put forward by Victoria
Police. We have heard a litany of details regarding what
may or may not have been said, but the facts are that
under oath the police officer said the submission in its
original form was presented to the committee.
What the committee got was a submission prepared by
Victoria Police. It did not get a censored report, and it
did not get an altered report. It may be that there were
variations and discussions about what they wanted to
put in it within the Department of Justice and Victoria
Police, but the police, under oath, stated at the hearing
that the submission was submitted in its original form.
We know now that under oath the police said there was
no censored, doctored or substantially varied report. It
was presented in its original form. It is really
disappointing to see the attempt to create a story out of
nothing. We know what the police submitted was not
altered and nothing that any Liberal Party member of
this chamber can say can prove otherwise. Under oath
the police said it was the original report.
Let us get back to the real substance of the report. There
has been a view within the community to regard
amphetamines and party drugs as all right drugs that are
not as bad as heroin or cocaine — the sorts of drugs
that, perhaps, professional or semiprofessional people
could deal with or could go to a party with and engage
in some drug taking with no real impact or effect. One
of the things I certainly learnt as we went through the
inquiry was the dangers and risks associated with drug
use. We have to make sure we dispel the myth that
so-called party drugs are safe drugs. These drugs are
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manufactured illegally, so there are high variations in
quality — and what makes up those drugs? You may
reasonably safely take a drug one night but the next day
the same drug could make you lapse into a coma and
kill you.
We must consider the effects these drugs have on
people. In a lot of cases the effects are worse than some
of the heroin and cocaine types of drugs. A heroin user
may inject himself with the product and sit in a corner
and dream of a beautiful world, but the problem with
some of these other drugs we are now dealing with is
that they change the behaviour of the person — they
make them very hyperactive, dangerous and very
violent. Drug workers are now seeing an increase in
these drugs and are reporting greater physical risks for
the people dealing with these drug users. The users can
be very excitable, very active and can engage in very
risky behaviour, whereas many heroin users do not.
We need to dispel the myth that in some way these
party drugs are less of a risk or danger. It is important
through the recommendations of the report that we
work these issues through the media. We need to train
medical staff so they understand the risks associated
with party drugs. It is important that the organisers of
rave and dance parties are aware of the potential risks
and effects.
Recently I noticed with GHB — gamma
hydroxybutyrate — there was an attempt in the party
scene to highlight the real dangers of the drug because
there are fine tolerances between a dose from which a
person can survive and a dose from which a person can
overdose and be placed in serious risk. These are the
sorts of issues that the inquiry dealt with — and they
were dealt with very well by all members of the
committee. It is a little disappointing that there has been
some dissension about submissions and the report
because we should not underestimate the importance of
the report.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — The report of the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee on the use of
amphetamines and party drugs in Victoria is wide and
comprehensive. I think I can rightly claim on behalf of
the committee that it is a groundbreaking report, and is
one that definitely should be on the must read list of
every member of this house. One would hope that it is
on the must read list of anyone who is either connected
with or interested in the issue of drugs and drug taking.
There are a large number of recommendations in the
report, and it is impossible for any member of the
committee to comment on the entire range of those
recommendations in the 5 minutes available to

Wednesday, 12 May 2004

members, but I want to touch on one or two and I will
refer to one that strikes close to home as far as my
electorate is concerned. I direct to the attention of the
house the recommendation of the committee that
random drug testing of security personnel be
undertaken by police on a regular basis. This was
touched upon in a debate in this house yesterday, and
indeed it may well be seen by members that perhaps the
recommendation of the committee does not go far
enough, but I will leave that for future comment by
members who may well take that on board.
I want to touch on the recommendation that the
government initiate the introduction of retractable
single-dose syringes. This is an important health
initiative the government needs to take on board
immediately. We are all well aware from reading
reports, almost on a daily basis in the media, of the
transfer of diseases such as HIV/AIDS and hepatitis C
from person to person by the multiple use of syringes.
This is not a new thing and is something that has been
around for quite a long time. There have been calls by
various people, by members of Parliament and people
in the community, for the introduction of retractable
single-dose syringes by the government in its needle
exchange program. Indeed there does not really need to
be a needle exchange program at all if retractable
single-dose syringes are part of the policy and the
program of the government.
I understand there is a cost factor involved, but surely
the cost factor of dealing with people who contract
severe diseases — death-dealing diseases — through
the multiple use of syringes should be taken into
account when one considers the question of retractable
single-dose syringes. I urge the government to take that
on board because it is very important.
In the short time left to me I want to deal with the issue
I referred to earlier as having had an impact on my
electorate, as it has no doubt had on many other
members’ electorates. That is the question of drink
spiking. The committee has recommended that
drink-spiking should be declared a serious crime and
carry very heavy penalties. I welcome the comments
made by the Minister for Health to the media that the
committee’s proposals would be considered by the
government and her comment that to spike somebody’s
drink is a terrible thing to do. I note that the Victorian
manager of VIVAIDS, Jill Meade, said in a comment to
the media and as reported in the Age of 6 May, that:
… drink spiking was most often related to sexually predatory
behaviour.
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That is what most of us would believe, but it appears
that it might not be so. The terrible case of a constituent
of mine, Isabel Kenton, a 21-year-old aged care nurse
who died after her drink was spiked after a night out
with friends at a Mornington hotel, would appear not to
have been a sexually predatory action but a joke by
some people she was acquainted with, perhaps friends,
who thought it might be funny to spike her drink. You
do not actually have to spike drinks with a substance or
drug; you can also spike people’s drinks by doubling
the dose, giving them a big burst of vodka or something
else in their drinks. This can have terrible effects. In the
case of Isabel Kenton, it killed her. Therefore, the
recommendation of the committee that this should be a
serious crime carrying heavy penalties should be taken
on board immediately by the government.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates, 2003–04
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — The report that I
would like to refer to is that of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee on the 2003–04 budget estimates
and the impact that that report has had on the current
budget papers. I refer particularly to
recommendation 65 where the committee requested
that the Department of Treasury and Finance build on
the work undertaken to date to improve its performance
measures and develop further performance information
of a qualitative nature to provide more detailed
information on whether government outcomes were
achieved.
The work of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee has been taken seriously by the government
and the Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF).
Witness to that are the budget papers that were
presented to this Parliament only a week ago. I contrast
the transparency of our government with the fact that
the federal government takes a totally different
approach. The budget papers that were presented to this
Parliament set out for the first time ever, particularly in
budget paper 3, discontinued outputs and/or measures.
The request for that had been put to previous
governments by previous PAECs. This government
decided to accept that recommendation and has given
the Parliament information on discontinued outputs and
measures.
Many people think that governments discontinue
measures and outputs because they are self-conscious
about the results. That is far from the truth when you
look at our budget papers. In appendix D of budget
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paper 3 the discontinued outputs and/or measures for
the government’s highest priority — education — or its
other key priority — health — show that the
government has delivered high-quality education
services to the citizens of Victoria as has been the case
in health.
In our early years, in the area of children accessing
distance education at the primary levels, the target was
365, and the expected outcome is meeting that
anticipated target. In the middle years we have also got
distance education figures coming in extremely well. If
we want to look at correspondence from the minister
we find that there has been a considerable output there
above the actual for 2002–03 of 8530. We are looking
at in the vicinity of the 12 000 pieces of correspondence
prepared for the minister. I am sure the minister feels as
if she is being drowned under the wonderful volume of
correspondence she is getting, saying, ‘Job well done;
pass it on to the Premier that education as this
government’s top priority is endorsed by the citizens of
the state’.
In the department of health discontinued performance
measures we have outlined in budget paper 3 how the
2003–04 figure for targeted hospital-in-the-home bed
days was 150 000. The expected outcome is 160 000.
So you can go through the measures outlined in budget
paper 3.
In the short time available I just want to also refer to
page 8 of budget paper 2 where the GST grants and the
special purpose payments are outlined. That is a
welcome initiative of the DTF and the Treasurer. I
contrast that with the unprecedented move by the
federal Treasurer where he refused access in Melbourne
last night at the commonwealth bookshop to any of the
budget papers. People had to trawl through the Internet
with great difficulty. Congratulations, Treasurer!

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE
Amphetamine and party-drug use
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I want to speak on
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee report
entitled Inquiry into Amphetamine and Party Drug Use
in Victoria. I congratulate the members of the
committee over two parliaments on some 700 pages in
the report. They have made a huge effort but I think
they have only just touched the surface. This is an issue
which is going to dominate. There is so much more that
we can digest from both this report and from
subsequent reports. There are a lot of recommendations.
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Much of this report focuses on harm minimisation, and
I understand that. But there is a sense in the community
that a focus on harm minimisation tends to normalise
drug use as a part of our way of life. That in itself is
unfortunate — not the harm minimisation but the sense
of normalisation. For example, recommendation 57 of
the report on party drug use talks of managing that use.
Again I can understand that in the context of the
particular recommendations, but I want to focus on a
couple of aspects to do with prevention and education
at the front end of the spectrum.
I will focus, firstly, on educating young people about
the nature of the harm that comes with such drug use,
and in particular the link to mental illness, an area
which I believe has been suppressed for far too long.
There is often discussion — certainly in this and other
reports — about parallel diagnosis, dual diagnosis and
co-morbidity. I accept that those are legitimate
propositions when it comes to drug use. Those terms
suggest that people with mental illness are inclined to
use drugs. I want to focus on the alternative to parallel
diagnosis, which is the notion of a serial link between
drug use and subsequent mental illness, and not
necessarily an immediate subsequent mental illness.
This is a link that is far too often ignored, and it is time
to make that link explicit to the community. Drug use
causes mental illness. You have only to ask the parents,
other family members and the friends of the people
who have been involved. They know there is a link.
They know there is a problem that we have to deal
with. Mental illness is a result of drug use. It is life
changing, it is often permanent and it often involves
recurring psychosis.
Drug use at parties — amphetamines and party
drugs — is a game of Russian roulette. It is dangerous
to dabble. In the past I have made representations on
this issue to VicHealth and others, and I have urged
VicHealth to follow up with research. I was
disappointed that VicHealth was not able to make a
submission to the committee on this count.
I note the quote from Gowing et al on page 137 of the
report:
… MDMA-induced psychotic episodes may be more
common than otherwise thought.

A similar comment on page 136 states:
Overall, on the basis of animal and human data, it would
appear that brain damage is largely irreversible and does not
depend on an extensive history of MDMA use.

For me that is very significant. We need an all-out
assault on this, and we need the research to be done. I
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refer to suggestions elsewhere in the report that more
research is needed on serial linkage.
Recommendation 47, mentioned earlier by the member
for Mornington, is about mandatory testing of security
personnel. That is an interesting area. At the moment
we have testing regimes for driving, whether it be for
alcohol or, soon, for drugs; for police — whether it is
enforced I am not in a position to know; for pilots; and
in other specialist industries. But it is not enough for us
to look just at the elite or specialist industries. At the
moment we look to our athletes to endure fairly heavy
drug-testing regimes. Those who cross the line, even by
using drugs that are legal but are out of the sporting
regime, suffer significant consequences. I note that the
Australian Football League recently announced a drug
policy. I applaud the AFL for that, and I also applaud
Brisbane captain, Michael Voss, who is quoted in last
Sunday’s Age as saying:
I support totally the policy of drug testing 365 days a year.

There is room for mandatory testing and legitimising
that as a means of addressing this problem.

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — I am pleased to
make a brief contribution in support of the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. Earlier this morning I
made a contribution in relation to the federal budget. It
is interesting that I certainly could not heap the praise
on the budget delivered last night by the federal
Treasurer, Peter Costello, that I intend to heap on this
budget.
This budget shows strong financial management, but it
also delivers in real and practical terms the services that
people need in their day-to-day-lives. They are the
services we all rely on, no matter where we live or what
we do for a living. On that basis I am pleased to support
the budget. I will focus on a couple of issues that
directly affect my local community and talk a little
about health spending as well.
Dealing with initiatives that support my local
community, I was interested on Monday to visit with
the member for Clayton the Springvale police station.
As part of its election promises in 2002 the government
committed $9.5 million to rebuild the station, which is
currently on two sites, by putting it on one site, thereby
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facilitating room for an additional 17 police officers and
far better working conditions for the Springvale police
who service the entire southern half of the Mulgrave
electorate. Last week’s state budget delivers
$3.8 million for the site selection stage — stage 1 of
that very important commitment of $9.5 million — as
well as for other important work, so that is a very
important issue for my local community.
On Friday of last week I was pleased to visit with the
member for Dandenong and the member for Narre
Warren South the Dandenong Hospital, which will
receive some $15 million from the state budget for the
continuation of stage 2 of its redevelopment. This will
enable the full completion of stage 2, right up to the
fit-out of the four-storey addition — an important step
forward in health infrastructure in the south-east, in my
local area. That $15 million allows for 72 extra beds,
two new operating theatres, a new pre-operative area
and the refurbishment of the coronary care unit. This is
practical, good news for my local community and
represents a great step forward delivered in full.
This health funding for Dandenong Hospital comes as
part of a record $2 billion investment in our health and
hospital system. I will go into detail about the key
elements of that $2 billion boost. In terms of financial
sustainability and the base pricing package, this budget
delivers $95 million as an ongoing injection into the
funding base for our hospitals and health services. The
budget also establishes an enhanced indexation
arrangement for non-salary items — for instance,
hospital consumables. We know that the cost of those
runs beyond the normal inflation rate at the new,
enhanced indexation rate of 4.8 per cent. This amounts
to a total financial sustainability package of some
$1.6 billion, which is a massive investment to readjust
the financial position of hospitals at that base pricing
level. This is about their sustainability moving forward
and about their ability to treat more patients and provide
better care.
Going on from that, this boost includes the continuation
of the successful hospital demand management strategy
and of this government’s proud record in relation to
capital investment. There is $334.25 million in new
capital initiatives, delivering hand over fist in terms of
capital and our election commitments from 2002. There
is funding for projects such as a $60 million elective
surgery centre at the Alfred and an $11 million cancer
treatment centre at the Latrobe Regional Hospital —
and the list goes on and on. It is about important capital
investment right across the state. There is also funding
for super clinics, for instance, in Lilydale, Melton and
Craigieburn. As I said, the list goes on and on.
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I conclude my brief remarks with some comments
about ambulance policy, over which I have some
oversight. A total of $5 million will go towards new
stations at Ballan, Brimbank, Broadmeadows, Geelong,
Glen Iris and Kangaroo Flat, and $900 000 will go to
Maryborough. There is $2.5 million for Rural
Ambulance Victoria vehicle replacements, involving
22 new vehicles. There is $1.6 million to support our
local communities, including the growth in provision of
free transport for pensioners, and there is a
$10.1 million adjustment for the loss of PBI (public
benevolent institution) status. Again the list goes on and
on. It is another proud record of investment.
This is a great budget for health and a great budget for
my local community. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — I am delighted
to also speak briefly in support of the budget. I
congratulate the Treasurer, the Premier and the
government on bringing down an outstanding budget
which puts families first. There are so many important
initiatives in this budget that will benefit all Victorians
that it is quite difficult to restrict one’s comments to just
a few.
The budget continues to deliver in the key areas of
health and education. It is also a budget that continues
the sound financial management for which this
government is renowned, and it maintains a healthy
surplus of $545 million in 2004–05. This budget puts
Victorian families first and it delivers for the people of
my electorate of Ferntree Gully. It delivers more
affordable housing through a $5000 first home owners
grant for homes costing up to $500 000. This is in
addition to the abolition of duty on mortgages from
1 July this year.
The budget continues the important work of improving
and strengthening our health and education systems.
Another 250 additional teachers will be provided over
four years at a cost of $62 million. This is on top of the
almost 5000 extra teachers and staff we have already
put back into schools since 1999. Also, $74 million of
extra funding is being provided to increase the
education maintenance allowance to assist the most
needy families with schooling expenses. We are also
providing $60 million of additional school maintenance
funding, which is being welcomed by the schools in my
electorate.
In addition to our enormous investment in school
infrastructure since coming to office, we are building
another 7 new schools, replacing and rebuilding
4 others, and upgrading another 65 schools and TAFE
facilities through the state.
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In my electorate of Ferntree Gully, Kent Park Primary
School will receive $1.45 million for an upgrade of the
school facilities. This school had been seeking an
upgrade of its facilities from the previous government
for many years, but without any success, and I am
pleased to report to the house that the school and the
community are absolutely delighted with the Bracks
government for funding stage 1 of its upgrade in this
budget. This will provide for a new staff administration
area and a multipurpose room as well as refurbishing
the library, general purpose classroom, canteen, first aid
room, staff and student toilets. These are much-needed
upgrades to the school’s facilities and the school
community has been celebrating the announcement
ever since last week’s budget.
The Schoolyard Blitz program will deliver a small grant
of $5500 to Ferntree Gully Primary School in my
electorate for schoolyard improvements. This is also
greatly appreciated by the school — a small amount of
money which will make a big difference to the
schoolyard environment for students at this school.
The budget also extends the Bracks government’s
proud record of investment in road safety initiatives
which have lead to the lowest road toll on record. The
$130 million Transport Accident Commission program
will see dangerous roads upgraded. Recently I raised in
this house the urgent need to upgrade and duplicate
Wellington Road between Taylors Lane and Napoleon
Road. This road has been unable to cope with the
volumes of traffic for some considerable time. I am
absolutely delighted that $9.3 million has been
allocated for the duplication of Wellington Road under
this program. This stretch of road has a considerable
accident history, with 42 casualty crashes over the last
five years. This piece of road is clearly in urgent need
of attention, and I am pleased to report the people of
Rowville are thrilled with the upgrade and that it is
going to proceed.
The Rowville community has welcomed this
announcement and Reverend David Devine from the
Rowville Baptist Church, which is located on this
stretch of Wellington Road, has said:
I am well aware of the traffic congestion. So it is great news
that the recent state budget includes funding for the
duplication of the road.

In conclusion, I again congratulate the Treasurer on a
great budget for Victoria, a great budget for families
and a fantastic budget for the people of my electorate of
Ferntree Gully. With those brief comments, I commend
the budget to the house.

Wednesday, 12 May 2004

Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — This
is another great budget from the Bracks government,
and the Treasurer. It wins points in all areas: a great
focus on families; a great financial story, with the
surplus for 2003–04 standing at $400 million plus and
the expected budget surplus for 2004–05 coming in at
$545 million; surpluses in the out years of some
$500 million plus; and good strong financial positions
for all Victorians.
The record infrastructure investment this year of
$2.9 billion is the greatest infrastructure spending in
Victoria’s history. On the one hand the Bracks
government is building for the future and looking for
those productivity gains to ensure that Victoria leads
the way well into the future.
The federal government on the other hand wishes to
punish all Victorians by not funding a toll road. Why
will it fund toll roads in Sydney, why does it continue
to rip $1.7 billion from Victoria under the
Commonwealth Grants Commission formula and why
does it not give us our fair share of road taxes? I will
tell you why — it is because the Victorian public
continues to repudiate John Howard at the ballot box
because he is a Sydneysider first, second, third and an
Australian fourth — but never a Victorian. All that
Victorians want is a fair share and all they want for
Christmas is an opposition which stands for Victoria
first and its party second.
On education, we have got a wonderful story. We have
announced a $2 million upgrade to the Harkaway
Primary School — something the school has been
crying out for since the days of the previous
government. We have heard and we have acted.
Further, we have announced funds for schoolyard
improvement projects at Mossgiel Park Primary School
and Hallam Primary School. It is all good news for the
local schoolchildren. Again, we are listening and we are
acting.
We have increased the education maintenance
allowance for primary and secondary school students
by 60 per cent, and we have reduced the cost of student
concession cards for tertiary students to $8 and
extended concessions on public transport to all
health-care card holders.
We believe in families and we deliver benefits, not like
the Howard government which delivers the family tax
payment system which simply delivers only debt —
and nothing else. Further, we have just delivered the
first home buyers’ bonus which will open up many
opportunities for families in Casey to purchase their
first homes. This comes with the additional steak knife,
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like the Demtel advertisements, with stamp duty
exemptions for pensioners and concession card holders
and the removal of stamp duty on mortgages. That is a
real winner for Casey families.
On the roads front, the only government building roads
in Casey is the state government. We have listened, we
have heard and we have delivered in bucket loads. If
you look at the federal government holdings you will
find the only areas funded are those electorates which
Mr Howard believes he needs to keep — but not Casey,
obviously, because the federal government’s last
offering under the black spot program was a miserly
$20 000. That is enough to build about 1 metre of
road — not much better than its Roads to Recovery
funding of $3.5 million over the last four years.
Clearly, we have a Prime Minister who has placed his
bets for victory outside the state of Victoria and put it
on the nose with the New South Wales toll roads and
excessive funding relative to roads taxes for
Queensland. At the next federal election the people of
Casey will be under no illusion about where the prime
minister’s bets have been made.
But on a positive note, the Bracks government in this
budget has provided over $20 million to upgrade roads
in Casey — that is on top of the $200 million plus we
delivered in the first term of the Bracks government.
We are upgrading the Belgrave-Hallam–Hallam North
road intersection in Endeavour Hills at a cost of
$9.9 million; we are putting in $3.3 million to widen
Thompsons Road from Dandenong-Hastings Road to
Evans Road through Lyndhurst; and we are directing
$8.9 million towards duplicating Clyde Road from
Greaves Road to Pound Road in Berwick.
The families of Casey will find the Bracks government
is upgrading black spots, making it safer for them on
the road, while the federal government is simply
hearing the calls of Queenslanders, New South
Welshmen and not listening to the needs of Victorians,
specifically those in the Narre Warren North electorate.
On the health front, we believe in funding our health
obligations properly. We are currently funding 59 per
cent of the Victorian health system while the federal
government funds 41 per cent. That is a disgrace. We
have just announced another $2 billion investment over
the next four years in our health system. There is no use
waiting for the federal government to meet its
obligations to Victorians. We have announced another
$15 million to the Dandenong Hospital.
We are delivering to the families of Casey better health
care for their children through public dental services for
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all kindergarten children; 100 extra general
practitioners in community health centres to improve
access to bulk-billing services, which the federal
government is simply not addressing properly; and
lastly, hearing tests for our youngest children to ensure
we pick up hearing disabilities early so that children’s
progress is not hindered at school. Casey has been well
served by the Bracks family-friendly budget. It is a
great budget!
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Budget: concessions
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given that the federal budget
delivered more than $130 million extra in GST revenue
than even last week’s Victorian budget predicted, will
the Premier now restore motor vehicle concessions to
pensioners, war veterans, and health care card holders
and restore full entitlements to the disabled and the
aged under the multipurpose taxi program?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. It is a pity he did not
look at the federal budget figures closely, because if he
had he would have realised that any increase in the
GST is far outweighed by $200 million coming straight
off the bottom line of the budget here in Victoria, and
as the national competition policy ceases in 2007–08 in
the future estimates of the budget as well.
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRACKS — That is only a start, because if you
go to other areas of federal funding of the states in the
budget, and particularly of Victoria, and you go to
special purpose grants, where you would expect we
would have our fair share of 25 per cent of the funding
for all special purpose project grants, you find that in
2004–05 Victoria will receive only 22 per cent of total
special purpose grants. The federal budget also
confirms that Victoria will continue to subsidise other
states by over $1.8 billion per year — that is, around
$350 for every Victorian to subsidise other states in
Australia. If you look at that in terms of the GST
collected, for every dollar of GST collected we get
80 cents only in the dollar, with 20 cents going to other
states.
When you look at the special purpose grants, when you
look at the reduction in the competition policy

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1184

ASSEMBLY

payments — a $200 million reduction to our state —
and when you look at the lack of money coming to
Victoria compared to other states and the cross-subsidy,
this is not a good deal for Victoria.
Questions interrupted.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! Before I call the next
question, I apologise to the house: I should have
reminded the house again that the Deputy Premier is
absent today and that questions for his attention will be
handled by the Minister for Agriculture and the
Premier.
Questions resumed.
QUESTIONSWITHOUTNOTICE

Federal budget: outcomes
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier advise the house of what
difficulties will be created for the Victorian government
as a result of the federal government budget’s failure to
give Victoria its fair share?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I welcome the question
from the member for Carrum. For those people who
were hoping for a match-funding contribution from the
commonwealth on health funding they would have
been severely disappointed last night when they saw the
gap between state funding on hospitals and federal
funding on hospitals expand even further. Last week’s
state budget will contribute some $2 billion extra over
the next five years to health funding in Victoria, and
that will mean that in the unchanged basis that we saw
in the federal budget last night we have $985 million
less funding per year for health from the federal
government.
It was not that long ago — it was only several years
ago — that we had a fifty-fifty split on funding for
health — 50 per cent from the state and 50 per cent
from the commonwealth. The contribution now is
59 per cent from the state government and 41 per cent
from the commonwealth government. So there has been
no attempt to match the increased effort of the state
government here in Victoria. It is the same in schools.
We know there are no new measures in funding for
schools in the budget and not enough for tertiary places.
Of course in roads we know there is no specific funding
for bypasses in the outer suburbs of Melbourne or in
some of our regional centres. I refer to one particular
road which I know will be of enormous concern to all
Victorians, and it involves the national responsibility
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for the Western Highway — and I refer to the Deer
Park bypass. Not only was there no specific funding for
the Deer Park bypass, but that has been put off until the
change in Auslink funding. We know exactly what is
intended by the federal transport minister and the
federal government: they will change their
responsibility for funding the national highway system.
From time immemorial we have known that the
Western Highway, the road between Melbourne and
Adelaide, has been a total federal responsibility and not
a shared responsibility. Auslink, we anticipate and
expect, will change that. It will modify the rules and for
the first time ever say effectively that the
commonwealth government will not fund the national
highway system. This is a major concern for anyone
who wants to see an upgrading of that road, as we do.
A lot is missing from the budget. As I mentioned in
media responses, we welcome certain parts of the
budget. We welcome some of the family package for
Victoria. I welcome the contribution to the
Commonwealth Games, which was in accord with the
government’s request to the federal government. We
can look with confidence to an effective games being
organised and conducted in 2006, which is less than
two years away now, and to a strong, cooperative bond
between the state and federal governments — and we
are pleased with that.
On the key issue, a fair share for Victoria, we get less
than our fair share. We represent 25 per cent of the
Australian population and we are being dudded in
getting less than 25 per cent on every aspect of the
budget.

Rail: regional links
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Transport. With the
Auditor-General reporting today that the final cost of
the country passenger rail project was over its revised
budget by 26 per cent and nine months late, can the
minister guarantee to the house that the fast rail project
will not suffer the same fate?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — It is
ironic that the National Party gets up in the Victorian
Parliament and attacks the government for restoring
services to country Victoria. The Premier and I were at
Bairnsdale only this month, and you should have seen
the delight on the faces of the people on the Bairnsdale
station as the train rolled in. It was 10 years after the
Liberal Party and the National Party closed the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BATCHELOR — They get a bit excited about
wearing glasses.
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — You have some, have you?
Do not let that distract you from the opposition of the
National Party to the new and improved services to
country Victoria through the fast rail project or through
the reopening of passenger lines that were closed by the
previous government. With the development of capital
projects within the Department of Infrastructure, the
government has put in place appropriate review
processes. It has changed management procedures in
response to the issues involved in the regional
passenger rail project, and it is well placed to deal with
all the projects that are being delivered to country
Victoria. Indeed the Auditor-General acknowledges
and reports on the changes that have been put in place
by this government. He acknowledges that we have put
changes in place that will go to the very issue that
caused some difficulty.
It is much harder to reopen a railway line than it is to
close it down. The National Party was prepared to close
railway lines and flog them off. The easy thing is to
shut them down and act destructively. That is what they
have done to country Victoria, and you would think
they would hang their heads in shame in this chamber.
You would think they would be embarrassed to come in
and ask questions about passenger rail services to
country Victoria. They have a hide as thick as an
elephant’s — but we have not forgotten what the
National Party did to country Victoria. It set out in
government to cut back services, to privatise and to
close down — and that was not just in transport but in
health and education. They wreaked havoc across
country Victoria.
We are prepared to restore those services, and we do
not apologise for it. We do not apologise for spending
money to provide extra services or restore services to
country Victoria. National Party members ought to
hang their heads in shame. The member for Murray
Valley is sitting up on the back bench embarrassed by
his leader’s question here today.

Federal budget: roads
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My question is to the
Minister for Transport. Can the minister advise the
house about the impact of last night’s budget on
Victorian road funding and which parts of the Victorian
community have particularly missed out as a result of
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these announcements, such as that on the Deer Park
bypass?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
thank the member for his question. I join with all
residents out along the Ballarat highway, the corridor to
the Deer Park bypass, in expressing my great
disappointment at the failure of the federal government
in the budget last night to look after the interests of
Victorian families. The federal government let
Victorian families down on road funding, because it
failed Victoria with its funding. The federal Treasurer is
so obsessed with getting himself into the Lodge in
Canberra that he has forgotten about the taxpayers of
this state. Victorian families, as the Premier indicated,
pay 25 per cent of fuel taxes but only get 15 per cent
back.
A whole host of vital projects deserved to be funded in
the budget last night and were not. The member
mentioned the Deer Park bypass, as did the Premier.
There is the Geelong bypass and the completion of the
Calder duplication. How long do the people of country
Victoria have to wait until they can get their fair share
of these types of projects? The budget failed to commit
to the federal government’s shortfall on the Pakenham
bypass, another important piece of infrastructure. It has
failed to commit — —
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — There is no detail in the
budget as to what Victoria is going to get.
In terms of the new land transport projects for the
coming year, 2004–05, the federal government has
allocated $155 million to be shared across all Australia.
The money will be spread thinner than Vegemite. All
the federal government can do is play politics. It has
refused to provide the details because it knows, and the
opposition here knows, that Victorian motorists and
citizens will miss out again.
Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — Only as wicked as Peter
Costello!
In the federal budget last night we saw continuing
programs that attract federal funds either for planning
or for construction. There are currently six such
programs under way in Victoria. How many are
continuing in New South Wales — 28! We would like
our fair share. We are sick and tired of John Howard
and Peter Costello spending money — Victorian
money — in New South Wales.
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It gets worse. On Friday John Anderson, the federal
transport minister, announced his intention to provide
federal funds for a new freeway project in Sydney —
the F3 to Sydney orbital. It is out to the west of
Parramatta. The federal government has announced it is
likely to be a tollway.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has now resorted to debating the question, and
I ask you to bring him back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The minister was asked to explain to the house
the effect on Victorian roads of the federal budget
funding for roads, and it seems to me that that is the
question he is answering.
Mr BATCHELOR — The issue here is that the
federal government is prepared to provide federal
funding for toll roads in John Howard’s home state but
it is not prepared to provide that funding for Victorian
tollways.
In this year’s budget the federal government will
provide $70 million out of that $356 million for a toll
road in Sydney, but it is not prepared to do the same
here in Victoria. It wants to hold us to ransom.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is far too high. I ask members to allow the minister to
complete his answer.
Mr BATCHELOR — The federal government, if it
wanted to be fair and decent to Victoria, would make
money available for toll roads here in Victoria as it has
done and is continuing to do in New South Wales. It
appears there are now two toll roads in Sydney that will
attract funding. They will attract funding that should be
going to Victoria.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, on
the basis of being succinct, the minister has now been
speaking for 51/2 minutes, and I ask you to ask him to
conclude his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, and I ask the minister to conclude his answer.
Mr BATCHELOR — We ask the federal
government to provide the bulk of the money that it has
set aside for this current year — the bulk of that
$155 million — to Victoria and to use the balance of its
program to redress the inequity and unfairness that has
been inherent in its funding decisions for many years.
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Government: performance
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question without
notice is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the report
of the Auditor-General on public sector agencies which
shows mismanagement, time delays and cost blow-outs
in a number of projects, including the Austin Hospital,
country passenger rail services, the mobile data
network and the Melbourne Market Authority, and I
ask: will the Premier tell the house how many millions
of dollars have been lost because of the government’s
mismanagement of these projects?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Box Hill for his question. Before I go into the specifics
of each of those projects that were referred to by the
member for Box Hill, I will make the general point that
I am very proud and pleased that the Auditor-General is
producing such a report, because this report — the
member for Box Hill would be aware of this — would
not have been able to be produced if the previous
government were still in office, because it nobbled the
Auditor-General when it was in government.
I turn to some of the matters raised. I reject totally the
interpretation the member for Box Hill has put on the
Auditor-General’s report. He mentioned several
projects, and I will go to the ones he mentioned. He
mentioned the Austin Hospital, and the
Auditor-General was quite clear on this. He said at
page 17 of his report:
This is the largest public hospital redevelopment ever
undertaken by the state.
The project is progressing well as a result of sound
governance arrangements and risk management practices.

I turn to page 9 of the executive summary of the report
on public sector agencies by the Auditor-General,
which relates to another project referred to by the
member for Box Hill — the mobile data network
project.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRACKS — Okay. I will go to it. It says at the
top of page 9:
The project’s governance and project management and user
involvement have been satisfactory, given the complexity of
the project. In particular, project governance was strengthened
through the operation of a steering committee comprising
senior representatives of key stakeholders.

It does, however, go on to a criticism, and the criticism
is this:
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However, the 1998 business case upon which funding was
approved for the project was not based on a good enough
understanding of available mobile data services …

The last time we looked, in 1998, the government
was — —
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr BRACKS — The criticism of the
Auditor-General was directed at the origination of that
business case by the previous government in 1998. I
cannot remember all the other projects the member
raised, but I can go through some of the other ones the
Auditor-General mentioned. In relation to the
synchrotron project he said at page 61:
The project has been well managed by a professional and
skilled team and is currently running to plan and on time. No
cost overruns have occurred.

That was a very good endorsement. It is a very healthy
report on the Australian synchrotron project. On the
police station capital works project the Auditor-General
said at page 72 that the program:
… has been generally well planned and managed. Work has
been on time, on budget and is contributing to a range of
government policy objectives.

And it goes on and on. I am very pleased that the
Auditor-General had the capacity to produce this
generic report. It was a report that would not have been
able to be commissioned under the previous
government’s policies.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRACKS — It is not. I sat on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee when the
Auditor-General was nobbled by the previous
government, and one of the casualties was always
going to be a generic report such as this. The auditing
was contracted out, it was privatised, and the
Auditor-General did not have the capacity to conduct
these audits. It should go on record that the opposition
is endorsing its previous policy on the Auditor-General.
Opposition members say they are happy with it —
clearly, by their statements.
I am very pleased with the support we have received
from the Auditor-General on the individual projects,
and I am pleased to receive the report. It will help in the
management of other projects into the future.

Federal budget: health
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — My question is
to the Minister for Health. Can the minister advise the
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house whether or not the federal budget has delivered a
fair share for health in Victoria and what the
consequences of this are for Victorian families?
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I seem to have done
nothing but admonish the member for Mornington over
the last two days. I warn the member for Mornington.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for his question. Last night we saw the second
instalment of a two-part series that could have been
called The Tale of Two Budgets. The first part was
delivered last week by the Treasurer of the Bracks
government, and we saw that budget delivering an extra
$2 billion into the hospital system here in Victoria —
$1.6 billion of that going directly into hospital bottom
lines and also into meeting demand for additional
services. This money follows four years of work on our
part rebuilding the health system after it had been run
down by the closing of hospitals and the sacking of
nurses.
What did the sequel last night offer Victorian hospitals,
and most importantly, what did it offer the people who
use Victorian hospitals? The answer is absolutely
nothing! Last night the federal budget offered not one
additional cent for Victorian hospitals in all of those
tens of billions of dollars of spending. Today I released
the latest Hospital Services Report, and it shows that
our hospitals are coping admirably under pressure.
Despite an extra 60 000 patients coming through the
doors of our public hospitals last year, waiting lists and
ambulance bypass figures are lower than they were
when we come into government. We know that it is a
big and complex system that is under pressure and
feeling the strains. The Bracks government’s efforts to
rebuild our hospital system are being undercut by the
federal government, which is slowly but surely walking
away from its responsibilities when it comes to
hospitals.
We know and we have said time and time again that
under the Medicare agreement, hospital funding is
supposed to be a fifty-fifty split. Before this
government brought down the budget last week, that
figure was 55:45 in favour of Victoria. The Australian
noted last week that the most recent figures available
show that even before the state budget last week, per
capita health funding in Victoria is amongst the highest
in Australia. Because of the federal budget last night the
funding situation is getting worse, and for every dollar
the state government puts into health, Canberra puts in
a mere 68 cents.
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Canberra is very fond of coming to the states and
saying that the states should match their contribution
dollar for dollar, which is what the Prime Minister,
John Howard, says. I call upon Peter Costello to
practise what he preaches and maybe he can match our
hospital funding dollar for dollar. What would be the
scenario and the outcome if he actually did match our
contribution dollar for dollar? As the Premier has
reminded us, we would have $985 million to spend on
hospitals. We cannot even begin to imagine what we
would be able to do if we had the appropriate level of
funding.
It would be very pleasing if, instead of interjecting and
being negative, those opposite would actually stick up
for Victoria, claim that extra $900 million of funding
and be committed to making a difference to the lives of
people here in this state. The reality is that if you are
old, if you are poor and if you have a chronic illness,
then last night’s federal budget does absolutely nothing
for you; none of the tax cuts or the family payments
affect you. But what does affect you is the
mean-spirited approach of the federal government to
the funding of Victoria’s public hospitals.

Monash Medical Centre: waiting lists
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to today’s release at 1.30 p.m. of the latest
Hospital Services Report that shows the waiting list at
the Monash Medical Centre for urgent elective surgery
has doubled since December 2002 and that the overall
waiting list at the centre has increased from 3955 in
December 2002 to 4411 patients in December 2003,
and I ask: will the minister advise the house why the
Bracks government has allowed this crisis to develop at
Monash Medical Centre?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I note that when
it comes to questions on health the Leader of the
Opposition passes them on to the member for Caulfield,
because he is too embarrassed to ask them himself.
There could be two reasons why he is too embarrassed.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker,
although the minister has only just commenced her
answer, she is clearly debating the question. I ask you
to ask her to come back to the question and not debate
it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question asked of
the minister related to waiting lists in Victorian
hospitals; it did not deal with the previous
parliamentary secretary for health. I ask the minister to
answer the question.

Wednesday, 12 May 2004

Ms PIKE — The member for Caulfield has drawn
attention to the very substantial increase in the number
of people in category 1 on the elective surgery hospital
waiting list. What that increase reflects is the enormous
increase in demand — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PIKE — You might just wait and hear this
answer.
It does, of course, reflect the enormous increase in
demand. In my previous response to a question I
highlighted to the house that our hospitals have been
treating an additional 60 000 patients every year. In fact
we have had an 18 per cent increase in elective surgery.
The critical figure for category 1 elective surgery,
though, relates to whether we are actually treating the
patients. We cannot determine the number of people
who come through the hospital doors, but what is
within our control is whether we treat 100 per cent of
category 1 patients in ideal time. Victoria remains one
of the few states in this country that treats 100 per
cent — all category 1 elective surgery patients — in the
ideal time. Therefore the waiting list is not the critical
factor; the critical factor is whether we are treating the
patients and they are getting the surgery they deserve.

Federal budget: education
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My question is to the
Minister for Education and Training. Can the minister
advise the house on whether the federal budget has
provided a fair share for education in Victoria, and if
not, what are the consequences of this for Victorian
families.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for Eltham for his
question and his interest in education. It would have
been terrific if the same interest had been expressed by
the federal government in the budget it brought down
last night. Unlike the Victorian budget that was brought
down last week, in which we made a major
commitment to education — $668 million extra —
bringing the total amount we have put into education
since coming to office up to $4.36 billion, the federal
government delivered nothing for education in last
night’s budget.
There was no real increase in funding for Victorian
government school students, only the indexation that
had previously been announced. This means that the
federal government is not prepared to fund government
school students at the same level that it funds students
from non-government schools. It means that the federal
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government does not financially value students in
government schools in the same way that it financially
values students in non-government schools. To put this
in absolutely clear terms, if you look at the average
amount that is provided by the federal government for
students, you see that it provides a government school
student with $1074 but a non-government school
student with $4846. The federal budget is a very big
disappointment for students in government schools and
for the parents of those students.
As a government we have made a major commitment
to those very students. One of the key initiatives for
schools in the federal budget is the Values for Life
program, at a cost of $34 million. Let us look at that in
a little more detail. Where are the funds for that
program coming from? The budget papers indicate that
more than half of the new funding for schools has been
stripped out of the new apprenticeship incentives
program. The federal government has taken
$18.4 million from that skills program to put into the
Values for Life schools program. This is smoke and
mirrors at its very best. The value demonstrated by the
federal government in this Values for Life program is
complete dishonesty — not something we want to teach
our students.
Of course there is no extra money in the budget for
universities, so Victoria continues to be unfairly treated
by the federal government. It provided the money that
was announced last year — it provided that amount but
no extra money — so the 20 000 eligible students who
missed out this year will continue to miss out.
Essentially there is no new money provided for our
TAFEs either.
Education barely rates a mention in a federal budget
that is supposed to focus on families. If education is not
important to families, then — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster will cease interjecting in that manner or I
will deal with him.
Ms KOSKY — I ask the opposition to join us in
seeking support from the federal government to give
students in our schools, in our TAFEs and in our
universities a fair share of that funding. Education is
important to families, and it is important to the Bracks
government. We hope that members on the other side
will be able to help us make sure that the federal
government understands the value of education.
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Premier: VicRoads database
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask all members of the
house to show courtesy to each other by being quiet and
allowing members to ask and answer questions.
Mr DOYLE — I refer the Premier to media reports
of a specific Victorian motorist who lost his licence
through demerit point accumulation from faulty speed
cameras, and to the Premier’s explanation to Neil
Mitchell yesterday morning when he said:
Well, I am advised that one person, who I think was on the
media last night … I’m advised that no demerit points were
lost and that … demerit points … were lost before
12 November.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! As I said, I would like
members of the house to show courtesy to each other
by allowing members to ask questions. I ask the Leader
of the Opposition to ask his question.
Mr DOYLE — How did the Premier know the
specific details of this individual’s demerit points unless
he or his office accessed the confidential VicRoads
database in the same way that the police minister
accessed confidential police files?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If members keep
interjecting in that manner I will remove them from the
chamber without warning! I ask members on both sides
of the house to be quiet and to now allow the Premier to
answer the question.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. This matter was raised
publicly on air as a matter of public policy about
whether the government and the police were issuing
demerit points post the decommissioning of the fixed
speed camera system on 12 November. It deserved a
policy response, and my department advised me that in
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every case the demerit points were not issued after
12 November last year.
Mr Doyle interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already warned
the Leader of the Opposition. If he continues in that
manner I will remove him from the chamber!

Federal budget: families
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Will the Treasurer inform the house
about how the failure of the federal budget to address
key areas of concern for Victorian families will impact
on those families?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Mitcham for his question. The federal budget
delivered last night will be the last budget to be
delivered by the federal Treasurer, Peter Costello. It
was a budget which fails the test in terms of Victoria’s
interests. It fails the test that we set for it in terms of
higher education places, health care funding, road
funding and funding for the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
This was a budget of smirk and mirrors!
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I have been watching the Leader
of the Opposition today; he is a bit excitable and a bit
jumpy. We know that he is working on his budget
response. He did not deliver one last year, and we are
all looking forward to this year’s response. We know he
is getting a bit edgy and a bit worried about it, but we
are looking forward to his response.
Today reference has been made to GST funding by the
federal Treasurer. It is important to record that for the
financial year 2004–05 Victoria will receive
$7.151 billion from the commonwealth; Queensland
will receive $7.168 billion. Here we have hardworking
Victorian’s paying their taxes to the commonwealth
and where does the money get funnelled off to? It gets
funnelled off to Queensland. Here we are with an
economy and a budget 25 per cent bigger than
Queensland’s, and Queensland gets more than Victoria.
As the Leader of the Opposition travels around Victoria
in preparation for his budget response I look forward to
him justifying why it is right and fair that Queensland
gets more from the GST than Victoria.
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — We have five across the whole of
government.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members at the
table to be quiet and to allow the Treasurer to conclude
his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — I looked through the federal
budget papers, which said there were no plans for
public hospitals or for education, nothing for tourism,
nothing for housing affordability or industry
development. There was nothing for underground
powerline development either — not a cent! You would
have thought that Peter Costello would have backed the
$6 billion initiative that has been carefully crafted by
the state opposition, but there was nothing there.
I was asked about the impact on families, and I just
want to make the point that the tax benefits which were
announced last night by the federal Treasurer apply
only to those with incomes of $52 000 and above. If
you take the combination of the — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — No, I will have a question for you
in a moment. If you take the combination of the family
payments — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not warn the
Leader of the Opposition again!
Mr BRUMBY — If you take a combination of the
family payments and the tax cuts and look at how they
might apply to families and households in Victoria, on
the analysis that has been conducted today 46 per cent
of households in the City of Greater Geelong will get
no benefit from Peter Costello’s budget — almost one
in every two households will get no benefit. This is a
rotten budget for country Victoria and a rotten budget
for provincial Victoria. In Bendigo, 47 per cent of all
households will get no benefit from the family benefits
or tax cuts. In the Latrobe Valley 46 per cent of all
households will get no benefit from the family benefit
or the tax cuts. This is a big-city budget. It is a Sydney
budget. We have a Sydney-centric Prime Minister, and
the state opposition might as well pack its bags and
move up there with him!

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — Last
Thursday I had the absolute pleasure of listening to the
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member for Box Hill, the shadow Treasurer, respond to
the budget this year; and may I say he did so in his
usual extensive and comprehensive fashion. I doubt that
this house has heard budgetary responses from any
shadow Treasurer such as we have heard for the last
two years from the member for Box Hill. I pay great
tribute to the consistency and intellect of his response.
During question time there was a rather curious claim
or request from the Premier. In response to a question
without notice he started talking about how he would
expect from the opposition different priorities and
costings and the putting of them into a budget
framework for the future. He said that would be the
expectation of any alternative government in this area
and went on to talk about a range of things, saying that
as someone who responds to the budget you have to
have alternative policies with costings, policies and
priorities. I thought it was puzzling that he would
expect an opposition shadow Treasurer to provide
priorities, costings and policies.
Do you know what I did, Speaker? Do not let anyone
say that I am not prepared to suffer in the Liberal cause,
because I went back and read the responses of both the
former shadow Treasurer, the now Premier, and the
former Leader of the Opposition, the now Treasurer. In
other words, I read the now Treasurer’s responses in
1994, 1995, 1996 and 1997 and the now Premier’s
responses in 1996, 1997, 1998 and 1999 on both the
interim appropriation and appropriation debates. I read
eight speeches from those two, so do not let anyone say
I am not prepared to suffer for the Liberal cause,
because I did.
In those eight speeches the remarkable thing was that
despite what the Premier says about wanting priorities,
costings and policies, there was not a single mention of
costings, priorities or policies in any of them. There was
plenty of the trite, the turgid and the trivial, and I will
come to some of that in a moment, because I found
some gems that I want to remind people of. I will also
come back later to why the Premier was trying to make
a rather clumsy political point about costings, which
was again alluded to in question time today.
I refer to what the now Treasurer said in 1994:
There is no relief in sight for householders who are suffering
under the weight of the highest taxes and charges in the
country.

In the same speech the Treasurer fully supported the
casino in a rather emphatic way. This is from the
Treasurer who has brought us $2200 extra tax per
family in the time that he has been Treasurer of the
state, which is in stark contrast to last night’s federal
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budget’s personal income tax cuts, family tax benefits
and maternity benefit — and also in stark contrast to
what the Treasurer complained of back in 1994. This is
one I really love, and I am glad the Minister for
Education Services is in the chamber, and now I am
sorry to see her go, because it relates to her portfolio.
The Treasurer then said:
The government makes great play of the fact that it is building
some new schools. For goodness sake, the responsibility of
every government is to build schools. What else is
government for? Let us not make a song and dance about half
a dozen new schools …

I refer the Treasurer to page 10 of his own speech this
year in which he made just such a song and dance about
something which he was so dismissive of in 1994. He
said in 1995 Victoria was:
The highest charging and taxing state in history!

He actually bemoaned in that speech the cost of taking
a bus to Waverley Park. What happened to Waverley
Park after all those promises?
I love the next quote, because he also said:
The Labor Party is already committed to legislation which
would eliminate all political advertising by a government.

That is just remarkable, and it reminds me that he said
in 1995, about us at the time:
This government taxes and charges like a wounded bull.

He went on to condemn tax increases of about 15 per
cent. I point out that under the Treasurer land taxes
have gone up 149 per cent; stamp duty has gone up
150 per cent — up to nearly $2.5 billion this year;
police fines have gone up 256 per cent; insurance taxes
have gone up 99 per cent; and payroll taxes have gone
up 30 per cent. I would like to give the actual figures,
but because of the time constraints this mob have now
brought in I am unable to do that. At the time the
Treasurer was whingeing about 15 per cent tax rises.
I refer now to probably my favourite, and it shows that
leopards do not change their spots. This was a speech in
1997. This is John Brumby about John Brumby. It
states:
I cannot resist referring to some glowing editorials in country
papers about the esteemed Leader of the Opposition,
containing headings such as ‘Brumby on the ball’, but I will
not read that out.

An honourable member said, ‘Go on, read it out!’.
‘Well’, said John Brumby, ‘I will read it out’, and he
did! Nothing has changed. He enjoys reading editorials
about himself.
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I now turn to the Premier’s speeches. I love the one in
1999 when he told the house that the shadow Minister
for Finance would be the toecutter in government, that
he would be the state’s Peter Walsh, a former federal
Labor finance minister. I think the member for
Footscray is still waiting for that appointment. I was
pleased to hear the Premier’s confidence in him at that
time. He was also going to be cutting $40 million from
advertising. That was wrong — it went up by
$30 million. He was going to reduce emergency
waiting lists. The health minister sneaked in today with
the Hospital Services Report, as detailed by the member
for Caulfield, showing waiting lists going through the
roof. That is a promise broken again!
One that I particularly enjoyed — this was only in
1999 — was that the Premier was going to abolish the
health networks. Has that happened? No. These go on
and on and on. I wish I had the unlimited time to read
out what it was that the Premier and the Treasurer were
promising when they were respectively the Leader of
the Opposition and the shadow Treasurer. There are no
costings in there as the Premier required, and I will
come back to that in a moment also.
Can I say first about the budget, and I have said before
and I say it again, that any relief from taxes is a good
thing. Any relief for business and for young
homeowners is a good thing, and I welcome it. Any
relief in stamp duty and land tax is welcome, and to that
extent I welcome the limited amount this Treasurer has
done. But, really, as Neil Mitchell so eloquently put it,
it is smoke and mirrors from the Treasurer. He will give
back $5000 for 14 months when he has raked in
$2.5 billion this year alone. He makes much of
abolishing stamp duty on mortgages. Again I welcome
that, but remember that was on the agenda to be
removed because of the Council of Australian
Governments agreement on the GST and had to be
reviewed by 2005 anyway. It is great to turn a necessity
into a virtue, but let us not be fooled by it.
Next is the claim of $1 billion of land tax cuts. I
welcome any land tax cuts, but can anyone explain to
me a tax cut which actually means Victorians pay more
in land tax next year than they paid last year — up from
$780 million to $900 million? In every area we have
announcements, not achievements; we have
reannouncements; we have postponed and delayed
projects put back on the agenda; and we have the
normal business of the state dressed up as some sort of
stunning initiative.
Time stops me from mentioning all, but let me mention
some. The channel deepening, a $400 million project,
with no environmental effects statement yet, but for
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which $15 million is committed in this budget. The
Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market is
perhaps a $300 million project, and $4.7 million of that
is committed to in this budget. But did the government
announce it that way? No, the government announced
the $400 million and $300 million. If we think about
the roads budget, we realise the regional roads
allocation in this budget is actually cut from
$284 million to $259 million. There is nothing for
bridges in country Victoria, unlike by the way what was
in the federal government’s budget of last night.
Natural gas connections have not been made despite all
the promises, and even the output measure for the
number of towns connected has disappeared from the
budget altogether.
Ms Eckstein interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ferntree
Gully will cease making that noise.
Mr DOYLE — I thought it was one of her most
intelligent contributions. In education, underperforming
schools doubled — 111 primary and 29 secondary
schools failed 50 000 students. When we asked last
week why there were 50 000 students underperforming
we were told they were underperforming because this
mob has raised the bar. The logic of that continues to
escape me. How can you raise the bar and finish up
with 50 000 underperforming students? The
government closed 12 consumer affairs advisory offices
across the state. It mounted a raid on the Real Estate
Agents Guarantee Fund. What sticky little fingers! The
government is raking it in from every hollow log it can
identify.
What about the most miserable centrepiece of this
budget — a pathetic and mean-spirited slug on
pensioners, war veterans, war widows and health care
card holders of $79. You know they are not going to
give up their licences because they depend on their cars
for mobility and for independence. They are not going
to give up their licences, so you have got them in the
most cynical way! The Labor Party used to at least
pretend it stood for something. It used to pretend it had
as a principle taking care of the vulnerable.
Today it finds it has an extra $130 million that it did not
even budget on a week ago, but will it restore benefits
to pensioners, war veterans, war widows, health care
card holders or the multipurpose taxi program? No, it
will not. That is the beauty of it — all that is budgeted
for, but this was a $130 million unbudgeted windfall in
one week. You could have restored the benefits to those
people you harmed, but you would not even do that.
What does the modern Labor Party stand for if — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! Leader of the
Opposition, through the Chair!
Mr DOYLE — What does a modern Labor Party
stand for if it is prepared to take the vulnerable for a
ride like that? It is pathetic and mean spirited. What
about the fees and charges that are automatically
indexed for average Victorians, whether for fishing,
boating or just activities in our parks? All those fees
and charges — thousands of sneaky tax increases —
will go up every year from now on across the board.
The Bendigo fast rail project has stalled — mind you,
there are big questions from the community about
whether they want it at all.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DOYLE — Yes, really. Go and talk to them.
What they want is reliability and accessibility, not what
you are promising — a couple of minutes faster on the
never-never — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition, through the Chair!
Mr DOYLE — Goodness knows where rail
standardisation has gone. There is a $298 million
blow-out in the cost of operating Melbourne train
services, according to the government’s own targets.
Have a look at budget paper 3, page 125.
There are blow-outs in V/Line rural services —
$29 million — and a $107 million blow-out in the cost
of operating our trams. As for police fines — now isn’t
that a beauty? First of all the government budgets for
$427 million, but because of the bungling of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services it is going
to forgo about $194 million. But do not worry, the
government will be coming for you again next year,
because it will be back up to $350 million. There are
unbelievable and unprecedented windfall gains in
police fines — and believe me, we have not heard the
last of speed cameras. Watch this space! The Leader of
The Nationals very eloquently yesterday — and I do
not have time to do it — —
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Police
and Emergency Services.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DOYLE — Yes, I get stroppy when I am
accused of not caring about people dying on the roads.
You think that is laughable, do you? You are a clown.
You are a disgraceful clown.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not tolerate this
continued discussion across the table. The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services will be quiet.
Mr DOYLE — I come back to where I started.
Why is it that these claims are being made? One reason
is that we had the temerity to put out a policy
suggesting that over the next 30 years, when we have to
replace infrastructure, it would be better to consider
undergrounding our powerlines. We also had the
temerity to put out a policy saying that it would be
better to use and reuse our sewage water rather than
pumping it out to sea. It is okay for the Minister for
Water — who is inexplicably away, as three ministers
have been in the 12 days we have sat this year — to put
out a policy saying we have to build a pipeline for
$1 billion for one project, but it is not okay for us to
say, ‘Over 25 years let us think about turning sewage
back into reuse water. Let’s think about the
environment and have some ambitious targets’. No,
apparently that is not okay.
The Premier and the Treasurer continue the lie — and
that is what it is! When the Premier and the Treasurer of
the state are prepared to misrepresent policy and figures
in order to make the cheapest of political points I will in
this place and outside call them liars, because that is
what they are. We have heard it before from them; we
have seen them trying to twist our policy initiatives. If
over 30 years we cannot do something about
undergrounding power, and if we cannot do something
about reusing water, then why do we sit — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood is out of his seat.
Mr DOYLE — Finally, as I say, we have the
temerity to put out policies — —
Mr Andrews interjected.

Mr DOYLE — That is an offensive and
mean-spirited thing to say, and you know it. It is
unworthy even of you, and that is saying something.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mulgrave!

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to address his comments through the Chair.

Mr DOYLE — This is a budget in which I find
some things to welcome — relief for business through
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land tax, and relief on stamp duty for young home
owners. But it is not enough, it is too late and it is
miserable, given the windfall gains — and there are the
underlying warning signs from the Auditor-General and
the community of Victoria. But most of all this will be
remembered as a pathetic, mean-spirited budget that
targets pensioners, war veterans, war widows and
health care card holders. You are a burden on the backs
of the most vulnerable, and you have your hands in the
pockets of every Victorian.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — It is a pleasure to
speak briefly on the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill and
to follow the Leader of the Opposition. I congratulate
him on delivering what I think is his first budget
response as Leader of the Opposition. He can take it
from me, in all sincerity, that I hope there are many
more that he delivers as the Leader of the Opposition.
He did a good job. I found his contribution a little
interesting though, in that it reminded me not so much
of an accurate dissection of the budget papers as — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. The member for Monbulk will be quiet.
Mr ROBINSON — His contribution reminded us
of how Hollywood producers sometimes rehash soap
opera episodes by simply making them a collection of
flashbacks. About 90 per cent of what the Leader of the
Opposition contributed was a re-reading of comments
on budgets of many years past.
The budget is deserving of support, because it delivers
significant benefits, particularly in the Mitcham
electorate. It builds on earlier commitments and contains
some important new initiatives. I want to talk about each
of those momentarily. I can compare it to — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Yes, it is true that the state
government cannot use the budget to improve the
fortunes of the Box Hill Hawks football team, but no
doubt the presence of the member for Hawthorn might
spur them on in the coming winter. We can compare
this budget to the last Kennett budget, when the former
Treasurer, Alan Stockdale, used the expression ‘social
advantage’ to parade his budget around. It was a budget
which I recall contained about one-third of the school
rebuildings that are currently the case. In terms of
health, it proposed the privatisation of one of our major
hospitals. There is a huge difference between what our
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conservative opponents promised in their last budget
and what we are delivering nowadays.
I want to talk about education, in particular the
Mitcham Primary School, because no school better
epitomises what this government is doing in education.
Under this budget that school will receive $385 000 as
a stage 3 upgrade grant. That follows on from earlier
grants of $1 million and a first grant of $250 000 within
weeks of the Bracks government coming into office.
All of that support has been delivered by the Bracks
government, and it behoves me to congratulate the
principal, Ian Sloane, the school council president, Su
Seng Ho, the school council members and the many
other people who over the past years have been
involved in the drawn-out tasks that go with school
rebuilds. It is not an easy process for the people
involved, but of course it is much easier when the
government is delivering the vital funds.
Another aspect of the budget that deserves comment
and is of real benefit to people in the Mitcham
electorate is the provision of dental chairs to the
Whitehorse Community Health Centre. We are not
talking here of 1 or 2 chairs — they will get 10. That
will make a huge difference to the ability of that health
service to service the waiting list, which we
acknowledge is an issue of concern. Local members
have campaigned for that strongly. The government
prepared for it late last year when it announced that the
service could move to much better facilities nearby. It
will make a great difference when considered alongside
the concession package boost of some $50 million to
dental programs over coming years.
Another outlay of the budget goes to the
Middleborough Road level crossing project, which the
government has committed to. This is a vital project
and planning will continue. Traffic in the middle
suburbs, certainly in the east where level crossing
congestion is growing, is a real problem and is growing
worse. Lots of people talk about it, but the Bracks
government is getting on and doing something about it.
Work on this $45 million project will be under way in
the not-too-distant future, and it will be a huge
improvement.
Planning also continues for the Box Hill Hospital —
one of our major public hospitals and one that is very
well run. I think another $1 million of planning work is
to be undertaken within the next few years. There will
be a massive outlay of funds.
The Mitcham electorate will benefit greatly from the
government’s new $130 million allocation to the black
spot program. We all know of problems in our local
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areas that black spot programs can address. In the last
program, which ran at the time this government came to
office, the Whitehorse council area did very well. I
think about 12 or 13 projects were funded, costing
around $4 million. I know there are some huge lasting
benefits from that program, and I look forward to
further great work being done out of the new black spot
program.
A lot has been said about the concession package. I am
particularly proud of what has gone on with the
education maintenance allowance (EMA). I think a
60 per cent increase is going to make a huge difference,
not just for families but for schools. We have some
schools in the Mitcham electorate and out further where
about 40 per cent of the children qualify for the EMA,
and that is a characteristic not readily thought of when
people consider the eastern suburbs, but when you
multiply out what that increase of funding across those
school communities represents, it is a very substantial
improvement.
I am also very pleased that Victoria has come into line
with other states in abolishing the tertiary transport
concession card. Why it was, at the time the transport
system in this state was broken up and privatised, that
tertiary students were made to pay a fee well in excess
of that anywhere else in the country is beyond us, but
finally the government has had the opportunity and the
courage to go forward and say, ‘We will address that’,
and that will make a huge difference to many students
in the Mitcham electorate.
In winding up my remarks on the Appropriation
(2004/2005) Bill I wanted to comment positively on
two new initiatives that the budget will fund — that is,
hearing tests for new-born Victorians and the boost to
foster care funding. Both of those are excellent
initiatives. We have in the Mitcham electorate the
world-renowned early intervention centre for children
with hearing loss called Taralye, which does
outstanding work. Because of that centre, I am more
aware than other members might be of the impact that
hearing loss has on young Victorians. Anything we can
do that will address that — an example is hearing tests
for newborns — is a very strong step in the right
direction. These are, as I said, valuable initiatives.
No-one suggests that there is not more to be done as
there is a lot more to be done, particularly in the
disability field. We had a meeting this morning with
autistic children and their families and that is something
that all members need to learn a lot more about. It is a
confounding problem and we as a government look
forward to concentrating more on that in the years to
come. The budget sets clear directions. It is great for
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Victoria, but importantly it is great for the Mitcham
electorate.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I begin my
contribution to the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill by
congratulating all members of the budget and economic
review committee, ministers and Department of
Treasury and Finance staff for putting together what is
undoubtedly a well structured and financially sound
budget. I would also like to comment on the excellent
analysis by the member for Mitcham of the benefits the
budget will bring to Victoria.
This budget is testimony to four years of careful
economic management and strategic long-term
positioning. We are now seeing long-term
improvements in Victoria’s economic, social, cultural,
educational and physical infrastructure.
We all remember the words of the former federal
Treasurer, Paul Keating, in 1990 when he described the
1989 December quarterly results. He said they were, ‘A
beautiful set of numbers’. The figures outlined in this
year’s budget far exceed those results. They are in fact a
fantastic set of numbers. Revenue is projected to come
in at $29 billion or 15 per cent of the total Victorian
economy. The economy is projected to grow at some
3.5 per cent; unemployment is low at 5.5 per cent;
inflation is at a low 2.25 per cent and importantly, the
value of our economic stock will grow from $44 billion
to $53 billion in four years time. It gets better. We have
$650 million in tax cuts and an operating surplus of
$545 million rising to $700 million in 2007–08.
In achieving this economic position it is important to
remember that we have achieved it only one year after
experiencing the economic impact of crippling drought
and devastating bushfires. That the Bracks government
could achieve these fantastic economic figures while
significantly boosting the level of services offered
shows just how strong the Victorian economy has
become.
This budget delivers a record $2.9 billion on capital
works. That means a $2.9 billion injection in jobs,
economic stimulus and the physical infrastructure our
state needs to guarantee our future economic
competitiveness. The budget also details record funding
for health services that will assist our hospitals, treat an
extra 35 000 patients, employ 900 nurses and deal with
an extra 50 000 emergency presentations.
We see record funding for education with an extra
250 teachers and the replacement of old portables —
something the shadow minister has been on about —
with new buildings and significantly, the most
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significant rise to the education maintenance allowance
in decades of $74 million.

four years later the government continues to honour
that pledge.

Since it came to office the Bracks government has
injected a massive $4.36 billion in extra funding for
education, which is making the Victorian education
system the envy of all other states. We also had the
establishment of the $177 million for the Caring for
Children package which will see a major boost for
dental health, child protection, foster care and hearing
services for newborn babies.

Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Here we go
again — a typical big-spending Labor budget which
penalises those who are pensioners and will
unfortunately miss out in this budget. There is little joy
in Lowan or western Victoria, as highlighted by the
front page of the Hamilton Spectator on 6 May, which
had the headline ‘Budget has little for south-west’.

This is a particularly good budget for people living in
the electorate of Eltham, which has some 13 000
students and tens of thousands of families. This budget
is a great boost to the services they rely on. In
particular, students at St Helena’s Secondary College
will greatly appreciate the $2.56 million we are
providing for a state-of-the-art science, technology and
information centre. We announced that project during
the election campaign, and I am very proud that we are
delivering on it in full. Eltham High School will also
benefit greatly from a $1 million injection to modernise
its science, staff and administration facilities.
The list goes on. On top of the increase in family
services at these schools, we also see that the budget
will benefit motorists in terms of the $12.6 million
Thompsons Road redevelopment. Whilst that is not in
my electorate, I know that the member for Bulleen is
very pleased that the Labor upper house member for
Templestowe, Lidia Argondizzo, and I have fought
quite successfully to achieve that major road upgrade.
Whilst this is a great budget for virtually all Victorians,
there are some — a bit over 40 in all — who will be
disadvantaged by it. I refer to the 40 or so members
who make up the state opposition. Their political
prospects will be severely disadvantaged by this
budget, and although they might not like the great boost
to services it provides and although they might be glum
about it, their constituents will not be. If we have a look
at school buildings alone and where they have been
built, we can see that there are major boosts in their
electorates. For example, the member for Doncaster’s
electorate will be very pleased with the $900 000 for
Doncaster Primary School. In Bulleen the $12 million
for the redevelopment of Thompsons Road will be
greatly appreciated. Constituents in Kew have done
particularly well, with Balwyn High School getting
$877 000 and Kew High School getting a $1.9 million
upgrade.
In 1999 Steve Bracks promised to govern for all
Victoria: country and city; old and young; Liberal and
Labor; north, south, east and west. In this budget some

The editorial in the Wimmera Mail-Times of 7 May
said, under the heading ‘Disappointing state budget’:
Wimmera people could be forgiven if they are more than a
touch disappointed at this week’s Bracks government state
budget.

I suppose the biggest disappointment is the non-funding
of the emergency services ambulance helicopter. This is
a vital service not only for western Victorian residents
but also for the visitors who come to our area to visit
great national parks such as the Grampians National
Park, Mount Arapiles or the shipwreck coast. We also
have a large road network. When a company like
Woodside Energy offers to put money on the table to
support that service, the government and the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, who happens to be
at the table, should put their hands in their pockets and
work with a private company like that to provide a
service which other areas of Victoria have already.
I know the member for South-West Coast has been a
passionate supporter of this service. WestVic helicopter
rescue service chairman John Robinson said the
government only has to put in $1.16 million annually to
fund this with the support of Woodside Energy. The
non-funding of the service is one of the major
disappointments for western Victoria.
I will give credit where it is due. I am pleased to see
that Nhill Secondary College has secured $2 million in
funding for new technology, arts facilities and
classrooms. I am pleased to have worked in the last five
years with the college council, which was formerly
headed by Paul Remmos and is now headed by
Elizabeth Pfeiffer, and the principal, Neville Trotman.
This project has been going for 14 years following the
development of the first master plan. With the support
of federal and state governments the college is finally
going to finish off the last project when the primary and
secondary schools amalgamate.
The Nhill community, which is a great community, last
year got funding for its hospital. It also has great
industries, and it is important that it has social
infrastructure like a school. Also I note in the budget
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papers that there is funding for preliminary planning for
the replacement of police stations at Nhill and Lake
Bolac. It is interesting to see that Lake Bolac was
promised this last year, and again we see the description
‘preliminary planning’. I know work has been going on
involving the council and the police service to purchase
land from a land-holder; but the government does not
say it is going to fund it, because the budget only refers
to ‘preliminary planning’. How long will that planning
go on for? The people of Lake Bolac are very
concerned.
Dr Napthine — Traffic fines will help pay for this.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services is at the table, and the member for
South-West Coast said that traffic fines will help pay
for that.
Mr Haermeyer — Yes, I am listening. Go the
Bombers!
Mr DELAHUNTY — Yes, go the Bombers — you
are right there — but spend that money on Lake Bolac
police station, Minister!
I am also pleased to see that there is money for
FarmBis. I know there was concern that the state
government would not come to the party. I am
disappointed that it is not matching the federal
government in that regard. The federal government has
contributed most of the money, unfortunately, but there
is still some money to be allocated by the state
government.
There is money allocated for public dental services.
When you have waiting times in excess of four years at
Hamilton, and when places like Horsham and Nhill also
have extremely long waiting lists, that is welcome.
There are major concerns as to whether there is going
to be funding for the Horsham indoor pool. We know
there is money in the budget, but we are not sure
whether it will come our way or whether it will all be
spent on servicing the Commonwealth Games. The
Coleraine skate park people are still waiting patiently,
as they have for five years, for the funding of this
project, and I know the Dunkeld bowling club is also
waiting for some money from Sport and Recreation
Victoria.
There is little joy for western Victorians in the Lowan
electorate in relation to roads and bridges. We have a
large mineral sands industry which is just about to start
work, a blue gum industry that is about to harvest and
larger and faster heavy vehicles travelling on our roads.
It is important that some of the money in the budget
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goes to western Victoria to service roads and bridges.
Here again I congratulate the federal government on its
Roads to Recovery program. There is a major boost for
councils. Every council that I speak to has welcomed
the initiative and thanks the federal government for that.
It is a pity that this government has not put its hand into
its pocket to match that type of funding.
There is little in maintenance funding for public
schools. The level of physical resources management
system funding is a major concern for the schools I talk
to. There is a maintenance backlog for most schools,
55 of which are in my electorate. Unfortunately a lot of
the schools are very concerned about the abolishment
by the government of the teacher release program,
commonly known as TRIP, which was a great program.
There is also major concern about the closing of the
consumer affairs offices in Hamilton and Horsham.
That work is now going to be done by a telephone
counselling service, and the people of Lowan are not
happy about it at all.
If you look through the budget papers, you would think
the government is going to spend $39 million on new
fire trucks, but the reality is that $31 million of that will
be paid for by an 18 per cent increase in the fire
insurance levy. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services cannot keep doing this. People who pay
insurance on their properties now are paying nearly
100 per cent on the government charges and taxes, and
we wonder why people are moving away from Victoria
and even insuring outside Australia.
There is little or no money for apprentices or trainees.
There is an extreme shortage of tradespeople in country
Victoria. They are the people who could help us grow
and create jobs. More importantly, this government has
taken away funding for the TAFE sector and put
unrealistic caps on the private training organisations.
There is little money for rural and regional libraries.
Recurrent funding is a major issue that has been there
for a long time. Again I highlight that the government
must do more work in relation to the recurrent funding
of library services.
Of major concern are the issues affecting pensioners,
health care card holders and veterans. The government
goes around spruiking that the $270 million will be
spent on supporting those people using public transport
and the like, yet that money is coming straight out of
the pockets of pensioners, health care card holders and
veterans. These people, who are our community heroes,
our volunteers, and who provide service and help to our
country people, are going to have to dip into their
pockets to find nearly $80; and it will be indexed
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annually so the amount will increase every year. There
is a $550 cap on the use of multipurpose taxis. The
member for South-West Coast also brought this up. The
system disadvantages country Victorians immensely.
We know of people who could use up this amount of
money in three months; what are they going to do for
the other nine months? Country people travel longer
distances and there should be a differential for them.
The issue is highlighted in the editorial column of the
Wimmera Mail-Times of 5 May under the headline
‘Why slug our pensioners?’:
Wimmera pensioners are unsurprisingly angry at state
government plans to slug them $80 a year for car registration.

An article in the Hamilton Spectator of 6 May under
the headline ‘Vehicle rego hike may see pensioners
give up cars’ raises similar concerns. A letter from
Charlie Newbould to the editor of the same newspaper
of 8 May states:
Pensioners, hit with $78.50 registration fees. We rely entirely
on our cars because there is no public transport. Does this
government realise there are thousands of volunteers using
their own vehicles delivering tens of thousands of meals on
wheels at their own expense, people in Rotary and Legacy
visiting and helping the sick and needy, visiting the veterans
and their families?
…
We would like to get some answers.

It shows the anger out there of these people who have
been disadvantaged by this new arrangement.
There is little or no money for the recurrent costs of
kindergartens. That is a major concern, particularly for
those kindergartens that have to raise funds not only for
the recurrent costs of maintaining their building but also
paying for wages.
As is typical of a Labor government we have seen a
decrease in funding on many items: the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, a cut of 9.2 per cent,
and water programs have been cut by 15 per cent. The
Department of Primary Industries has also had a major
cut to its funding. These departments create
manufacturing jobs in our areas and export growth. The
government is cutting funding to assist people who are
creating wealth and jobs within our country
communities. Employment and export activities rely
heavily on the agriculture sector, particularly in the
Lowan electorate. Cutting funding in these areas is
typical of Labor. Unfortunately the people of country
Victoria will have to wait two and a half years to get the
opportunity to make their vote count.
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Water is vital to our environment and to growth in our
regional communities. The Victorian Water Trust was
set up last year, and we congratulated the government
on that — it is a good initiative. However,
unfortunately we believe there is a bit of
double-dipping going on where the government is
going to take some money out of the trust for the Living
Murray program. I congratulate the government. It is
only a small amount of money, but it is some money for
the upgrading of water and sewerage treatment facilities
and irrigation systems.
In June 2003 I wrote to the Minister for Water about
my concern that Portland Coast Water was withdrawing
its support for the proposal to put in a water treatment
facility for the township of Dartmoor. This has been an
ongoing issue for the Dartmoor community since 1996.
I raised the issue again in August 2003. I said there was
great uncertainty in the Dartmoor community. It wanted
an assurance that the treatment facility would be
constructed. In 2000 the now Treasurer gave $97 000 to
Portland Coast Water to supply the township of
Dartmoor with a guaranteed safe water supply. It is one
of Victoria’s largest towns without reticulated water.
The main industries in that area are farming and
forestry, and a large softwood timber company employs
100 people. Just in the last couple of days I heard that
some work has started on stage 1 and that 50 homes
will be connected, but these are the ones that have been
supplied by the timber mill. We want to see the other
200 tenements which will need to be serviced by the
next stage. I hope people like Bill Sharrock, who is the
new chairman — I have not met the man with — —
Dr Napthine — An ex-Labor candidate!
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for South-West
Coast says that Bill Sharrock is an ex-Labor candidate.
The point is that he is the chair of Portland Coast
Region Water Authority, and I will be on its back to
make sure that the people in Dartmoor get what they
were promised in 2000 by the now Treasurer.
Unfortunately I highlight again that the fear I have is
that we are going to see a tax on water, and I have not
got time to go through that issue at the moment.
There is more money for residential aged care facilities
at Yarrawonga, Colac and Seymour. There is some
money for the positive ageing strategy, but that pales
into insignificance when, as we saw in the release of
last night’s federal budget, that $3500 will be given by
the commonwealth government to every aged care
resident — and it will be paid by June. I am sure they
are very happy about that. There is some money for the
indigenous community, and I highlight the allocation of
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money to enhance parenting skills for vulnerable
indigenous families, to tackle family violence and for
Koori business incentives.
Turning to health, country Victoria thanks the
government for the hospital redevelopment money for
Maryborough and Echuca, and also for increased dental
facilities — 12 chairs for Shepparton and 1 chair for
Rumbalara.
I turn to another thankyou. I have been lobbying for at
least two years for an increase in the recurrent funding
to cover the casemix — the weighted inlier equivalent
separation (WIES) allowance. The Report of the
Auditor-General on the Finances of the State of
Victoria, 2002–03 speaks of the unviability of hospitals,
which then had a deficit of about $120 million. I will be
interested to see what the outcome will be this year.
Recurrent funding improvements are provided in this
year’s budget, and we thank the government for that.
We in the National Party will watch that there is equity
in the distribution of these catch-up funds — and they
are catch-up funds. We will also be watching to see
where the growth funding goes, whether it all goes to
Casey or whether it goes to places like Horsham,
Hamilton and Bairnsdale that have had to close beds
because of funding shortfalls. We will also watch with
interest to see if the funding by this government really
does cover the full cost of the nurses enterprise
bargaining arrangements. I have spoken with a few
hospital board members, and they are very nervous
with what is unknown at this stage about this budget.
I return to the concern expressed about the health sector
in the Auditor-General’s report of last year. The
Premier expressed his concern about the federal budget;
but the Auditor-General’s report states:
Under the new Australian health care agreement (AHCA), the
level of funding to be provided by the Australian government
to the state is dependent on Victoria increasing its own source
funding of public hospitals at a rate which at least matches the
estimated growth of commonwealth funding. Given the
tightening financial condition of the state, the introduction of
the matching conditions in the new AHCA in 2003–04 will
pose budgetary challenges over the life of the new agreement.

The Auditor-General highlighted those issues.
We have seen other major health sector concerns: it has
been underfunded; there have been low satisfaction
rates; there have been medical equipment concerns;
most hospitals are in deficit; and importantly, there are
increasing waiting lists. This is typical of Labor.
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I have other concerns too, and these are highlighted in
an article in the Herald Sun of 2 May headed ‘State
blow-out reaches $1.6 billion’. The article states:
State government departments blew their budgets by more
than $1.6 billion last financial year.

WorkCover premiums cost $160 million, with Victoria
Police at $60 million; and the Department of Human
Services had the highest increase, of $23.9 million. So
typically they cannot manage money. They blow their
budgets, and as the Auditor-General’s report said back
in November:
Over the five-year period from 1999 to 2003, revenue levels
increased by 21 per cent, while expenditure increased at a
greater rate, at 35 per cent.

That is not sustainable but it is typical of Labor. This is
a high taxing policy government. It will deter
investment, employment and home ownership. The
underlying trends show this, with public accounts
blown out by $1.6 billion, a 50 per cent increase in
employment costs and increasing taxes as highlighted
by pensioners, health care card holders and veterans. It
is in the blame game and wants to blame the federal
government for everything — and it also wants to
blame hospital boards for their troubles.
These are worrying trends in country Victoria and in
Victoria in general. As I said at the start of my
contribution, we are again seeing a big-spending Labor
government that will tax people out of Victoria.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — It is my pleasure
to say a few words on the Appropriation (2004/2005)
Bill and the Bracks government’s family friendly
budget. I will start with a few notable local issues.
Bayswater Primary School is the recipient of
Schoolyard Blitz funding, which is quite appropriate
since it is undergoing a bit of a building program at the
moment. At the conclusion of the program the
Schoolyard Blitz program will be just what it needs.
In my electorate there is a residential care centre for
young people, and its contract is being renewed. It is
quite a useful centre. I have been down there to see how
it works and it processes a lot of young people who
have difficulty fitting in with their families and society.
That is a worthwhile venture.
Speaking regionally, there will be works on Wellington
Road which is not in my electorate but in the region,
and I have always supported regional developments
like that because the southern part of the outer east is
certainly deficient in its road development. Likewise
with the updating of Canterbury Road, which is just
outside my electorate, but it will have quite a big effect
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on people in my electorate and traffic passing through. I
am pleased to see that project up and running.
As members know, my electorate is in the outer east of
Melbourne. My colleagues also think of the outer east
as comprising three local government areas — those of
Knox, Maroondah and Yarra Ranges. It has a leafy
green image with a relaxed lifestyle at a good distance
from the hustle and bustle of the city of Melbourne, but
close enough to commute. The advantages of our label
as an outer suburb come with a cost, like other outer
suburbs. The first is that very distance which some see
as an advantage as well as a disadvantage because it
creates some travelling time and demand for transport,
which becomes quite an issue. The other perception is
that the outer east is well off. It is a mixture of incomes
from the working poor to pockets of obvious wealth,
but there are quite a number of pensioners especially in
Bayswater. There are people who are fairly comfortable
and we have our collection of two-bob snobs, like
everywhere else.
Issues in the outer east are not that much different from
anywhere else in Melbourne with the exception that
transport tends to dominate from time to time, as we
have seen. Rapid growth in the area has led to a
backlog in road development and a shortage of public
transport, and these things of course take time to rectify.
Steps have been taken in this budget to improve road
infrastructure in the region.
While we have some good train services, the majority
of the area is serviced by buses. We will soon have the
best bus service the outer east has ever seen when the
tram line is extended to Vermont South with its related
bus extension to Knox City. That service will run seven
days a week from 6.00 a.m. to midnight and with tram
frequency. I certainly look forward to it.
Mr Cooper — Will it run on the Scoresby?
Mr LOCKWOOD — No, it will run across it. It
will be so different from what we are used to because
the other buses in the outer east are afraid of the dark;
they go home at dusk. They do not go to church on
Sundays and they do not go out to the movies on a
Saturday night. They even knock off before the shops
shut at Knox City. Some of them only come out twice
each weekday, so that will be a vast improvement in
service to which we look forward. I certainly look
forward to the day when residents in my local area have
public transport within easy reach at a similar standard
to the services of the inner suburbs. Of course, this will
be more justifiable as the population density increases.
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The extension of concession fares to health care card
holders will benefit people in my area, especially in
Bayswater. Many students have not been shy in telling
me about the cost they previously have had to pay for a
concession card, and they are happy with the change.
Health and education is at the forefront of most
people’s minds in my electorate. The emphasis in this
budget on health and education continues. The increase
in funding of health services will be of huge benefit to
my electorate, with recent works at Maroondah and
Angliss hospitals with new emergency departments and
other wards already proving a benefit to the area.
Schools in my electorate will benefit hugely from the
portable replacement program with 600 portables being
replaced. I believe Ringwood Secondary College has
the oldest portable around, portable no 1, and Fairhills
High School also has a fair contingent of very old
portables. They will all benefit from extra teachers and
the boost in IT. The business changes announced
shortly before the budget will be of benefit over the
large industrial area in my electorate. Many people will
benefit from that.
I was interested to hear the opposition parties waxing
lyrical and spending lots of words on what is not
included. Government members look to see what is in
and opposition parties look to see what is out. I have
listened to their contributions and I have to say it is a lot
of hot air going nowhere. Never in the annals of
Victorian politics has so much been said about so little
by so few. They should be chiding the federal
government for its repeated failure — repeated again in
the latest federal budget — to commit 50 per cent of the
funding for the Scoresby freeway they scream so much
about. They continue to play games and fail to live up
to their responsibilities. On that note, I commend this
bill to the house.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
speak in support of the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill.
This state budget, brought down by the Treasurer last
week, is great news for all community members across
the state, and that certainly includes the residents of my
electorate of Ballarat East.
I was pleased to have the Premier in Ballarat last Friday
when he came up to highlight the $12 million grant that
is being made available to the University of Ballarat to
upgrade the building studies facilities at the Ballarat
School of Mines TAFE campus. During the visit the
Premier and I, along with the member for Ballarat
West, were able to talk with many of the staff of
Ballarat University. They were all very excited about
receiving the green light for this project. We also talked
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with students and saw how the new building studies
facility will benefit future TAFE students who will be
encouraged to enter these building study areas and be
provided with high-quality facilities and equipment in
the future.
I was also pleased to see confirmed within the budget
funding for the new ambulance station at Ballan, which
will be very well received by people in that region of
the Ballarat East electorate. I was also pleased to see
that 13 schools across my electorate gained Schoolyard
Blitz funding. All those schools are looking forward to
those additions to their schoolyards.
These projects all add to the projects already under way
in my electorate, such as the fast rail project and the
Ballarat Learning Exchange, which are very evident by
the works taking place on those projects at the moment,
along with works at Creswick Primary School, Ballan
Primary School and Buninyong Primary School which
are either under construction at the moment or have just
been completed.
The budget also provides much additional funding
which will clearly benefit families across all groups in
my electorate. Some key issues from this budget — and
there are so many that will benefit the communities in
my electorate — include the $1.9 billion injection into
the state’s hospital system which will clearly benefit so
many people who need to be treated in our hospitals
and ensure more people will be treated more quickly in
our hospitals. I am also pleased with the $58 million
provided for dental health services which will result in
more health care card holders being able to access
dental services. Children also will benefit from the
$34 million support to children’s dental services.
As a former secondary teacher I am pleased to see that
this government continues to commit to significant
education funding, with a $296 million funding boost in
this budget which will see 250 more teachers in our
schools. I was also pleased to see in the area of
supporting families in need that we have increased the
education maintenance allowance by 60 per cent, which
will clearly benefit so many needy families who have
children in schools in our electorates.
One of the other issues that is continually raised with
me is the condition of roads across rural electorates
such as mine. The additional black spot funding of
$130 million over two years will see a number of roads
in my electorate made safer in the coming two years.
On the issue of roads, however, I will also say how
disappointed many residents of my electorate would
have been by last night’s federal budget when they
found there was no announcement about the Deer Park
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bypass, which is something that is sorely needed by
people in my electorate, in particular the people in the
Ballarat to Ballan areas and also in the Kyneton to
Malmsbury areas of my electorate.
They were looking to see the federal government
commit funding to the Calder Freeway, but
unfortunately that did not come forward, even though
this state government committed $70 million to it in its
budget last year and continued with works on it.
Although the Calder Freeway is a road of national
importance (RONI), which is meant to be funded
fifty-fifty with the federal government, the federal
government has not even matched the $70 million this
state government committed in its last year’s budget.
The people in the Calder part of my electorate are very
disappointed.
However, the state has assisted in many other areas, and
we have heard from many other members about support
in terms of concessions to tertiary students, aged
people, health care card holders and people right across
the board. We have heard about the additional $5000
funding for first home buyers and about so many other
areas that people in my electorate are going to learn
about and see great benefit from over the coming
months. I cannot say any more about the budget at this
stage, but clearly it will benefit so many people in my
electorate. They, like other people across Victoria, are
very excited about this budget.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I join this debate by
saying that comparisons are often described as odious,
but there is one comparison we can make, and that is
the comparison between the treatment of low-income
earners by the Bracks government in its budget and the
treatment of those people by the Howard government,
not only in its budget but also in some recent
announcements it has made. I will touch on just one
point, and that is how that sector of the community has
been treated.
Totally and permanently incapacitated (TPI) veterans,
other veterans and war widows who have received
increases in benefits in recent times following release of
the Clarke report, which I am sure all members are very
aware of — anyone who has an interest in veterans
affairs will know about the Clarke report — were
overjoyed at getting those increases. In addition to those
recent benefits that flowed from the Clarke report,
under last night’s federal budget veterans in receipt of
gold and white repatriation health cards will be able to
have the government pay their fees for access to
specialist medical services. That is a $157.6 million
boost to the welfare of veterans and others in this
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community, and it is something that has been received
with great joy by veterans and their families.
The contrast for those people is what the Bracks
government has done for them. In Anzac Day week the
Bracks government delivered a real present to TPI war
veterans, war widows and other low-income earners by
saying it is going to hit them with $80 for car
registration and take away a concession they have had
for over 10 years. Not only will they have to pay an $80
fee for car registration for the first time in over 10 years
but that fee is also going to be indexed. Each year the
$80 will be indexed by whatever amount the Treasurer
decides it will be indexed by, because there is no
restraint on him and he does not have to be bound by
consumer price index. He can put the fee up, along with
the myriad other charges that were contained in the
legislation which was introduced here at about
1 o’clock one morning. That is the gift the Bracks
government delivered to low-income earners and to war
veterans and war widows in this state.
The terrible part about it is that this will impact on those
people who need the greatest help — the low-income
earners. They are going to cop it in the neck, and of
course they have nowhere to go. Your electorate,
Acting Speaker, and my electorate and the electorates
of the member for South-West Coast and the member
for Nepean, are areas where the motor car is essential. It
is absolutely essential for you to get from A to B, to do
your shopping, to go to the doctor or to do whatever —
you have to have a motor car. The other side of the coin
for these low-income earners is that a lot of them are
very community-minded people. They use their cars to
help others. They go out and deliver Meals on Wheels
and do other things like that, but they are getting it in
the neck. They are helping the community.
What is the Bracks government doing? It is saying,
‘Give me $80 a year and we will index it each year’.
What a mean and miserable thing to do, and what a
terrible time to announce it for veterans — in the week
of Anzac Day, which is the week when we
commemorate the services these people gave to the
community by putting their lives on the line for this
nation and everybody in it, and for the benefit of our
generation and future generations. Many of them are in
the twilight of their lives, and they are certainly not
lauding it over us with huge sums of money or huge
incomes, but they are getting it — and they are getting
it properly — right in the neck from this government!
I received a letter from a pensioner in my electorate. I
have never met her, but she wrote to me on 4 May. It is
only a short letter, but I will not quote the whole lot.
She said in part in her letter:
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I wish to express my concern at Mr Bracks’s robbing Peter to
pay Paul. Putting an $89 licence fee —

she has described it as an $89 licence fee —
is most unfair and unjust. Please tell Mr Bracks what the
pensioners think. He will not get my vote.

That is a letter that actually imitates so many contacts
that I have had from people who have phoned up and
people who have called in and said, ‘This is an unfair
impost upon the people who least deserve it and the
people who can least afford it’. It is very sad that this
has happened. There are calls — and I join those
calls — for this government to go back and have a look
at this.
Dr Napthine — Have a heart.
Mr COOPER — Have a heart, as the member for
South-West Coast said.
I call on the government to go back and have a look at
this. It does not need the money. It has a huge surplus.
This is chickenfeed money that the government is
taking from people who can least afford it. It should go
back and think about it and change its mind. This
government back flips on a whole lot of things. It back
flipped yesterday on judicial salaries and it back flipped
on the promise not to put tolls on the Scoresby freeway;
this is a time when, if it does do a backflip, we would
say, ‘Good on you for doing the backflip!’ This is what
the government should be doing. It should be looking at
what is right and proper and what is fair and just, and it
should be saying ‘This is unfair, this is unjust, and it
should be reversed’.
I want to move on. It is a heartfelt plea that I make, but
I do not want to occupy the whole of the time I have
available to me on that subject, as it is only a short
amount of time, but it is a matter I will be returning to
in future weeks. The other thing I want to comment on
are the claims by the Treasurer that this is a budget that
is just wonderful. His budget has delivered stamp duty
cuts, and of course his economic statement has
delivered land tax cuts, so isn’t he just wonderful! He
has acquired the nickname on this side of the house —
one that was given to Nathan Buckley of the
Collingwood Football Club some years ago — of Fig
Jam. I will not go into what that stands for, because
most members would know.
Mr Langdon — Go on!
Mr COOPER — The member for Ivanhoe
encourages me, but I will not do that.
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But the Treasurer certainly has a huge ego, and he
makes claims that do not stand up under scrutiny. You
do not even have to dig deep to find out that the claims
do not stand up under scrutiny.

rest are going to get absolutely zero, yet the claims from
this government — the hype and the spin — is that all
land tax relief is really going to be great and make a big
difference. It is not, as the facts show.

Firstly, let me talk about stamp duty. The facts of the
matter are that regardless of the claims made by the
Treasurer, and indeed repeated by the Premier,
Victorian first home buyers are still going to pay more
stamp duty than first home buyers in New South Wales
and Queensland, despite the temporary $5000 grants
that have been announced. Despite the one-year relief
this government is going to give first home buyers on
stamp duty, they are still going to pay more. Even after
the grant, on a $350 000 home a Victorian first home
buyer will still pay $11 660 compared to $4500 in
Queensland and nil in New South Wales. I will repeat
that, because it is worth repeating: here in Victoria a
first home buyer purchasing a $350 000 home will pay
$11 660 in stamp duty, whereas in Queensland they
would only pay $4500 and they would pay nothing in
New South Wales. The Bracks government has lifted
its stamp duty take from $1 billion to $2.5 billion since
1998–99. That represents an 87 per cent increase in
stamp duty on the typical Melbourne house since
September 1999. That is a graphic picture, and it does
not stack up against the erroneous, false and
misrepresentative claims that the Treasurer has given to
this house and to the people of Victoria in public
statements.

I move on to some other matters. I will quote from a
press release of 4 May put out by the Council of
Intellectual Disability Agencies on behalf of people
with disabilities. The press release issued by Sue
Jackson, the executive officer of the council, says:
The number of people with disabilities on the urgent waiting
list for supported accommodation will continue to escalate in
the wake of today’s state budget according to the Council of
Intellectual Disability Agencies (CIDA).
CIDA executive officer, Ms Sue Jackson, said that
1178 people whose need for accommodation has been
classified as urgent are on the waiting list for supported
accommodation. She said that this figure could increase by up
to 100 over the next 12 months.
…
‘The government has not allocated one more cent for
supported accommodation’, Ms Jackson said. ‘The only way
that someone on the waiting list will be able to access
supported accommodation over the next 12 months is if
someone else dies or moves out’.

This is a government that claims to be caring — and
you cannot get any group in the community that needs
greater care than people with disabilities.

The same thing applies in regard to land tax. I do not
know how the Treasurer manages to claim that land tax
can be cut and that more money will come in. Certainly
the aspirations of small and medium-sized businesses
and landowners in regard to land tax are not going to be
met because they are not going to get land tax relief.
Their aspirations have been dashed by an analysis of
how those changes will actually operate. Calculations
show that the owner of an $800 000 property is likely to
face an increase of 30 per cent or more in land tax next
year, even after the so-called cut that has been
announced by this government. As rising property
prices continue to push properties to a higher tax level,
so the impost of land tax will go up.

People with disabilities who really rely on the
government for assistance; for sustenance and for
everything else are being let down and deserted by the
Bracks government. As Ms Jackson says, the
government has not allocated one more cent for
supported accommodation. That is a disgrace, and it is
something about which this government should hang its
head in shame. The way that this government is treating
people with disabilities is simply not fair. I could go on
and on about that subject, because it is a subject very
close to my heart. It is an area of which I have some
considerable knowledge, and an area where I have had
considerable input over many years, both from a family
point of view and from the point of view of the
community I represent in this house.

On a property valued at $1 million the increase will be
20 per cent and at $2 million the increase will be
15 per cent. It is only on properties valued at
$4.3 million or more that taxpayers will actually get
some relief from land tax. I would say that very few
average landowners, who might have a couple of
investment properties and a family home, and few
business people in small or medium-sized businesses,
are going to have $4.3 million tied up in property. The
very few are the ones that might get some relief and the

I regret that I do not have more time, but I want to talk
about a broken promise. It is not the Scoresby freeway.
I can see the member for Bayswater is not here; he will
be glad it is not about the Scoresby — but I will get
back to that again at some stage. I want to talk about a
promise that was made in the week prior to the last
election. In that week my Labor Party opponent and
Mr Viney, who is now a member of the other place,
stood up in Mornington and promised that a 60-bed
rehabilitation hospital would be built there. They
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promised that it would be built in the following
financial year — that is, in the year about to be
completed. They promised that funding would be
provided and construction would start in this financial
year, so I looked with some interest at the budget
papers this time last year.

electorate of Bundoora, which is held by the Minister
for Community Services, Sheryl Garbutt. The result of
all this development is that, due to the Bracks
government, the Banyule Community Health Centre
will be totally refurbished, and I know that the people in
my electorate are thrilled at the prospect.

Lo and behold, where was it — it was there on a
never-never list. The government basically said, ‘Sorry,
we cannot get around to it. We cannot get around to the
$20 million’. It was a promise made to the people of
Mornington and the Mornington Peninsula, and it was a
promise that was greeted with some joy. Then, front
page in the local papers, the funding was not there. I
expected, because it was put on the never-never list,
that there would be funding in this budget. No, it is not
there either. It has moved from the never-never funding
list to the never-ever funding list.

With respect to education, I was very pleased to
announce last week that Viewbank College in Rosanna
received $2 077 000 for phase 2 of its refurbishment
project. This is in addition to the $1 576 577 in funding
that it received for phase 1 two years ago. This means
that a total of $3.6 million has been allocated to
Viewbank College. It is one of the major colleges in my
electorate and has over 1000 students. The
redevelopment will involve refurbishment of the
general purpose classrooms, classrooms for arts,
commerce, fabrics and technology studies, seminar
space and amenities. It will provide the necessary
teaching and ancillary spaces required to facilitate the
enhancement of middle and later years programs. The
facilities will support the goal of increasing the
percentage of young people who successfully complete
year 12 or the equivalent.

Yet we do not get an apology from this government.
My ex-Labor opponent has gone under a rock; she does
not want to be seen. I have not heard Mr Viney
apologising either. This is a blatant and disgraceful
breaking of a promise in my electorate, and it will not
be forgotten by the people of Mornington. They are
waiting for the Labor Party to come out from under its
rock with this particular promise. The hospital must be
built!
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is a great pleasure
to add my contribution to the debate on the state budget
and the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill.
The Ivanhoe electorate is based in the middle of
suburbia. It has the biggest hospital development in the
history of the state — that is, the Austin Hospital. This
means that over $400 million of the health budget has
been spent in my electorate. I am pleased to announce
that, along with the Austin Hospital’s development —
and I will quote the Auditor-General’s report on that
development shortly — the Banyule Community
Health Centre is finally getting its long-awaited
redevelopment at a cost of $11.5 million.
The centre is in the heart of the West Heidelberg area,
in the heart of the old Olympic Village. It is a
redevelopment that has been long awaited. It will be a
total reconstruction of a building that originally
provided ministry of housing accommodation, with
add-ons. It has well outlived its usefulness and we will
get a completely brand new development. This
redevelopment is in addition to the work that has
already been done on the Banyule Community Health
Centre facility in Greensborough. The government has
bent over backwards to accommodate the new facility
there also; it is not in my electorate, it is in the

This is an enormous boost to Viewbank College, one of
the largest schools in my electorate. I know the
principal, the school council, and the school community
are all exceptionally pleased to receive funding for
phase 2 of the school’s refurbishment program,
bringing the total funding to $3.6 million.
Another school that has already benefited from the
Bracks government budget is East Ivanhoe Primary
School. It received approximately $1.3 million several
years ago. Other schools that have benefited are
Heidelberg Primary School; Rosanna Primary School
which has had two phases of development already
under the Bracks government; and Rosanna Golf Links
Primary School which last year received $1.3 million.
Outstanding things are happening in education and
health in my electorate.
I return to comment on redevelopment of the Austin
Hospital — and I know the opposition loves to carp on
this. I quote from page 17 of the Auditor-General’s
Report on Public Sector Agencies — Results of Special
Reviews. Under the heading ‘Audit conclusions’ the
report states:
The project involves the redevelopment of the Austin
Hospital and the relocation of the Mercy Hospital for Women
to an adjoining site in Heidelberg. This is the largest public
hospital redevelopment ever undertaken by the state.
The project is progressing well as a result of sound
governance arrangements and risk management practices.
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That is a glowing report on the Bracks government and
what it is doing with the Austin Hospital. I repeat that it
is the largest hospital development project now
happening in Victoria.
On page 21, under the heading ‘Conclusion’ in the
section entitled ‘Special reviews’, there is another
comment by the Auditor-General:
The project’s governance structure is robust as evidenced by
clear allocation of roles and responsibilities, timely
decision-making, regular monitoring and reporting to key
stakeholders.

This is the hospital the opposition loves to bag and carp
about, and it says the project is not on budget.
On page 23 of the report we can basically see the
history of the site. It says that the initial estimate for the
project was $310 million, but it was eventually decided
that it would cost $376 million, and it has been at that
figure for the last two years. So the Austin Hospital
project is on budget and on time.
I am pleased that the Auditor-General not only made
that finding, but it is also public — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr LANGDON — We have had a slight
interjection from the former Leader of the Opposition,
who said when he was in Heidelberg that that was the
site he preferred. Now he has changed his tune. He is
on record in the Ivanhoe electorate as wanting the
Heidelberg site; now he has changed his tune.
In the very brief time I have left I want to comment not
so much on the budget per se but on my attempt to have
a reserve named after my predecessor, Vin Heffernan.
The council had some difficulties with the area I had
sought, but I am pleased to announce that at a meeting
on 3 May the council agreed to readvertise for a new
park that may have Vin Heffernan’s name. I thought I
would report that to the house.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — It is a great pleasure to
join the debate on the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill.
This budget delivers for Geelong. It keeps faith with the
people of Geelong and fulfils the contract that the
government reached with the people of Geelong and
Bellarine at the last election.
The budget allocates about $1 billion to regional
Victoria and of that, $300 million goes to the Geelong
region. This budget acknowledges the importance this
region has within Victoria and helps the region to take
advantage of the opportunities that arise from the
significant economic and population growth of the area.
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The budget puts on the table all our money, including
our total commitment to the Geelong bypass of
$186.5 million. This is clearly a road of national
importance and a road that is deserving of federal
government support. But alas, in last night’s budget we
saw what the federal government thought of the people
of Geelong and Corangamite when it failed to support
this important project. It is also a road that is deserving
of the state Liberal Party’s support, and we need its
voice to assist us in ensuring that the federal
government comes to the party with funding for this
important road.
Perhaps even more importantly, this budget delivers on
our health commitments in capital and recurrent terms.
It provides $18 million to the Andrew Love Cancer
Centre, which is a centre of excellence providing the
highest quality cancer care. The commitment that we
have made will ensure that the centre will continue to
provide this service and can meet the needs of a
growing community. It has been welcomed by the
whole community. Don Fraser from the Geelong
Cancer After Care group said in the Geelong Advertiser
on the day after the budget:
We are very excited …
We have worked for it for so long and it is great to get a
result.

The budget also commits $50 million to the Grace
McKellar aged and rehabilitation centre and there are
two parts to this, including $6 million to rebuild a
kitchen from the Geelong Hospital onto the Grace
McKellar site. This is essential to enable us to move
forward and expand the space for the emergency
department at Geelong Hospital. The funding also
ensures the region has the best facilities of high and low
care and rehabilitation services to meet what is an
increasingly ageing population in the region.
The Grace McKellar Centre is a much-loved and
respected facility that the previous government
intended to privatise and sell off. It showed what it
thought of providing public health services to the
Geelong people with its intention to sell the Grace
McKellar Centre and to cut services and support staff at
the Geelong Hospital. Not only did this government
ensure the Grace McKellar Centre remained in public
hands but it has already committed $17 million, and
now an additional $50 million, to this upgrade.
This budget commits over $1 billion to base funding for
our hospitals. Health is a key priority for the residents
of Bellarine. They are concerned to ensure that we are
able to tackle waiting lists and that they have access to
the emergency department, particularly given the
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decline in bulk-billing. There is very little bulk-billing
available in Bellarine and there was certainly nothing in
the federal budget last night to address that issue. This
boost to hospital-based funding will ensure that more
people can be treated in the emergency department, but
it will also ensure that the pricing of services is a true
reflection of the cost. This has been well received by
the residents of Bellarine and the region.

My contribution will cover three parts: analysis of the
budget information, assessment of the impact of the
budget on regional and rural Victoria and comments on
the budget in my own electorate of South-West Coast.
This is a high-taxing, high-spending budget with little
or no evidence that Victorian taxpayers are getting
value for money, better services or improved
infrastructure or real outcomes for the dollars spent.

This budget builds on the delivery of other key election
commitments that were made for Bellarine, and I would
just like to very quickly run through some of what has
already been done.

This government has earned the reputation of spending
without improving services and of making promises
without delivering. It is a very high-taxing budget.
Every Victorian household is now paying, on average,
$2200 more in state taxes and charges than they were in
1999. In this budget Victorians will pay a record level
of taxes and charges including record levels of payroll
tax which is up 6.5 per cent from last year and record
levels of land tax, which is up by 9 per cent on last
year — despite the so-called cuts in land tax in the
economic statement. It is interesting to note that land
tax is up over 120 per cent since 1999 compared to the
previous Liberal government which collected less land
tax in 1999 than it collected in 1992.

The Ocean Grove campus of Bellarine Secondary
College is currently under construction. Again, it is
another school that was to be closed by the previous
government. The Clifton Springs foreshore and boat
ramp has been funded. The Leopold Indoor
Neighbourhood Centre has been given additional
funding and its construction is almost complete. The
Portarlington community centre has been funded. We
have student welfare officers in schools at Newcomb
Park, Whittington and St Leonards. The installation of a
bike path on Shell Road between Ocean Grove and
Point Lonsdale has been funded and completed. This is
on top of other projects that have been completed in
Bellarine.
The Ocean Grove 24-hour police station and the
Wallington Primary School have been completed and
opened. The Leopold Primary School is almost
complete. Natural gas to the North Bellarine Peninsula
is almost complete. The Marine and Freshwater
Resources Institute, which is a $20 million project, is
almost complete. There are boat ramps and black spots,
and I could keep naming them. We are delivering for
the residents of Bellarine and Geelong.
This is a budget that is financially responsible but one
that continues to invest significantly in capital and
investment in people. It supports families and it invests
in the things that matter to Victorians — health,
education and infrastructure. It is building for the
future, and it certainly secures the future of the Geelong
region. I commend the Treasurer for his ongoing
commitment to Geelong, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — This budget
is very disappointing. It is another typical Labor Party
high-taxing, high-spending, directionless budget
without any real vision for Victoria. It is a budget of
squandered opportunities that does nothing for rural and
regional Victoria.

Indeed, when you compare state taxation as outlined on
page 31 of this year’s budget paper 4 with the 2003–04
budget paper 2, the changes are this: taxes on
immovable property are up 18.4 per cent; financial and
capital transaction taxes are up 11.2 per cent; insurance
taxes are up 11.6 per cent; and motor vehicle taxes and
charges are up 12.5 per cent. Other licences and taxes
are up by 15.6 per cent, and that is from one budget to
the next. There are double digit increases in taxes right
across the board under the Bracks Labor government,
which is the highest taxing government in Victoria’s
history. In addition, this budget predicts that Victorians
will pay an extra $365 million in state taxes and charges
with the annual increases in charges, fees and fines
imposed by this government in recent legislation.
This government is a high-spending government. State
government expenditure has gone up by $9 billion — that
is, $9 billion more in 2004–05 than it was in 1998–99,
only six years ago. So in six years there has been a 50 per
cent increase in expenditure under this government. There
has been a revenue increase of 40 per cent and a spending
increase of 50 per cent. That is unsustainable: the
Auditor-General says it is unsustainable and anybody
with any economic sense says it is unsustainable. The tax
imposts that are being ratcheted up by this government
will kill incentive and kill business right across Victoria,
particularly in rural and regional Victoria.
The question is: where has that spending gone? When
you look at the figures it shows that in June 1999 there
were 23 597 general public servants. In 2002–03 — the
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most recent figures — there were 29 073, which is a
23 per cent increase, and that does not include teachers,
nurses, and police and emergency services workers.
There has been a 23 per cent increase in bureaucrats,
consultants and cardigan wearers. Public sector wages
have gone up 33 per cent since 1999 — the highest
growth in Australia — under the irresponsible Bracks
Labor government.
We are not getting improved services for the increased
expenditure. Indeed public dental waiting lists and
public hospital waiting lists have increased; there are
poor outcomes in our schools as expressed in this year’s
budget figures; the early intervention services have
been reduced, and there are longer waiting lists for
children with autism, developmental delay and
intellectual disabilities. There are increasing numbers of
people with intellectual disabilities waiting for short,
medium and long-term accommodation. There are
increasing numbers of families desperate for respite
care; and there are increased public housing waiting
lists.
Figures released today showed another 4.5 per cent
increase in people waiting for public housing in
south-west Victoria. For all the additional expenditure,
in the basic necessities of good government this
government is failing to deliver.
I now look at some of the economic parameters
outlined in the budget. In the late 1990s Victoria was
certainly leading the way with economic growth well
above the national average, but since the election of the
Bracks Labor government, Victoria’s economic growth
rate has been below the national average in every year
except one. Budget paper 2, at page 21, states:
The Australian economy grew by 4 per cent over 2003.

Yet on page 20 of the same budget paper it shows that
Victoria’s growth in 2002–03 was only 2.6 per cent,
which was well below the Australian average. In
2003–04 Victoria grew at 3.25 per cent compared with
Australia’s growth of 3.75 per cent. In 2004–05 the
budget projects that Victoria will grow at 3.25 per cent
compared with Australia’s growth rate of 3.5 per cent.
In the current year and in every other year the Bracks
Labor government is predicting that Victoria will grow
at a slower rate than the rest of Australia. We have gone
from being the leading state in Australia in economic
growth to be the laggard with regard to economic
growth.
I make a couple of final comments regarding the overall
budget parameters. I refer to page 16 of budget paper 2,
where it states:
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… general government net debt … is forecast to increase
from $1.8 billion in June 2004 to $2.6 billion in June 2008.

That is a 50 per cent increase in debt. Further, it says
that state superannuation liabilities will also increase
from $14 billion in June 2004 to $16.4 billion by June
2008. This is a very concerning trend under a Labor
government, that suddenly instead of debt being
decreased by good economic management we are going
back to the bankcard mentality of the Cain and Kirner
governments — that is, increased debt and increased
superannuation liabilities.
I conclude my overall comments on the budget to
fundamentally put a lie to the comments put forward by
the Labor Party that somehow the problems with
Victoria are due to lack of commonwealth funding. I
refer to the Victorian budget overview document
Growing Victoria Together where it says on page 9:
The growth in revenue is due to additional commonwealth
grants revenue in 2004–05 compared to 2003–04 (6 per cent).

The government, in its fine print, admits that it is
getting massively increased monies in terms of grants
and GST revenue from the commonwealth but
unfortunately this government is squandering those
opportunities.
I now look at some of the issues in regional and rural
Victoria. I go to probably the biggest infrastructure
project in regional and rural Victoria — that is, rail
standardisation. I refer to Hansard of 30 May 2001
where the Treasurer, then the Minister for State and
Regional Development, is reported as saying:
… a key initiative in the budget brought down in this house
two weeks ago was the provision of $96 million over the next
few years for the regional freight links program to provide
standardisation of the rail freight gauge right across Victoria,
but particularly linking Mildura with Portland.

Not 1 metre of track on the Mildura to Portland line has
been standardised under the program since it was
announced in 2001. Big on promises, short on delivery!
The people of country Victoria are suffering as a result.
I refer to budget paper 3 of 2003–04 where it says the
target for the number of towns to be included in natural
gas reticulation by the end of 2003–04 — that is, by
30 June this year — is four. How many towns will be
connected to natural gas by 30 June this year? Zero.
What have they done in this year’s budget? They have
deleted the reference to how many towns will be
connected in the upcoming year. Again, this
government promises big, but delivers little.
What is the major characteristic of this budget? The
major characteristic of the budget are cuts to
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multipurpose taxi services and a massive impost of $80
a year on pensioners, health care card holders and war
veterans. It is hitting the disadvantaged who are the
people fundamentally deserving of our assistance most.
The cuts to the multipurpose taxi services will really
hurt in country Victoria. People who are frail, aged,
chronically ill, people with cerebral palsy, people with
multiple sclerosis, epilepsy and chronic arthritis will be
denied access to the service they have had for many
years. They will be denied access to their local doctor,
physiotherapist, chiropractor, shops and senior citizens
facilities. Pensioners, health care card holders and war
veterans will be forced to pay $80 a year for motor
vehicle registration, a charge that was removed over
10 years ago by the previous coalition government.
This government seems to fail to understand that a car
is an essential component of access to services for all
people in regional and rural Victoria. Older people and
people on health care cards need a car to take the
children to school, to visit health services, to access
normal community services, and to do the many things
they do in a positive way to help the community,
whether it be assisting with Meals on Wheels or taking
other people to services. This is a cruel, heartless,
cold-hearted, uncaring decision. It is simply not fair.
This government spends an absolute fortune on
advertising about it getting a fair share and a fair go, but
they are not giving the most disadvantaged people in
our community, particularly those in rural and regional
Victoria, a fair go. The budget confirms the removal of
the special power payment scheme and the electricity
network tariff rebate scheme for regional and rural
Victoria, which is on top of the removal of the winter
power bonus which increases electricity costs for
people in country Victoria.
It confirms the abolition of the Star 6 and Victorian
rural and regional access to the arts program, which
denies access for children to programs in Melbourne.
The government has announced the closure of the
regional and rural consumer and tenancy advice
services. There are cuts in outputs for skill development
for young people. Indeed, with respect to dental health
one only has to say ‘deja vu’ because if you look at the
budget for 2003–04 it says $21 million will improve
dental health but now they have recycled the
announcement, and waiting lists and waiting times have
got longer. People in country Victoria simply do not
trust this government to deliver.
Budget paper 4 shows the Department of Innovation
Industry and Regional Development, has a cut of 30 per
cent in funding from its actual expenditure in 2002–03
to the budgeted figure for this year, plus there are
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further cuts forecast in the forward estimates. There is a
20 per cent cut in the regional strategic leadership
funding. There is a 10 per cent cut in the regional
infrastructure development funding. So there are real
cuts to programs right across regional and rural
Victoria. Regional Victoria has done very badly under
this budget, which is uncaring and simply does not
deliver.
Let us now look at what the local papers in my
electorate say about the budget. The headline in the
Warrnambool Standard of 5 May states ‘District
“ignored” by Brumby’ and states:
South-west Victoria was all but bypassed in yesterday’s state
budget, with not one Warrnambool district project receiving
dedicated financial backing.

A further article entitled ‘Fury over helicopter’ states:
The biggest disappointment in a budget that prompted little
praise from those in the south-west was the absence, yet
again, of an emergency rescue helicopter.

The Hamilton Spectator of 6 May states ‘Budget has
little for south-west’. On the Land of 6 May has an
article entitled ‘VFF unimpressed’. It states:
The 2004 state budget provides no relief for Victoria’s
farmers who are recovering from drought, the Victorian
Farmers Federation said this week.
The government has ignored the current tough times facing
many farmers …
The tax burden on farmers will increase with a particular
blow-out in insurance taxes to fund fire services. This includes
a $9.4 million tax hike on rural Victorians in 2004–05 to fund
replacement fire tankers.

The Portland Observer of 7 May carries the headlines
‘Region misses out in state budget’ and ‘Rail
disappointment in budget’. The Hamilton Spectator of
8 May states, ‘Budget won’t put books on shelves’. The
Warrnambool Standard of 8 May has an editorial
headed ‘Budget offers little’.
The community of south-west Victoria is saying the
budget is not delivering for regional and rural Victoria,
where my electorate is situated. It has no funds for the
much-needed lifesaving south-west emergency
helicopter; no funds for the much-needed State
Emergency Services headquarters and no funds for the
regional ambulance headquarters in Warrnambool.
There are no funds for a new, wider, safer bridge on the
Princes Highway over the Surry River at Narrawong.
There were no funds for basic maintenance of
government schools such as Port Fairy Consolidated,
Panmure or Hawkesdale schools. There are no funds
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for the Brauerander Park — the million dollars
promised by the Premier some years ago seems to have
disappeared into the never-never. There are no funds
for the promised Deakin rail platform, and there are no
funds for the Portland South Primary School
redevelopment. The principal of the school, Margaret
Perrett, is quoted in today’s Portland Observer as
saying it was frustrating to continually miss out on
much-needed funding. I say, ‘Hear, hear!’, to that.
In conclusion, there is no doubt that this is a bad budget
for south-west Victoria. It is bad for regional and rural
Victoria. It is a high-taxing, high-spending budget that
is simply wrong in its economic direction. It is based on
short-sighted policy which is bad for Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired. The
honourable member for Frankston.
Mr HARKNESS (Frankston) — It is a great
pleasure to join the debate on the appropriation bill. As
the member for Footscray said yesterday, it is a budget
for the battlers. Congratulations are due to the Treasurer
on this. It is great news for Victoria and certainly very
good news for Frankston.
The 2004–05 Victorian budget is putting families first.
It is cutting the basic living costs and investing strongly
in key services such as hospitals, schools and roads. I
should point out a few of the highlights — a $2 billion
boost for our health system, $197 million for a caring
for children package, $1 billion in new funding for
regional Victoria, $552 million for an outer
metropolitan and rural roads package, a $149 million
first home bonus, and $10 billion in record
infrastructure spending over the next four years. This
budget continues Labor’s commitment to responsible
financial management. It delivers record investment in
infrastructure. It invests in a healthier Victoria, builds a
smarter Victoria, makes our communities safer, protects
the environment, builds better transport links, boosts
housing affordability and is driving business investment
and fostering growth.
I turn to education — a matter dear to my heart. The
2004–05 budget is building upon the investment
already made by the Bracks government in education. It
is confirming that education is our no. 1 priority.
Highlights of the budget for education include the
provision of the $341.8 million for new schools and
improved facilities; $66.4 million for the employment
of 250 new teachers and for professional development;
and a range of other initiatives. Almost 5000 more
teachers and staff have been employed in Victorian
schools over the last four years, leading to lower class
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sizes and an education system which allows each
student to do their best.
As was reported in the Frankston Standard Leader this
week, Overport Primary School and Karingal Heights
Primary School in my electorate will both be receiving
funds to upgrade their student toilet facilities. The
Frankston Heights Primary School and Karingal Park
Secondary College will each be receiving funds for
much-needed asphalting works. Frankston East,
Karingal and Frankston primary schools will be
receiving primary welfare officers, which will be very
useful for those schools. The Frankston East Primary
School, Karingal Heights Primary School, Frankston
Primary School and Karingal Primary School will be
receiving grants to spruce up their grounds as part of
the Bracks government’s Schoolyard Blitz initiative.
This is a terrific opportunity for schools across Victoria
to tap into the community’s support by taking the
concept of a working bee to a whole new level with
financial assistance from the government.
On Monday morning I went down to one of my local
primary schools, the Karingal Heights Primary School,
and addressed the assembly. The kids were absolutely
cock-a-hoop about Schoolyard Blitz; they are already
making plans. They have looked at a portion of the
school which they are wanting to do some work on —
put in some retaining walls, plant a lot of trees and put
up some sunshades. I will be pulling on the gumboots; I
will be standing up for Frankston, as I always do, and
getting in there to make sure that the school is
beautified. It is a terrific initiative from the Bracks
Labor government. Schools will be encouraged to
involve their local communities and their local member
in the projects, and I look forward to participating in
this and the other Schoolyard Blitz initiatives. The
government has provided $10 million in funding across
Victoria for this initiative and will ensure the best
possible learning environment for all students in these
school communities.
The 2004 state budget has also delivered on the Bracks
government’s 2002 commitment to construct a new
cricket oval and pavilion on land adjacent to Karingal
Park Secondary College. The new home ground for the
Frankston East Cricket Club replaces the oval lost when
the Kennett regime sold the former Karingal High
School to a developer. We are undoing the damage and
returning a valuable recreation facility to the Karingal
community. Both the state government and the
Frankston City Council have set aside $534 000 for this
project and construction will commence shortly.
I would like to turn quickly to the Bracks government’s
expenditure of an extra $58 million over the next four
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years to boost dental treatment for low-income earners
and to cut waiting lists. This boost will take around
30 000 patients off dental lists — and waiting-list times
are expected to drop by about six months over the
coming time. The Howard government has shredded
Medicare and left Australians’ teeth to rot in their
collective mouths, so this initiative will provide critical
medical assistance for Frankston’s senior and
low-income residents.
Lastly I would just like to touch on changes made to
public transport, making it much more affordable for
people and Frankston. Frankston’s health care card
holders and occasional secondary and tertiary student
travellers who catch public transport will have great
cost savings. Given that Frankston is in public transport
zone 3, this will have a huge impact locally. I would
like to commend this bill to the house. It is a terrific
budget delivered by a terrific Treasurer.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I am delighted to be
able to make a brief contribution on the Appropriation
(2004/2005) Bill. This budget has substantial benefits
for all Victorians but particularly Victorian families.
Education is a major focus of the budget, with the
Bracks government’s injection of $4.4 billion including
this year’s allocation of $486 million. My electorate of
Gembrook has been successful in receiving education
funding for capital works improvements. Today’s
Pakenham-Berwick Gazette features a full page on the
achievements made at local schools. The headline says
‘State’s cash boost for schools’ and the article begins:
Four local schools received good news to the tune of
$7 million in last week’s state budget.

Last week I had the pleasure of attending Upper
Beaconsfield primary, which had been anxiously
awaiting funding for capital works for quite some time.
I announced a capital works grant of $1.572 million for
the upgrade of that school.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms LOBATO — It was $1.572 million. That will
enable the school to build four new classrooms,
refurbish another two as well as build a new staff
administration facility and an art and craft centre. The
whole school community was thrilled, and I
congratulated those involved on their achievement. I
skipped rope with the children while I announced it,
and it was fun to remember how to do that.
Last week I also had the pleasure of announcing, in
conjunction with the member for Narre Warren North,
funding of $2 million for capital works at Harkaway
Primary School. Members of the school community
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were similarly overjoyed. They have been waiting for
funding for some time. The $2 million will enable the
construction of the school library and general purpose
classrooms and administration facilities. Also, still on
the same page of the Pakenham-Berwick Gazette,
mention is made of a $1.25 million upgrade to
Macclesfield Primary School, which is in the electorate
of the member for Monbulk. The acting principal
expresses in this article his school’s appreciation of that
announcement. Many of my constituents have children
at Macclesfield primary.
Still on the same page, a member for Western Province
in the other place was delighted to announce a
$1.982 million upgrade for the Koo Wee Rup
Secondary College, which is good news for local
schools. Other schools within the electorate of
Gembrook will also benefit from the Schoolyard Blitz
funding. They include Yarra Junction Primary School,
Wesburn Primary School, Millwarra Primary School
and Warburton Primary School. I announced that
funding for those schools last week. They too were
overjoyed, and they are working on plans for
beautification works for their schools. I am confident
that some of the $60 million announced for school
maintenance will be welcomed by schools in the
Gembrook electorate also.
There are many other significant announcements in the
budget, but time does not permit me to go into the
details. However, I will mention the $5000 relief grant
for first home buyers and the commitment to dental
services, as well as the huge injection of funds targeting
children and foster carers, acknowledging the vital role
they play in our community. The Treasurer has also
shown a great commitment to the state’s firefighting
resources. That will be appreciated in my electorate of
Gembrook, given its heavily treed areas. The
government has put in $168 million to boost the state’s
firefighting resources. The four-year boost will go
towards funding 180 extra firefighters for the
Department of Sustainability and Environment, and
$73 million will be provided over four years in
guaranteed funding for 450 seasonal firefighters.
Due to lack of time I will conclude, but I will briefly
mention last year’s funding for the Pakenham bypass.
The Bracks government committed to 50 per cent of the
project, and the federal government is still refusing to
contribute its half. I congratulate the Treasurer and the
Bracks government on a fantastic budget.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I give credit to the
parliamentary library for bringing out a very interesting
document which ranks all the state electorates
according to a number of indicators from the
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2001 census. Forty-five per cent of the people who live
in the Nepean electorate are aged 65 and over, which is
the highest percentage in the state, so Nepean is ranked
no. 1 there. In addition 35.6 per cent of the people of
Nepean live in households earning less than $500 a
week. Again, that is the highest percentage of any
electorate in this state.
These are the very people who have been badly
affected and hurt by the cut in the motor registration
concession that this government has announced. You
can see from the figures that these are the majority, or
the largest single group, in my electorate. I have been
elected to represent them, and they expect me — and
they are asking me in great numbers — to plead with
the government to reverse its decision. It will affect
them in so many ways. As I said, they are not the
minority; the huge majority of my electorate will be
badly affected in a whole number of ways, including in
their access to services and being able to be part of the
community. Their everyday lives will be severely
affected by that decision.
I can assure the government that it has not heard the
end of this. Queues of people and a whole range of
groups and organisations, including senior citizens
groups and Vietnam veterans, are coming to my office
asking for copies of the petition which we will present
to Parliament. I know there are many other electorates
where this is happening as well, so that fight is just
starting.
This is interesting economics. The government’s
argument is that by cutting this concession it can use
the $260 million that is raised to better direct money to
other concessions. I could not think of a better direction
of a concession than to the many pensioners in my
electorate. To say that they need to be better targeted is
a slap in the face for these people.
The cutting of concessions is a good example of the
sort of smoke and mirrors we have come to expect from
this government — and we have seen a lot of it in this
budget. That might be my opinion, but I would like to
quote a paragraph from an article in last Tuesday’s Age
in which David Hayward says:
Take, for example, last week’s news that the budget will
contain $400 million in new concessions. That seemed like a
generous package by any standard. But what started off as
very big turned out on closer inspection to be very different,
with $280 million to come from cuts to existing concessions,
leaving only $120 million that is genuinely new money. That
still seems a lot, but then it’s to be paid over the next four
years. What started off at $400 million is in fact an increase of
only $31 million, or barely 3.7 per cent. Adjusted for inflation
and population growth, the government will be spending
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about the same next year on concessions as it did the year
before.

It is clever politics and a great example of smoke and
mirrors, but it will badly affect the ordinary and the vast
majority of members of my community. They will not
stand for it — and as I said, this government will hear
more about it.
The next issue I wish to comment on is the condition of
the ambulance service in my electorate. When one of
the local ambulance officers alerted the local media to
the fact that there were not enough ambulance crews on
the Mornington Peninsula, a government spin doctor
called Ben Hart came out and said that this ambulance
driver did not know what he was talking about and that
it was a very rare occurrence. It just so happens that last
week, in fact on budget day, all ambulance crews on the
Mornington Peninsula were totally busy, and if any
other call-ups had been needed they would have had to
be brought in from outside the area. Then it happened
twice more on Wednesday, so that was three times in
one week, following Ben Hart’s assertion that it was a
rare event.
I can tell you that the ambulance officers in my
electorate are not impressed with the spin that the
government is putting on what is a very serious
situation, and it is one which the community is very
concerned about. In fact the ambulance officers are
saying to me that other than a new mobile intensive
care ambulance, over the last 30 years there has not
been one new ambulance or ambulance crew added to
the Mornington Peninsula. The population has
increased quite dramatically in that period, yet the
ambulance service has remained the same.
The MICA crew has been called in to non-MICA cases
because of the shortage of general ambulance crews on
the Mornington Peninsula. I am disappointed to note
that there is nothing in the budget to alleviate this
terrible state of affairs. The government has announced
that there will be new and increased ambulance services
in growth areas — and the Mornington Peninsula is a
growth area — but there is absolutely nothing there.
Maybe our dear spin doctor, Ben Hart could convince
the many pensioners on the peninsula to use their own
cars as ambulances; but then again, they have already
been slugged $80 for that privilege, so I do not think
they would buy that argument at all.
I move on to the cuts in the Department of
Sustainability and Environment budget, especially as
they pertain to my electorate. The Mornington
Peninsula National Park is the most heavily visited
national park in Victoria and in the top three in the
country. It is very busy, with a high rate of use of what
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is not a large area. It is a park that needs constant
maintenance and upkeep because a lot of people live on
its borders and a lot of people visit it.
Last year 85 per cent of the environmental budget for
this national park was cut. The reason that was given —
and it was given to the rangers themselves — was that
it was needed to pay for 50 new rangers that the
government had promised at the election. More smoke
and mirrors! Everyone rejoiced at having 50 new
rangers — a great idea — but they were not told they
were going to be funded by 85 per cent budget cuts to a
number of national parks within the state. I spent about
3 hours in a four-wheel-drive looking at the national
park about a month ago, and there was an obvious
difference in the condition of the tracks. That includes
the number of weeds that are growing along all the
tracks and roadsides throughout the Mornington
Peninsula National Park. That has taken place in the
12 months since I was last there.
The most obvious difference I have seen, and it is the
most dangerous, is that the sea wall that surrounds Point
Nepean is crumbling very badly in a lot of areas. The
wall needs to be extended, but it also needs to be
renovated in many areas. Because the sea wall is
crumbling into the sea, a number of the fortifications at
Fort Nepean are in danger of toppling over into the bay
or the ocean. The road down to Point Nepean has had to
be closed on a couple of occasions because of land slips
caused by the erosion of the crumbling wall. Not one
dollar has been allocated to the Mornington Peninsula
National Park, and even when I look at the forward
estimates over the next few years, I can see that
absolutely not one dollar is to be spent on the national
park.
This government should at least be giving back that
85 per cent cut in environment services to the national
park, but there is absolutely no sign of that at all. I can
imagine, if it is restored next year, that the headlines
will say, ‘85 per cent increase in funding for
Mornington Peninsula National Park’. I am sure Ben
Hart will probably spin it out that way too, but we are
awake to that and we will not let it happen.
Public transport is probably the biggest issue on the
Mornington Peninsula. This government, to its credit,
has increased services on the Mornington Peninsula,
but the real problem is the cost of public transport. I and
my community have for years now been plugging for
the Mornington Peninsula to be part of the Met system.
There are many areas in Victoria even further away
from Melbourne that are part of the Met. Crib Point, on
the other side of the Mornington Peninsula, is part of
the Met system, yet the peninsula, which has the largest
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population, is not — and as you can see from the
figures I quoted earlier, it is a population that is not rich,
does not have much money and relies a lot on public
transport. Now with the cuts to the motor registration
concession we are going to have to rely even more on
public transport to get around to access services.
One of the great challenges for people living on the
Mornington Peninsula is that it is geographically a
peninsula, so there is only one direction in which
people can go to access services. They cannot go east,
west or south; they can only go north to Frankston. The
cost of going to Frankston and then beyond is double,
because first of all you have to pay a bus fare to get to
Frankston. If you want to go further, you have to pay a
second fare; and on the way home you pay a Met fare
to Frankston and then another bus fare after that. You
have to do that every day if you are commuting,
whether it be for employment, training, one-off medical
assistance, schooling or just for shopping and social
reasons. It is a huge impost on people and can cost up
to $25 per day return.
There is nothing in the budget to relieve this problem. It
is not a big cost issue; it is not as if it would cost
millions of dollars in recurrent expenditure. Grenda’s,
which operates the Portsea passenger bus service, has
costed it at about $700 000 to $800 000 per year,
recurrent. That is not a huge cost at all when you look at
the amount of money — $260 million — the
government is going to rip out of the pensioners of the
area. Handing back $700 000 of that in recurrent
expenditure to include the Mornington Peninsula in the
Met system is not a huge ask at all.
I would also like to mention my responsibility as the
opposition spokesperson on tourism, for which there is
only one bright spark in the budget. The government
would say it is very proud of the new convention
centre. It has been a long time coming, and we have
missed out on quite a few years of great income that we
could have taken from a new convention centre. The
money is certainly welcome, and it is welcomed by the
industry, but I will get excited when the thing is being
built. The apartment I have in town overlooks Spencer
Street station, and I have watched the slow progress of
the redevelopment of the station. There is no way
known it is going to be finished when the government
expects it to be finished. The roof that is meant to be
constructed over Spencer Street station is, I would say,
about one-fiftieth in place. It is a slower growing roof
than the roof over the Olympic stadium in Greece,
incredibly. If that is any example of a major project, I
am not going to hold my breath waiting for the new
convention centre.
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There a number of small issues that affect tourism in
Victoria that have not been addressed in the budget.
One, and I have not heard anyone mention it at all, is
that there has been no relief from stamp duty on
insurance premiums. The rate of stamp duty on
insurance premiums in Victoria is not only the largest
in Australia, but it is the largest in the world, and that is
an everyday expense that many individual tourism
operators in this state have to bear. Again there is no
relief for them in the budget. As I go around the various
tourism regions of the state, that is constantly brought
up to me.
The biggest tourism opportunity that is coming up in
the next few years in this state is the Commonwealth
Games. Now is the time for the tourism plan and the
early seed funding for exploiting the games from the
tourism point of view — of having people who come
over here to visit the games stay here and tour this
state — to be provided. The budget has absolutely not a
word about that. There is no seed funding, there is
nothing there — not within the tourism budget or not
within the Commonwealth Games budget. I think the
government may have left it a year too late. It really
needs to pull its finger out on this one and get stuck into
the tourism opportunities that the Commonwealth
Games are going to present.
On a smaller scale but on something that affects
tourism in Victoria is the huge number of fees and
charges payable by people who use our parks. It affects
the hundreds and thousands of people who fish, sail,
use boats and take part in a whole lot of small tourism
activities within the state. The fees and charges that
they will be paying have now been indexed as well.
There is no relief on those. They are on the never-never
and they are going to go on forever. That is just a small
irritant, but it is magnified by hundreds of thousands.
Just think of the number of tourists who come into this
state — they want to fish, they want to boat, they want
to camp, they want to hike — and they are going to be
hit between the eyes by this government every which
way they turn. There is nothing in the budget for the
real tourism operators and the people who rely on
tourism as a driver of this state.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — It is a
pleasure to rise in support of the Appropriation
(2004/2005) Bill. It is hard to know where to start as
there is so much in this budget. It contains a wide and
significant range of funding announcements that will
assist Victorians. I will speak specifically on the health
and education initiatives in bill.
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In my electorate I am very pleased to have been out to
Glen Waverley Secondary College last week to
celebrate with the acting principal, Jerry Schiller, and
his staff the announcement of $7.8 million for a
rebuilding project.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms MORAND — Yes, $7.8 million. Glen
Waverley Secondary College is a great school that
achieves outstanding results in the Victorian certificate
of education and provides high-quality education to
nearly 1009 students. The school will receive
$7.8 million in funding for the development of new
facilities. The building plan will provide the equivalent
of six new general-purpose classrooms, three 2D art
rooms, two information technology classrooms, two
3D art rooms, two general science laboratories and
associated ancillary spaces. The works will also include
new staff and administration, amenity facilities and a
new library.
The design of the new buildings has been developed by
teachers in collaboration with architects and
consultants. It is an innovative design that offers an
open and flexible learning environment. The school has
based the building design on bringing together the best
of design features they have seen as they have looked
around other educational facilities.
This budget continues to rebuild the education system
and demonstrates that education is our no. 1 priority. I
remind the house that since the Bracks government was
elected in 1999 an extra 5000 teachers and staff have
been employed in government schools across Victoria.
This is an outstanding achievement.
The Bracks government is spending $382 million in the
state budget on the building, equipment and IT
programs for Victorian government schools, TAFE
institutes and adult community education centres.
The Waverley area will share in education budget
initiatives including: $62 million to employ an extra
250 teachers; $50 million to build new relocatables;
$60 million for the most urgent school maintenance
items, including $10 million this financial year; a
$78 million increase to the education maintenance
allowance payments to needy families; $16 million to
ensure faster Internet access in schools, and $12 million
for new TAFE equipment. Again I remind members
that since 1999 the government has invested an
additional $4.4 billion into education.
The government is also providing a massive boost in
health spending. I am particularly pleased with the
boost in spending in health. An extra $2 billion into the
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health system over four years is a massive investment
in the public health system. The increase in funding has
followed the review of the casemix funding model and
addresses the rapid increase in the cost and complexity
of delivering the latest medical and surgical treatments
in our hospitals.

30 per cent of the community winning and 70 per cent
not winning. It means all Victorians will benefit. It also
does it on a good financial footing and will have a
healthy surplus. It is not mean and tricky, and it is not
smirks and mirrors — it is actual fact. It is great for the
communities in the Yan Yean electorate.

Dental treatment can be a difficult cost for the
disadvantaged in our community. We have announced
a record boost in public dental funding by $97 million
over four years, which will reduce waiting lists and
improve access for children and disadvantaged people.
The $33 million for dental programs will benefit
children and provide dental services for preschool and
primary school-age children. The government will also
spend an extra $58 million over four years to boost
public dental treatment for low-income earners and cut
waiting lists. The boost will take around 30 000 patients
a year off the dental waiting lists under the revamped
public dental health strategy.

For the second year in a row my community has
benefited from a major road funding project with the
welcome announcement of $14 million for the
duplication of Plenty Road from Centenary Drive to
Bethany Court. This will relieve congestion and reduce
travel times for communities in South Morang,
Whittlesea, and the development around Mernda and
Doreen. Further, it will also reduce congestion on Yan
Yean Road where a lot of Plenty Road commuters are
now doing rat-runs to escape the dreadful congestion
currently on Plenty Road.

The strategy targets extra services for people who have
been waiting the longest for dental treatment, in many
cases, in Victoria. I was pleased to see the Australian
Dental Association’s press release of 28 April. Dr Vlad
Hardi, the president of the Victorian branch of the
ADA, says:
With today’s announcements, the ADAVB’s reasons for
optimism have become reasons to celebrate on behalf of
public dental patients.

I am also pleased to see $8 million allocated over four
years to provide 100 extra GPs in community health
centres to improve access to bulk-billed medical
services.
As the representative of the oldest metropolitan
electorate, I am pleased to see that the budget provides
a significant boost to Victorian seniors and includes:
$5 million over four years for a positive ageing
strategy; $87 million to increase property stamp duty
concessions; and $43 million over four years to
increase local government rate concessions for
pensioners.
There are many other examples of how the budget will
assist the Victorian community. I am sure many
members have already spoken about and will continue
to articulate these in today’s debate. I commend the bill
to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Appropriation (2004/2005)
Bill. The state budget for 2004–05 puts families first. It
is fair and equitable for all Victorians, and unlike the
federal government it does not pick winners and have

Last year the budget saw $17.2 million being allocated
for the duplication of the Plenty River bridge on the
Greensborough bypass, and I welcome that work which
is about to begin. The black spot funding program of
$130 million will benefit many roads in my electorate,
including the Epping-Kilmore Road.
Schools servicing my electorate will also benefit.
St Helena Secondary College is to have a new science
and technology wing at a cost of $2.56 million. Eltham
High School will also benefit from a new wing at a cost
of $1.06 million.
The education maintenance allowance will assist
low-income families, and it has been raised for the first
time in many years. Primary school students from
low-income families will now receive $200, up from
$127 a year; and secondary students will receive $400,
up from $254.
Housing affordability has received a great boost. In the
growth corridor in my electorate of Epping North and
South Morang many young families are struggling to
afford homes, but the first home bonus of $5000 will
assist about 26 000 families across Victoria. Last week
I spoke to the Schembri family, and they are absolutely
delighted as they are currently looking for a home in the
Mill Park Lakes area and they will be an immediate
beneficiary. They will also benefit from stamp duty on
mortgages being abolished, which on an average home
will add about another $1200 to family pockets. The
land tax cuts of $1 billion will also help housing
affordability and businesses in my electorate.
On health, the budget has put in an extra $2 billion to
meet growing demand and treat 35 000 extra patients. I
look forward to seeing the Minister for Health in my
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electorate next week when she will open a new wing,
previously funded by this state government, with both
new beds and extra operating theatres. This is in
contrast to the federal government which, in its budget
last night, completely ignored the health of
communities in my area by not allocating funding for
the after-hours general practice clinic which the state
has applied for on three occasions now, and yet again
we see that our community has been ignored.
The environment and state parks in my area will benefit
from an additional funding boost as will the 20 Country
Fire Authority brigades benefit from additional
firefighting equipment. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — This is the Labor
government’s fifth budget and it shows the
government’s continued reliance on increases in fees,
fines, charges and taxes as its main sources of revenue.
The government has had a windfall gain from stamp
duty with the housing boom and the huge land sales
over the last few years. That is about to finish, because
the housing market has slowed down. In fact land tax
revenue has doubled, which has certainly resulted in a
windfall gain for the government.
The other great revenue earner for this government is
speeding fines, but with the cameras about to be
repaired those speeding fines will not give them as
much revenue and hopefully people will slow down in
their cars. The other great earner for the government is
the gambling revenue. Obviously that cannot continue.
Much of the income the government has received from
all those types of income will decrease and the
government will have to rely on good management, and
most of us know Labor cannot manage money.
The Auditor-General’s report stated that income
received by this government has increased by 21 per
cent and expenditure has increased by 35 per cent.
Everybody who runs a family or a business knows that
this is not sustainable. If you are in small business and
you have those sorts of figures, you will go bankrupt.
I have to say that this budget has allocated some funds
to Shepparton, and I welcome that and thank the
ministers who made that funding available. The budget
allocated $6.3 million to upgrade the Peter
Ross-Edwards Causeway. The government keep calling
this causeway the Mooroopna causeway, but it is not
the Mooroopna causeway — it is the Peter
Ross-Edwards Causeway. It was officially named by
VicRoads a number of years ago and I was at the
official naming.
Mr Holding — On the bill!
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Mrs POWELL — This is on the bill. It is confusing
to members of my local community when they keep
hearing about funding for the Mooroopna causeway. It
was named after a former member for Shepparton and a
former Leader of the National Party in recognition of
the great work he did in Shepparton.
This funding was in response to a government safety
audit in 2001, but it was not reported until just a
number of months ago. That report actually said that
the Peter Ross-Edwards Causeway did not even meet
VicRoads minimum safety standards and that it had
higher than normal commercial vehicles on the road.
Obviously it was a very unsafe road. I have raised it a
number of times in this Parliament, and I am pleased to
see the minister has responded and put in $6.3 million.
Mr Delahunty — A good local member.
Mrs POWELL — Thank you. The member for
Lowan says, ‘A good local member’, and I would like
to get that on the record. There are about 3 kilometres
of the Midland Highway on that causeway, with six
bridges, which all need to be upgraded. This funding
will allow those bridges to be upgraded to the proper
standard, which is a good outcome. There is a
dangerous intersection going into and out of Ardmona
Kids Town. A large number of children go in there
daily, and about 150 000 young people and families go
through that area every year. That intersection will also
be upgraded.
The recent safety report identified eight options for that
causeway: $5.5 million to $18.8 million for the
four-lane option, and $24.7 million for the six-lane
option. Obviously the funding was just a bit above the
cheapest option. I class that as the first stage. If it does
not work and the accidents continue there, I will be
back for more funding for that causeway. I also
acknowledge that that money will go some way to
bringing it up to minimum safety standards.
One of the other issues on which I will be lobbying the
government is to make lighting available on the whole
length of the causeway. At the moment it is quite
dangerous, it needs lighting, and I will continue to
lobby for the lighting to go along the whole length of
the causeway.
I briefly pay tribute to Mr Ron Caple from Mooroopna,
as I did last week in this place. Last year I presented in
this house a petition containing 6500 signatures, and
Mr Caple collected about 2000 of those signatures.
Mr Caple died about two days before the
announcement was made about the causeway. For a
number of years he had been lobbying very strongly to
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have the causeway upgraded. I put on record my
acknowledgment of Mr Caple’s work on behalf of the
people of Shepparton and Mooroopna.

government, ‘Get on with it. Build or buy more public
housing stock in the Shepparton region, and let us get
our people into affordable housing’.

The budget also has $3 million to construct a new
12-chair public dental clinic at Goulburn Valley Health,
and I welcome that. It will also be a dental training
facility because we need more dentists in country
Victoria. This will allow dentists to train in country
Victoria with the hope that some will stay in
Shepparton and others will go on to work in other
country areas. There is also a new dental chair at the
Rumbalara Aboriginal Cooperative, and I know they
have been needing that for some time. Again, we need
dentists.

The other issue I would like to raise is the drought.
Shepparton — the area I represent — is a beautiful part
of the country and the food bowl of Australia, but we
are going through some dreadful times with our farmers
and our small business people at the moment. Our
farmers have not received much general assistance
from this or previous budgets. What we need is some
infrastructure upgrades to our ageing irrigation system.
Goulburn-Murray Water inherited an infrastructure
system that was ageing and had probably passed its
use-by date. It needs millions of dollars spent on it. The
government is not coming to the party on that, and our
irrigators are having to fund that upgrade. There has
also been no debt relief for Goulburn-Murray Water in
recognition of its inheritance of that ageing
infrastructure.

An allocation of $5.2 million over four years has been
made for a criminal justice diversion program in the
Shepparton Magistrates Court. This is for first-time
offenders charged with non-violent crimes. The
offenders will be able to avoid criminal conviction by
completing the conditions that are imposed by the
court. While I welcome that funding, I was very
disappointed that some of the funding I was seeking for
the Brayton youth mentoring program was not
provided. We are talking about $53 700 — a measly
amount of money — for a program to mentor some
young people at risk in the Shepparton central business
district. They were continuing to engage in antisocial
behaviour, and the traders in the area were getting quite
annoyed by the behaviour.
We formed a committee to look at how we could fix
this problem positively, and one of the suggestions was
to run a program to get those young people back into
schools, back into training or back into the work force. I
sent a letter to the Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs in September 2003, and I received a letter in
reply a couple of weeks ago — nine months later —
saying that the funding was not available and that I
should look at local areas for the money. I said to the
minister at that time that this was a very important
project and that it had to be dealt with very quickly. A
nine-month delay in replying is not acceptable.
The government has also said in its budget that it has
allocated about $50 million for affordable housing. This
is another recycled announcement: it was in the 2002
election promise. Last year in Shepparton $13 million
was allocated over eight years for an upgrade of the
Parkside public housing estate. That allocation has been
in previous budgets and has still not been spent. We
have a crisis in Shepparton. We do not have enough
affordable housing, and we do not have enough
emergency housing. Shepparton has the highest public
housing waiting list in the Hume region. I say to the

The government allocated a miserly $6 million, which
is not even a quarter of the cost, to upgrade the Eildon
dam. Again the irrigators were expected to pay the
balance. A couple of years ago they also had to pay for
water they did not even receive. They are expected to
fund water for the environment and for river health, and
they have had to pay, as I said, for ageing infrastructure
that benefits everyone. So everyone should contribute
through the state government’s allocating some funds,
which would allow the irrigators some relief from
having to pay for the whole lot.
The government does not have and has never had a
decent arrangement that meets the needs of Victorian
farmers during this really bad time. We have been and
are going through the worst drought on record. We
have the worst frosts on record and the worst hail on
record, and our growers and our farmers are struggling.
A number of people have talked about leaving the
industry, which would have a huge impact on the
economy of Victoria. Small businesses are also hugely
affected by this drought. Many of them tell me that
their takings are down by as much as 30 to 40 per cent.
Some of them have closed their doors, and some of
them have put off staff. This is having a huge impact on
country Victoria — and we have been asking for a
number of years for some assistance in that regard. A
number of people say, ‘Why can’t farmers manage
drought? Drought is a normal occurrence that happens
from time to time’. Farmers can manage one drought
and maybe even two, but when they have six years of
low rainfall, it is very devastating for them.
The government would not even provide funds for
assistance in gathering the federal government’s
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exceptional circumstances (EC) application data. This
is the state government’s role. The Northern Victorian
Fruitgrowers Association, on behalf of its growers,
actually said it would collect the data for the EC
application forms, and it said it could get the funding
requirement down to about $13 000. The state
government, after a long period, actually said ‘Yes, all
right, we will pay half’. So the government paid a
measly $6000 to get information it was meant to
provide.
I could go on about the drought issue, but time does not
permit me. In Shepparton our police do a great job, but
police stations in the Shepparton electorate certainly
need more police officers. When our police are on leave
they cannot be replaced, and we have police on leave
from time to time for stress-related issues, maternity
leave, long-service leave and holidays. I am calling on
the government for more police officers in Shepparton.
Goulburn Valley Health received notification of
$5 million in funding in an earlier budget. It is
preparing a master plan, and I would expect that by the
time the plan is prepared the funding will be available. I
will talk about Goulburn Valley Health’s partnership
with the University of Melbourne’s school of rural
health. It is a great initiative, but it has placed a
significant burden on the hospital’s funds. For example,
staff changes have been made to provide the
appropriate teaching mix, the partnership has reduced
the productivity of existing staff and a number of other
costs of this wonderful facility have been borne by
Goulburn Valley Health. This teaching facility provides
all of country Victoria with medical practitioners. The
hospital has produced a report on the exact impact of
the partnership on its finances, and I hope the
government will recognise the need for funds as well as
the value of the work done by Goulburn Valley Health
in partnership with the school of rural health. As I said,
the outcome will be more health professionals who
want to practise in rural Victoria.
There is no relief in the budget for local government;
there is no extra funding for libraries, where the
government’s contribution has been diminishing over
the years; and there is no relief for human services such
as home help, Meals on Wheels and the home
handyman program. Cost shifting to local government
has not been recognised. We need more planners in
country Victoria. A lot of responsibility is put onto
planners and other executive officers in local
government, and that is also not recognised in this
budget. The budget provides a pensioner discount for
local government rates. This was a National Party
policy at the last election, so we support an increase in
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pensioner concessions on rates, which have not been
reviewed since the early 1980s.
Much has been said about the motor vehicle registration
fee that is now being imposed on pensioners. For health
care card holders, pension concession card holders and
veterans affairs gold card holders motor vehicle
registration was free as a concession, but now they are
going to have to pay $80 in registration fees for each
vehicle they own. It is interesting that the government’s
spin doctors have got onto a line here, because what
they are saying is that this is a 50 per cent concession
for these people. In fact it is about adding on — they
are having to pay $80 for car registration for the first
time, and for those couples who have two cars, that
means $160 a year in motor vehicle registration fees.
As the member for Mornington said, in country
Victoria in particular this will have a huge impact,
because a lot of our older residents are volunteers who
have to use their cars to travel from place to place. This
fee will impose a burden on them.
One of the issues I would like to touch on very briefly
is the kindergarten crisis in my electorate. I will read
from the Shepparton News of 3 May 2004, which
states:
Preschool students across the Goulburn Valley are being
forced to endure overcrowded classrooms as Victoria’s early
age education system nears breaking point.
Inadequate government funding, poor pay compared to
primary school teachers, and teacher retention and
recruitment issues are among the major problems causing the
crisis.

The article goes on to talk about the schools in my
electorate that have larger class sizes.
Finally, I will say that the Shepparton district is vitally
important to Victoria’s economy, as it provides 25 per
cent of the agricultural output of Victoria. I look
forward to many more funds being allocated to the
Shepparton region in this budget and in many other
budgets.
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — I am delighted to speak in
support of the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. I
congratulate and thank the Treasurer and the Premier
for bringing down this family budget. The budget puts
families first by cutting basic living costs and investing
in hospitals, schools and roads. It boosts children’s
health and dental services, protects vulnerable children
and assists families with schooling costs, health care
and housing.
The cash grant of $5000 for first home buyers, in addition
to the $7000 federal first home buyers grant — —
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Mr Jasper interjected.
Ms BEARD — It will be a great boon to people in
my electorate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order! I
ask the honourable member not to respond to
interjections.
Ms BEARD — In addition to this, the $50 million
grant for improving access to public housing for
families on low incomes will be of great benefit to
them.
While this budget benefits all Victorians, what is of
particular interest to the people in my electorate of
Kilsyth is the $15 million duplication of Canterbury
Road between Dorset and Bayswater roads under the
black spot program. This is the only section of
Canterbury Road east of Middleborough Road that
remains to be duplicated. It is a main thoroughfare for
heavy trucks as well as passenger vehicles. In the last
five years this 1.8-kilometre section of road has been
responsible for 67 crashes. That problem is going to be
greatly eased by this duplication.
The Schoolyard Blitz initiative comes to Kilsyth
Primary School and Mooroolbark Primary School,
providing financial assistance of $5500 for each school
to promote community involvement in improving
school grounds in a variety of ways. In the electorate of
Kilsyth there is no shortage of community involvement
and of people who are willing to give of their time to
improve their local schools.
Education is the no. 1 priority of this government. This
has been displayed in a number of ways, but most
particularly by the 5000 extra teachers that have been
employed in schools. How does the Treasurer do all
this and get a surplus of $545 million? As part of the
budget $340 000 has been committed to continue the
improvement of residential services for children and
young people in Croydon. This commitment provides
the best possible care for vulnerable and young children
who are no longer able to live with their families. The
youth problem is quite a big issue in the outer eastern
suburbs at the moment, and I am sure this initiative will
be well received. This budget is filled with bright new
initiatives, unlike the policy-free zone — as the
member for Footscray announced — on the opposite
side of this house. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I rise to support and
congratulate the Treasurer on this family-friendly
budget. It is a terrific budget. I particularly want to use
my opportunity to speak on some of the transport
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initiatives and what they mean for Victoria and my
electorate.
This budget announced $30 million in tram priority —
money that will be used to improve the performance of
trams, which is very important when you think that the
majority of our tram lines actually share road space
with cars. This money will be used to ensure and
improve the performance of trams by getting them
through shopping strips and arterial roads more quickly
and to enable work with local communities to make
sure that happens in a way that is friendly to those
communities, traders and shopkeepers along the routes.
It is a very important $30 million. There has also been
$30 million announced for bus priority. This is
allocated on very much the same principle — to
improve the performance of our public transport
system, to give buses a competitive edge and to
encourage people to use public transport. There is also
an increase of $5 million to TravelSmart, which is a
program about behavioural change. It works with local
communities to increase the use of public transport, and
it promotes cycling, walking and smarter car use
through the use of car pooling and other ways of
changing people’s use of cars so there is a reduction in
overall car trips. We have also seen the extension of a
concession to all health care card holders on public
transport, which is an important family initiative. This
is very much targeted at lower income people.
The cost of the tertiary student concession card, which
previously cost $79, has been reduced to $8. This is
very much a targeted program to ensure that
low-income earners have access to and use of public
transport. There are also significant increases in road
funding, particularly for outer metropolitan and rural
roads.
The Geelong bypass has been the principal
announcement, but there have been a number of others.
It is important that the Victorian government is very
committed to the roads program, particularly to the
Geelong bypass.
In last night’s federal budget we did not see one cent
being allocated for vital road projects. There was no
funding for the Deer Park bypass; the Geelong bypass;
the duplication of the Calder Highway to Bendigo or
the continued duplication of the Goulburn Valley
Highway; nor did we receive the 60 per cent funding
for the Pakenham bypass. There was no detail in the
federal budget. The state of Victoria is getting on with it
and focusing its funding on the needs of its community,
but there is no indication in the federal budget as to
where money will be spent. Victoria is committed to
the community, but the federal government is playing
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politics by refusing to provide details on road funding,
and Victorians ultimately miss out.
As has often been pointed out in this house, Victorians
pay 25 per cent of Australia’s road taxes, or taxes in
general, and receive only 15 per cent of the national
road funding. Clearly, Victorians are not getting a fair
share of federal road funding. Not only do we not get a
fair share of road funding, we cannot even plan any
projects or programs because the federal government
will not give us any details. The Victorian government
wants to get on with it; it wants to build the Geelong
bypass.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr CARLI — I note the interjection from the
member for Geelong who says that it needs to be built.
It does need to be built. The state government is
committed to the construction of the Geelong bypass. It
has committed its share of the funding and it is waiting
for clarification from the federal government. We want
the federal government to stop playing politics; we
want it to commit its resources to help out the people of
Geelong and our community. It is important that the
Liberal Party and The Nationals wake up to themselves
and stand up for Victoria to ensure that we get the
resources we need for our roads. It is important that we
get the relevant details of the federal budget so that we
can get on with it, build these roads, and provide the
necessary infrastructure for this state.
What happened in terms of the federal budget last night
was appalling. There was no detail and no clarification
on where the money will be spent. Victoria will
continue to fight for its fair share of road funding, it will
continue to fight to get these important projects pushed
ahead. Other members in this house have called for the
construction of the Deer Park bypass: this is a vital
road, a national highway that needs to be constructed,
and the federal government needs to put its money
forward.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I rise to support the
state budget in general terms. I have stood in this place
a few times and I have indicated — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SAVAGE — I do not know, I cannot count, I
am no good at numbers — but enough.
I remember standing here and making positive
comments about budgets that were brought into this
house by Alan Stockdale, a former Treasurer. I view
my contribution to the debate as looking at the subject
clinically and not being politically partisan.
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All budgets remind me of those spaghetti westerns such
as The Good, the Bad and the Ugly; A Fistful of
Dollars; and For a Few Dollars More — and I will
come to those in a sequential way — because budgets
have all of those components.
I am disappointed in some members who are using this
as an opportunity to flog their federal counterparts. This
is a state budget and we should be looking at it in a
clinical way. We should be looking solely at the budget
itself, not looking at it as an opportunity to enhance or
to detract from the next federal election, something
which always gets into this house and disrupts its
operation.
We also need to reflect on our role as members of
Parliament. We should not feel that we are inadequate
or a failure because we cannot deliver huge amounts of
opportunities so that our electorates see us as being
good MPs. It is almost like cargo-cult politics, where
you have to deliver things to be seen as a member of
Parliament who is worthy of support. We certainly have
to deliver good outcomes to our communities, but we
cannot expect to do that on every occasion because the
state would be bereft of resources if we did. We have to
make sure that the cake is always divided up in a fair
way, and this budget goes some way towards doing
that, as previous governments have attempted to do.
I want to mention briefly some of the positive things I
have seen in this budget — namely, that Victoria’s
unemployment rate has been below the national rate for
the last 46 months; there have been huge building
approvals; per capita business investment has been
above the national average; and there is a strong
surplus. The Treasurer does a very good job in
delivering for this state budgets that stay in the black. I
know he views that as a very important role.
There are 400 more nurses treating 35 000 more
Victorians each year; $2 billion more has been injected
into health; and the weighted inlier equivalent
separations (WIES) limit will be welcome to every
country member in terms of hospital delivery because
that is how they get paid; that is how they get their
funding. I have an interest in 1400 more police and
81 police stations. At the end of this building program
there will only be one police station in the Mildura
electorate that has not been rebuilt or in some way
enhanced. That is a very important focus on delivering
public safety to every Victorian.
The government’s Victoria — Leading the Way
package was positive. Nobody could complain about
land tax being taken out of the taxpayer’s requirement
to pay — a $1 billion cut. Another excellent concept
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was the removal of mortgage stamp duty. The budget
also provided an increased $1 billion in funding for
provincial Victoria. The allocation of $73 million for
rural roads goes some way towards addressing the
appalling state of some of our highways. Every time I
drive through regional Victoria, and into South
Australia and New South Wales, I see that the
highways are in an appalling state. They are major
highways that are unfit for significant vehicle traffic.
The first home buyer cash grant will be a welcome
concept in my electorate where housing is not
unaffordable, as it is in Melbourne. I do not know how
any young person in this city can afford to buy a
$500 000 house as a first home buyer, and that figure is
the threshold of course. The difficulties must be
profound. It is still very expensive, but you can buy a
modest house in Mildura and the surrounding
communities, and the further out you go the cheaper the
housing is. That $7000 federal first home buyer grant
plus the state’s $5000 will make a big difference.
I have some reservations about the deepening of the
channels in the port of Melbourne. I think it is
environmentally questionable. I believe we should be
focusing on developing the port of Portland, which is a
deep water port and which will have good rail links
when the standardisation program has been completed.
I welcome the news that the Mildura police station is at
the planning and site-acquisition stage. That will be a
project of some $12 million and will enhance the
courthouse next door, which is fast approaching
completion.
There are certainly a number of schools in my area
which have benefited from the Schoolyard Blitz
program. I will not name them, but they will know who
they are and will welcome the injection of funds to
facilitate improvements.
As with the previous budgets, I believe that not all
aspects of this budget are acceptable. It is pertinent to
point out that the change to the motor registration fee
for concession card, and pensioner and gold card
recipients is unfortunate. It will hurt a large number of
pensioners and people who are on limited incomes, so I
do not support it. It should have been reflected upon
more sympathetically. At the same time there is a
positive with the increase in the pensioner rebate, and
most pensioners whom I have had some contact with on
this issue welcome it. It has not been reviewed for a
long time, and it will assist pensioners. If the
government had kept the concession on car registration
fees, it would have enhanced the budget.
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The Nichols Point Primary School does not appear on
the infrastructure list for capital works. This is a school
project that is urgent and requires an immediate
approach. I have mentioned this to the Minister for
Education Services, and I have contacted the regional
office to see where it lies on the priority list. Hopefully
it will be in the next budget, and I will ensure it has a
higher profile than it has had on this occasion.
The budget does not significantly mention rail
standardisation, because it is has been focused on in
previous budgets, but standardisation is an imperative. I
notice that the Auditor-General’s report which was
released today has some criticisms of the process of
delivering regional train services to Victoria. It is worth
revisiting some of this, because as the Minister for
Transport said today in question time, it is easier to take
things away than it is to put them back. I presume that
as a result of the experience the Department of
Infrastructure has gained from the scrutiny by the
Auditor-General in his Report on Public Sector
Agencies dated May 2004, the next round of costings
will be an effective and accurate process that will give
the government the necessary mechanics to return train
services to Mildura. This is something that my
community has been very supportive of. It has not
forgotten about it, and it has not given up on it. This is a
very potent form of need in my area, and judging by the
success of the return of the passenger service to
Bairnsdale, I would imagine that this event will
outweigh that. It will not detract from it, but it will
show the amount of need that is still current.
I worry about the reporting structure in the
Auditor-General’s report, and I think that is where
some of the problems lie. It is impossible to penetrate
the complicated reporting procedures at page 55 of the
report. That is why the state needs to buy back the track
access so that the government and the people of
Victoria — the taxpayers — control the track usage.
When you look at the key project stakeholders as at
March, it is not possible to imagine that you could
broker any agreement which is going to be cost
effective and from which the taxpayer will get value for
money. It is unworkable. If the state owned it, it would
be a much more efficient model.
When you look at the upgrading, you realise that
Freight Australia has certainly dragged its feet, possibly
because it views the state as being able to fund large
amounts of upgrades in infrastructure. With passenger
services it is required to have a different safety regime.
Given the 400 kilometres-plus from Ballarat to
Mildura, probably 500 sleepers per kilometre are
required, and that is a huge number of wooden sleepers.
Wood is an environmentally precious resource, and I do
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not believe it should be used in this way. We should be
looking at budgets that enable concrete sleepers to be
the way of developing long-term, maintenance-free rail
corridors, not wood. Everywhere you look around
Australia where there are upgrades, you see that
concrete sleepers have been used. They are the way to
go, because they are environmentally sound, and we
cannot afford to have 60 000 wooden sleepers removed
from our forests for this purpose.
The Victorian Water Trust has been further aided by a
significant budgetary amount. Once again the demands
that are put on that sort of money are quite huge. The
needs of irrigation districts across Victoria are
significant. They have been expected to develop
renewal programs based on customers, but those
organisations are often inherited from the taxpayer in a
rather poor state, so it is very difficult to expect the total
cost recovery regime and the renewals to be borne by
irrigators. It is like roads and other public infrastructure;
taxpayer considerations are needed, especially when it
amounts to growing the whole state. We are talking
about growing the whole state and maintaining public
infrastructure to high standards that benefit everybody.
I wish the budget a speedy passage. On balance I think
the Treasurer has produced a good budget that is
appropriate for all Victorians. Like other members here
I do not agree with every component of it, but you have
to be positive and analyse it on the basis of what it
delivers to Victoria, not what political colours it has.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — It is with great pleasure
and pride that I stand in the house to speak in support of
the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. From the outset I
have to say that I believe this is one of the best budgets
handed down by the Treasurer. It is a great budget for
my electorate of Geelong — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TREZISE — I can see that the house agrees
with that!
I therefore take the opportunity to congratulate the
Treasurer for the delivery of this year’s state budget.
The Treasurer came to my electorate of Geelong on
Friday to have lunch and to meet with Geelong
business people, and I assure the house that the
Treasurer was warmly welcomed by Geelong business.
Is it any wonder, given that this budget has delivered in
a big way in the key areas of health, education and
transport in my electorate?
For instance, and without any doubt, the big ticket item
that is delivered by the Brumby 2004–05 budget is the
$186 million for the Geelong bypass road project. As
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this house well knows, this bypass has been promised
by Liberal government after Liberal government, but as
usual nothing has been delivered. It has taken the
Bracks government, through this budget, to finally
deliver on this much-needed piece of road
infrastructure. It is an absolute disgrace that the federal
government failed to deliver on its fair share of the
funding in the budget it handed down last night.
The ring-road is a much-needed project for Geelong
and the south-west region of Victoria. Every day
Latrobe Terrace, which bisects my Geelong electorate,
is choked with traffic. On average 45 000 vehicles
traverse Latrobe Terrace every day, and that figure is
growing rapidly. I congratulate the Bracks government
and the Brumby budget for delivering on our side of the
bypass deal. The ball is now well and truly in the court
of Prime Minister John Howard and his federal
government.
The other big winner in the Geelong region is health.
On being elected to this house in 1999 I focused my
work on two important areas of health in Geelong —
firstly, the Grace McKellar Centre, and secondly, the
upgrade of the Andrew Love Cancer Centre within the
Geelong Hospital. The 2004–05 budget has delivered
on those two important areas. Prior to the election of the
Bracks government, the historic Grace McKellar
institution was being set up for sale by the Kennett
government.
Not only has the Bracks government saved the Grace
McKellar Centre from privatisation, but it is now
subject to a massive upgrade through the injection of
$50 million — an upgrade that will ensure that the
centre will service the community of Geelong for many
decades to come. The upgrade of the Andrew Love
oncology unit is also a much-welcomed project to be
funded by the Brumby budget. The $18 million will
deliver two new bunkers to allow for the installation of
two new state-of-the-art brachytherapy machines. I
applaud and commend the Geelong cancer after-care
group for the work they have done over the 20-year life
of the group. In mentioning the after-care group, I
should mention Don Fraser and Betty Lawrence for the
work they have done in contributing more than
$1 million to the Andrew Love centre over many, many
years.
The other area that is a focus in our area in the budget is
education. In Geelong the funding of the Barwon
Valley School was widely applauded. The school
provides an education to many children with
intellectual and physical difficulties. It is a magnificent
school that has outgrown its site, and the $4.6 million
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delivered to the school will ensure that it provides a
first-class education on a new site.
Finally, as chair of the parliamentary Road Safety
Committee I also commend the Treasurer and, in this
instance, the Minister for Transport, on the delivery of a
further $130 million for a black spot funding program
over the next two years. The funding program of
$240 million over the last four years has contributed to
our low road toll and this new project will build on that
work. With those few comments I commend the 2004–05
appropriation bill to the house.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — It is with great
pleasure that I support the Appropriation (2004/2005)
Bill, which gives me the opportunity to highlight how
wonderful this budget is for my electorate of Pascoe
Vale. Our government is proud of the fact that
education is our no. 1 priority, and it comes up trumps
in Pascoe Vale both in terms of two major pieces of
capital infrastructure upgrades and the Schoolyard
Blitz, and the wonderful, sensational announcement on
the education maintenance allowance.
The Pascoe Vale electorate has one particular school
that I visited on the Wednesday morning following the
budget — Glenroy West Primary School. When I
visited I had the opportunity of speaking to the
principal, Kaye Gauchi, and assistant principal, Gordon
Nolte. They were absolutely delighted about the fact
that their school had been awarded $926 000 to allow
for the refurbishment of the staff administration area
and to construct a new canteen and multipurpose room.
Their concept for the multipurpose room is quite
visionary. It will not only provide important facilities
on site for the children but will also allow people
around Glenroy West to have a fabulous piece of
infrastructure for community events and activities. Its
community focus is a distinguishing feature of the
Glenroy West Primary School. I congratulate the school
community, particularly the principal, the assistant
principal and members of the school council,
particularly Satu Germaine, Ellen Glynn and the current
president, Kirk Le Roy. I also extend thanks at this
particularly sensitive time to its past president, Suhail
Zaidan. Congratulations and thanks to those who have
worked so hard to ensure the school continues not only
as a great site for students but also for the community.
It is quite amusing that people say things were built
better in the past. When we visited Glenroy West
Primary School we learnt that 50 years ago the main
administration area was built back to front. This new
development will be rectifying a really bad
environment for the administration workers there.
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Congratulations to Liz and her team, who have put up
with less than satisfactory conditions over a number of
years.
The other school that was absolutely delighted with the
budget was Pascoe Vale North Primary School. It was
allocated $1.366 million to allow for the construction of
four general-purpose classrooms, a science room, a
multipurpose room and a canteen. The new school
principal was extremely pleased and paid tribute to the
school council and its current president, Martin Hogg,
and his colleagues for making this a reality.
I briefly mention the terrific initiative that I understand
was the brainchild of the Minister for Education and
Training and which had much thought given to it by the
current member for Eltham — that is, the Schoolyard
Blitz program, where grants of $5500 have been
allocated for school improvements. The Glenroy West
Primary School is involving its students in providing
input into the program implementation. I thought it was
terrific when visiting the school that I was given the
opportunity to meet with each of the school
representative councillors who will put their stamp on
this project.
I pay tribute to the following: Chloe Taylor and Taylah
Lambert in prep; Monty Vassallo, Hayden Hasselo and
Liam Vasiliadis-Gould in grades 1 to 2; Ben Van
Mierlo, Matt Bushell and Kyle Wills in grades 3 to 4;
Zachary Lytras, Chelsea Simmons and Shannon Ellison
of grades 5 to 6; and to the very impressive three young
women who make up the leadership team, Debbie
Patsiolis, Demi Lambert and Megan Turner. I look
forward to hearing how the children from each of my
schools awarded the Schoolyard Blitz grant get great
benefit from it.
I know we are very limited in time. Congratulations to
everyone who has put this budget together. Because
time precludes me from saying any more I extend
particular thanks to those involved in the fabulous first
home bonus, which will allow many people in my
electorate to buy their first home and allow many
people the opportunity to start thinking seriously about
having a family. They can then enjoy the wonderful
benefits of the enhanced education maintenance
allowance.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I am amazed at the
response of the government backbench members to the
budget. I feel they have been locked up in a room,
given the lines and told what to say — words, praises
and so on to make sure that they are reading from the
same script. All I have to say is — what a let-down.
The budget is very superficial and very insincere. It is
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like a person receiving a present — it is nicely wrapped
with coloured ribbon but when you open up the present
the contents belong to you anyway. What the
government has done is take with both hands and give
back with one. It then wants the people to say, ‘Thank
you very much’. It has not given anything new. The
budget fails the test on education and innovation, and it
definitely fails the test on information technology, just
to name a few. The government is ripping the money
out of those people who are in need — the pensioners
and the vulnerable. It claims it is a family first budget. I
agree — families have to line up first to hand over their
money to this government.

But the biggest losers from the budget in my electorate
were the schools. There was no new money for capital
works in this year’s budget. I have to say this
government is simply taking the teachers, the parents
and the students for granted. The schools in my area
have been neglected since 1999. Manningham Park
Primary School needs money to improve its grounds,
which are very dangerous and students could be hurt
there, yet there is no money. Templestowe Valley
Primary School requires a meeting place. It is a great
school where student enrolments have increased, yet
they have no place to hold its general assembly. Again,
there is no money for that school.

Let us see what Victorians had to say about this budget.
The Herald Sun contains a comment that ‘Premier
Bracks is robbing the poor to pay the poor.’. I agree. It
further states ‘The wheel of poverty just keeps turning’.
Another comment is ‘Another $5000 for first home
buyers sounds reasonable, but is this to attract them into
the market to boost stamp duty?’. Even Victorians are
sceptical about this budget. As I said at the start, it is
very superficial and insincere.

The Bulleen Heights special school has received no
new money. It has more students than it can
accommodate, but there is no new money for it. The
budget neglects schools in my electorate.

I now refer to my electorate of Bulleen. I have raised
the upgrade of Thompsons Road about 12 times since
1999. It is a dangerous and appalling road. Finally the
minister has listened and agreed to upgrade the road. It
was very nice of the minister to come out with the
Premier but not say anything to the media or anyone
else. They came for 15 minutes and then left. They
came out there to try to politicise the upgrading of
Thompsons Road. I am very grateful that the money is
there, but I am a bit sceptical whether the government
can build the road on time and on budget. I hope for the
sake of the residents that the upgrade can be delivered
on time. I also thank the Thompsons Road action group
for its hard work and persistence in trying to convince
the government to fund this project, and I thank the
Manningham City Council for its work, in particular
councillors Geoff Gough and John Bruce. Without their
support this project would have failed from the start.
However, I have raised on numerous occasions in
Parliament the condition of two other roads in my area.
They are King Street and Templestowe Road. Both
those roads are dangerous and in an appalling
condition, and the residents have had enough. After
years of promises nothing has happened. I urge the
minister to ask VicRoads to at least investigate those
roads and give an initial costing to upgrade them. I
think the residents would be happy if the minister were
able to say that the roads would be upgraded in 2, 3 or
4 years time. It would be nice to have a time line from
the minister, and I think the residents would be
extremely happy if that were to occur.

I will now turn briefly to two other areas, the first being
innovation. Innovation is the biggest loser in this year’s
budget; it has not a single cent for innovation. The
Minister for Innovation has failed to convince the
Treasurer that there has to be new money in innovation.
In fact the budget has no additional initiatives or extra
money for innovation. It is interesting that last year the
government played up its announcement of
$310 million for innovation. Last year it promised
$196 million for science, technology and innovation,
yet I am not sure what has happened to that
$196 million because there is no mention of it in this
year’s budget. It promised $30 million for building
businesses, but there is no mention in the budget of
what is happening.
What is happening? The innovation in teaching science
project was to get $5 million, but again that seems to
have disappeared in the budget. The Building Victoria’s
Design Capability program was also given $1 million,
but again I am not sure what has happened to that
amount or whether the program has achieved anything.
E-prescribing was allocated $24 million, but again there
is no mention of it in this year’s budget. I am not sure
whether the money that was allocated last year has been
spent, because there is no mention of those programs in
this year’s budget.
Last year’s innovation statement, as part of the budget
documents, says:
The aim … is to drive innovation across these sectors of the
Victorian economy by improving Victoria’s performance in
priority areas including: building an educated and highly
skilled work force; becoming a leader in knowledge creation
and innovation; and fostering high levels of enterprise
formation and business growth.
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How are we going to achieve this if there are no
initiatives, no new ideas and no new money?
The only people who are pretty pleased with this budget
are the other states, because they are putting money into
innovation whereas this government has failed, unlike
the federal government, which recently announced a
$5.3 billion increase in funding for science and
innovation. The federal government will provide
$1.2 billion to the Australian Research Council’s
national grants program and an additional $200 million
to enable the council to provide infrastructure funding
for independent research and an additional $305 million
to CSIRO to enhance the scale and scope of the
flagships initiative, establishing a new
commercial-ready program with funding of $1 billion
and $100 million to continue and expand the emerging
technologies program. This will bring the total money
spent on innovation to $8.3 billion.
So while we commend the federal government, we
condemn the state government for its lack of interest
and leadership in innovation. Even the members of the
government’s innovation board are threatening to
resign because nothing is happening. Some members
have said, ‘You get rather tired when it is all just talk
and no result particularly when you are investing a
considerable amount of time and effort’. The
26-member board is the biggest of all such boards in
the states and yet little has been achieved thanks to the
inaction of the minister. But this minister is happy to
open new offices, cut new ribbons and claim that if an
office is opened up in the state, it is because of this
government; but when offices close and businesses
move interstate, this minister is nowhere to be seen.
The synchrotron has been another disaster. I need to
quote from page 65 of the Auditor-General’s Report on
Public Sector Agencies — Results of Special Reviews of
May this year:
The reasons the budget increased by $49.3 million from the
original $157 million estimates were:
a revision of costs based on international experience and
supplier quotes — $19.9 million
…
higher estimated labour costs, a bigger allowance for
contingencies and spares and inclusion of a project team
management fee — $13.6 million

At page 70 the report states:
Funding to cover the synchrotron’s operating costs is
currently being sought from potential stakeholders for
operations to start in March 2007. Inability to achieve …
recurrent funding of initially $16.3 million has been identified
by the project team as a high risk to be managed …
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A further financial risk is that the project team may have not
correctly estimated the project’s construction and operating
costs.

At page 71 the report states:
There is the risk that the state would be required to meet any
funding shortfall.

Even with the synchrotron, which, I have to say, is a
worthwhile project, the government has got it wrong.
The government has not got the money to ensure that
the project is completed by 2007.
If we now look at the information and communications
technology (ICT) sector, again there is nothing new in
the budget. Initiatives announced last year have also
disappeared. There are no new initiatives; there is no
new money to assist all Victorians.
Multimedia Victoria is in chaos. It spent $3.15 million
over two years for consultants to advise it on how to
advise the minister. What did the minister do? She went
overseas, costing the taxpayers $27 000 for a 12-day
trip. Having concerns for the ICT sector in Victoria, I
wrote to the Premier on 6 April requesting a meeting
with the chief information officer to advise me on what
initiatives the government is putting into place.
Regrettably I have not received a response from the
Premier, and I do not expect to receive one, because the
Premier is afraid to have me speak to the officer to
ascertain what the government is doing. As I said from
the start, this budget is superficial and does not deliver
any good news. It provides no new money for
innovation, and it redirects all the money in ICT. It is a
sham, and the state government should be condemned
for attempting to buy votes with it.
I will briefly mention multicultural affairs. When the
Liberals lost government in 1999 there were nine staff
at the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs.
Currently I think there are 19 full-time staff at VOMA.
The directors have changed three times. I understand
the current acting director is a very strong supporter of
the government, and that is why she was appointed as
acting director without the position being advertised. I
understand that the Victorian Multicultural
Commission (VMC) does not speak to the Office of
Multicultural Affairs — the two will not communicate
with each other, they are in disarray and one hand does
not know what the other is doing, yet the government is
putting more money into the Victorian Office of
Multicultural Affairs and into the commission. Instead
of increasing staff, increasing the number of computers
and expanding the office space, it would be nice if this
money were allocated to the communities in need.
Unfortunately this has not occurred.
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The chairperson of the VMC is George Lekakis, whom
I respect, but again he is a member and strong supporter
of the Australian Labor Party. I have never heard
George Lekakis criticise this government. He is happy
to criticise the federal government but when it comes to
the state government he is silent. If he is to convince
people that the VMC is at arm’s length from
government then surely he should be able to look at
legislation and put forth his view. However, I
understand he has been gagged because his term is
coming up and he is afraid that he will not be
reappointed. I urge the Premier as Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, the Minister assisting the Premier
on Multicultural Affairs and the member for Clayton,
who is also a parliamentary secretary, to get together to
ensure that the Office of Multicultural Affairs and the
VMC are able to work together to achieve something
for the people of Victoria and not try to score cheap
political points, as they have been doing for the last four
years.
As I said, the budget is insincere and very superficial. It
is a sham. The government has for four years had a
chance to deliver a budget for all Victorians but
unfortunately it has failed once again. It is very
disappointing that the members on the opposite side
remain mushrooms. They enjoy sitting in the dark and
being fed garbage. It is very unfortunate that not one of
them has the courage and backbone to stand up and say
to the Treasurer, ‘Listen, there are some good points in
here but you have also announced some very poor
initiatives. How about rethinking some of the
announcements to ensure that you represent all
Victorians?’. Unfortunately the Premier has failed to
represent all Victorians.
The Treasurer has failed in innovation as well. There is
not one single new cent for innovation in this budget, so
2004–05 will be a disaster for science and innovation in
this state, and the Treasurer should be ashamed of what
he has done to Victoria.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I am very happy to
speak on the 2004–05 budget and also to shed some
light for the benefit of the member for Bulleen. This
budget puts families first in the outer east. The budget
also continues to place education as the no. 1 priority of
the Bracks government. An investment of $486 million
in this budget brings total investment in education to
$4.4 billion.
In my local area Macclesfield Primary School is a
beneficiary of the building upgrade program announced
in the budget. The sum of $1.245 million for a major
capital works upgrade will go towards the construction
of a new permanent building and refurbishment of
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existing facilities, a new multipurpose room,
art-and-craft facilities, staff and administration rooms
and a new canteen. The new facilities will enable the
school to offer students a better learning environment
and teachers better working conditions.
In visiting the many schools in my electorate over the
last 18 months I found Macclesfield Primary School to
be clearly the school most in need of an urgent works
upgrade. I strongly advocated for this project, and I am
extremely pleased that it has been given the green light.
I extend my congratulations to the Macclesfield
community. I will read from this week’s Ranges Trader
Mail, which has on its front page the heading ‘Thanks a
million!’. The article quotes the acting principal, Keith
Dark, who said that the school was very excited as the
upgrades were desperately needed. He said that grants
like this come around once every 30 years, if that, so
the school community is extremely excited. He went on
to say it will be nice to have buildings that match the
beautiful surroundings.
The broader statewide education initiatives, which will
have a great impact on my local community, include
$61.9 million for an extra 250 teachers, $50 million for
new relocatables, $60 million to cover urgent school
maintenance and $10 million for the Schoolyard Blitz.
There has been terrific reform with the increase in the
education maintenance allowance of some
$78.1 million to the most needy families in this state,
and $29.5 million for the Community Facilities Fund,
which has sparked a great deal of interest in my
electorate for joint community school facilities.
In terms of firefighting, in the wake of last year’s
bushfires and the subsequent recommendations of the
Esplin inquiry the government has boosted our
firefighting capacity by $168 million. The Dandenong
Ranges has been identified as a priority zone for this
major increase in funding and, along with Mount
Macedon, Melbourne’s catchments and the Surf Coast,
will receive the bulk of new staff and equipment — and
that is appropriate.
I refer to the Shire of Yarra Ranges community
emergency risk management plan, which states that the
Dandenong Ranges is recognised as one of the most
bushfire-prone areas in the world due to its
mountainous topography, highly flammable native
vegetation and climatic patterns, which combine to
create severe fire hazard conditions almost every year.
The list of fires since 1900 is amazing — 1913; 1923;
1926; 1934; 1939, which was Black Friday; 1944;
1954; 1962; 1968; 1972; 1980; 1983, which was Ash
Wednesday; and most recently, 1997. It is therefore
fitting that the bulk of this funding will include the
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Dandenongs. This vital extra funding will allow us to
continue to implement the recommendations of the
Esplin inquiry, including 450 extra firefighters,
increased fuel reduction burns and also $8.6 million out
of this fund to a total $30 million for 190 new Country
Fire Authority trucks.
The black spot funding program has been a terrific
success. Funding for this program last year provided
$2.34 for Lysterfield Road in my electorate and the
electorate of Ferntree Gully; and in this year’s budget
two major roads that are heavily used by residents in
my electorate have been funded — the $9.3 million
duplication of Wellington Road from Taylors Lane to
Napoleon Road and the $15 million duplication and
widening of Canterbury Road between Bayswater and
Dorset roads.
Briefly on the concession reforms, I have mentioned the
education maintenance allowance but there are stamp
duty concessions and a number of other significant and
targeted improvements for concession card holders,
including public transport concessions, the tertiary
student transport concessions fee decrease and a
$43 million increase in the local government rate
concession.
I will just quickly quote Cr David Hodgett, the mayor
of the Shire of Yarra Ranges:
The state government deserves to be congratulated on their
decision to increase the rate rebate for pensioners and
veterans. The council has been lobbying for some time to
have the rebate increased, and we are delighted that at last
something has been done about it.

I will conclude my remarks by passing on my
congratulations to the Treasurer and the Premier and
commend the budget to the house.
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — What a
sensational budget! It is a budget for the battlers and a
budget for Labor’s heartland. There was no one prouder
than I was on budget day when the good news was
delivered by the Treasurer. There were a series of
sensational projects announced for the Footscray
electorate as well as a series of government-wide
initiatives that will have a dramatic impact on the lives
of the low-income earners, battlers, students and
pensioners in the Footscray area.
The projects include $995 000 for the Footscray West
Primary School and $956 000 for the Maribyrnong
Secondary College, plus funding for a number of
schools that are picked up in the Schoolyard Blitz
program. There is also $830 000 for the West Footscray
Progress Learning Centre, which brings the total
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government contribution to $1.3 million for this
$2 million project, which combines a neighbourhood
house and the upgrade of the West Footscray library. It
will transform that neighbourhood. There is $500 000
for the upgrade and reconfiguration of Maddern Square
as part of the Footscray transit city project, which is a
major signal to the broader community, the business
community and the investment community that we are
serious about transit cities and about making sure the
central part of Footscray goes ahead. There is also
$2.1 million for detailed work on the grade separation
of Footscray Road. Then there is the major
announcement about investment in port rail
connections. This is the hard structural work that will
see an acceleration in the transfer of heavy freight from
road onto rail, improving the residential amenity for the
inner western suburbs and dramatically increasing the
efficiency and competitiveness of our freight industry.
In addition to that, $132 million per year has been
provided for an overhaul of state concessions, which
will have a major impact on my area. In combination
with the council’s municipal rate concession, ratepayers
in Maribyrnong will now get concessions totalling
$225 on their rates, an excellent example of state and
local government working in partnership to assist the
disadvantaged. There is 50 per cent increase in the
education maintenance allowance, which is fantastic
news. An average of over 50 per cent of the student
population will be the recipients of the education
maintenance allowance, and we estimate that this will
put somewhere between $250 000 and $400 000 in
cash in the hands of families.
The transport concession card for tertiary students is
fantastic news for the 49 000 students at Victoria
University in our region. We will see students able to
make much better use of our extensive public transport
network. These measures have been a longstanding
ambition of the Labor Party, and it is great to be part of
a Labor heartland where these can be delivered with
such impact and such force.
The 34 000 extra subsidised dental appointments for
concession card holders is a great initiative. Since the
dental budget was cruelly halved and ripped away by
the Howard government when it took office, our public
dental services have been severely stretched. In my
local community health centre, of which I have the
honour to be a longstanding office bearer, the wait for
public dental services has been over four years. We
have had the extraordinary situation of having some
15 per cent of the population of the City of
Maribyrnong on the waiting list, which is an indication
of the demand. This funding of $58 million over four
years is a clear signal that this government is serious
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about doing something to ease that pressure, whilst
there is a resonating vacuum and lack of activity from
Canberra. The silence is absolutely deafening.
The water rate concessions are to be indexed. Indeed
the indexing of a whole range of concessions is a great
initiative. The number of Victorians eligible for stamp
duty relief will more than double over the next four
years. This is also a great initiative for my area, with
many traditional residents and home-owners in
Footscray looking to downsize to smaller units. Their
paths will be eased with this tremendous initiative.
This is a great budget that will be talked about for many
years in Footscray. Unlike the federal budget last night,
this is a budget that not only has resonance but will
have an impact on so many households and so many
individuals by providing critical forms of assistance
that will make a meaningful difference to people’s
lives.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — It is a recognised
fact that the Australian economy is in excellent shape.
There are many positives in the state budget and
certainly many positives in the federal budget. I am
disappointed when I hear the member for Footscray not
giving some credit to the federal budget that was
delivered last night.
In question time even today, whilst most of the
questions put to ministers and the responses were
highly critical of the federal budget, I listened to a
response made by the Premier. He gave credit for some
of the actions taken in the federal budget. It is
reasonable that there should be credit given where it is
due. I have always taken the attitude in the time I have
been in the Victorian Parliament that I should work for
the electorate, get results for it and give credit where it
is due. There have certainly been positives for the
Murray Valley electorate, and I want to mention them
as I start my contribution because they should be
mentioned.
We worked hard for the redevelopment of the
Yarrawonga district hospital. A total of $11 million has
been allocated for a new 30-bed aged care unit, and the
project will commence with the redevelopment of the
acute care facilities, which will eventually cost over
$20 million when completed.
Funding for major projects has been allocated for three
schools in my electorate. Wangaratta High School is
receiving $3.6 million for a new art technology centre,
which will include upgraded technology, art and
graphics facilities, classrooms and staff work space. We
have been working for many years on that project at a
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large high school that is providing an excellent
education for over 1200 students from Wangaratta and
the surrounding areas. The Yarrunga Primary School in
the Rural City of Wangaratta has been allocated
$2.6 million for a stage 2 redevelopment of music,
multipurpose and art classrooms, staff administration
and canteen facilities. That is another excellent result.
Stage 2 of the Numurkah Secondary College
redevelopment will be able to proceed with the
allocation of $2.9 million. This will see redevelopment
of the information technology, music, arts, graphics and
physical education facilities, classrooms, change rooms,
showers and students toilets. That is again another
project I have been working on for many years. Stage 1,
which was completed recently, has been an excellent
result, despite the fact that we did not get funding in this
current financial year. I think that gave time for the
administration of the school to settle down stage 1 and
get the facilities working effectively. In the next
financial year the school can move into stage 2
developments. These are certainly the credits, and there
are some issues in the state budget which will be
positive for the electors of Murray Valley.
The Leader of The Nationals said the budget is really a
pea-and-thimble trick, even smoke and mirrors, and
those types of descriptions have been used by many of
the speakers on both sides of the house in their
contributions on the state budget and when they
referred to the federal budget. We have seen the
collection of record amounts in taxes and charges by
the Victorian government, and we need to put into
perspective the budget that has been brought down by
the Treasurer. We have had the highest ever revenue
recorded for the state and we have a budget in which
the Treasurer has allocated funds in a number of areas.
Today we have great difficulty in reading and
understanding the budget papers — and over the years I
have been in the Parliament I have seen a number of
sets of budget papers. In the past if you read the budget
speech of the Treasurer you would get the general
outline, the key areas of funding and the key changes
that would be made by the government in the coming
financial year, then you would turn to the budget papers
themselves. In more recent years, apart from the major
funding projects, there is little scope to refer to
particular projects where funding will be provided in
your own electorate in the coming financial year.
In years gone by we were able to go through the papers,
even though they were very voluminous, look at the
section for a particular department and pick up where
funding was allocated for spending in the electorate.
Now, because the budget comes in earlier than in
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previous years — it used to be presented in the
September of the financial year in question — we find
there is generally overall funding that is being provided
to a particular department, and over the next two or
three months the government will roll out where
specific funding will be provided to a range of projects.
That needs to be understood.
One of the queries I have, and I think the government
should take it on board, relates to the statement in the
Report of the Auditor-General on the Finances of the
State of Victoria, 2002–03 that:
Over the five-year period 1999 to 2003, revenue levels
increased by 21 per cent, while expenditure increased at the
rate of 35 per cent.

Acting Speaker, you would know, as do I and all other
members in this house, that you cannot keep spending
beyond what revenue is being collected. Whilst it is
indicated there will be a budget surplus, certainly there
needs to be a word of warning to the government that it
cannot keep increasing spending and increasing
staffing, which has gone up by many thousands over
the period of time the Labor Party has been in office.
That is an area that needs to be looked at very carefully.
I was interested to read in the Treasurer’s speech his
reference to the $5000 grant for Victorian first home
buyers. Whilst I applaud that, I refer to one sentence
from his speech:
The first home bonus will operate until the end of June
2005 —

it is a very short period —
and will be paid in addition to the government’s $7000 first
home owners grant.

You would get the impression from that sentence that it
is a state government grant; however, it is a federal
government grant. The Treasurer should be honest
enough to say in his speech that the $7000 for first
home buyers is a federal government grant that is being
administered by the state. It is important for that to be
mentioned.
I am disappointed that the Treasurer does not give
enough recognition to the increasing revenue that the
state is receiving through the GST. The Treasurer and
the government were highly critical of the agreement
made prior to the change of government to introduce
the GST, when all the states agreed what would happen
with the introduction of the GST, with the total revenue
coming back to the states. It is disappointing that not
enough credit is given to the fact that the states now
have a regular and increasing revenue stream which
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they can control and be responsible for distributing in
the areas under their control.
It is interesting to note that the estimated GST revenue
that will be provided to the state in this financial year is
over $6 billion. I understand from the federal budget
that that will increase to an even higher level. Credit
needs to be given for that.
The Treasurer also spoke about some of the taxes that
are going to be removed, as though they were a
particular benefit provided by the state government. I
thought the Treasurer could have given recognition to
the fact that when the GST was introduced there was an
agreement that approximately 10 state taxes would be
removed progressively. Initially the taxes were to be
removed immediately. However, following
negotiations with the Democrats it was agreed that they
would be progressively removed. Whilst there is a
recognition by the state government that these taxes are
progressively being removed, the Treasurer would have
been wise to recognise the fact that the revenue increase
from the GST is the reason for the removal of these
state taxes.
I also want to comment on the Treasurer’s making great
play of the reduction in payroll tax from 5.75 per cent
to 5.25 per cent and the claim that this would
supposedly exempt a large number of businesses from
the payment of the tax. While I applaud the reduction in
payroll tax, from the budget papers it can be seen that
there will be an increase in revenue from the payroll tax
paid to the state government. The reduction takes
account of bracket creep and the increases in wages and
payments made to employees throughout Victoria,
which has also increased revenue to the state
government. There should be a recognition that the
reason for the reduction is to take care of bracket creep.
Land tax should be looked at in exactly the same way.
Land tax is currently at 5 per cent, and it is proposed to
progressively reduce that to 3 per cent. While I applaud
the fact that the Treasurer is reducing land tax, a huge
increase in land tax is budgeted for in the next financial
year. It is about taking care of the increase in house and
land prices and about the increase in revenue to the
state government. Again it needs to be put on record
that all the government is doing is taking care of
bracket creep.
I wish to mention two other areas in the brief time left
to me. I would normally speak of issues as they affect
country people and the lack of recognition at both state
and federal level of the problems that face country
Victorians. I would refer to such things as the water
industry; the continuing difficulties for primary
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producers, particularly the dairy farming and fruit
industries; the difficulties for small business; and the
advertising program which was undertaken by the
Treasurer late last year encouraging people to move out
into country Victoria. I said to the Treasurer, ‘I applaud
the fact you have this advertising program, but it is only
one part of the jigsaw. You cannot get people to go out
into country Victoria if you do not have all the
infrastructure and jobs available for them’.
If the government is going to encourage people — and I
strongly support such encouragement — to move out to
country Victoria, it needs appropriate decentralisation
policies. We need jobs, hospitals, schools and all the
things that people look for when they move into new
areas. I have heard of many cases recently where
people who have gone into country areas have not been
able to get some of the benefits they were previously
able to access when they were living in metropolitan
Melbourne.
The two areas I wish to mention briefly relate to taxes
and charges generally. I am totally opposed to the fact
that legislation has been passed through this Parliament
which provides for automatic increases every year in
state government taxes and charges by way of the
consumer price index (CPI). We saw what happened
with petrol and cigarettes, and with the beer and wine
taxes — the liquor taxes — which the federal
government automatically increased according to the
CPI. I believe in years to come there will be total
opposition to these automatic increases. It is very
convenient for the government to have legislation that
says that on 1 July each year there will be automatic
increases according to the CPI. In years to come the
government will look to review and change that
arrangement, because it will not be effective in the long
run. It will be effective for raising revenue for the state
government, but changes will need to be made to that.
The other area I want to mention in my closing
comments relates to regulations. In Australia today
regulations are being increasingly imposed by state and
federal governments to the detriment of people
operating a range of businesses across Victoria. I talk to
people who are operating large and small businesses
within my electorate of Murray Valley, and the great
complaint they put to me in our discussions is the
increasing number of regulations that are being
imposed on them by the state and federal governments.
There will need to be a review of these regulations in
the future, because business cannot stand the increasing
charges which are being imposed on them by way of a
range of regulations to meet the demands of
governments.
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I request that the state government, the Treasurer and
indeed all ministers, review the regulations to make
sure they do not continue to impose on businesses
operating within this state. Businesses need to be able
to work effectively; they need to develop, to produce
revenue, to employ people and to be profitable — and if
they do, it will be to the benefit of Victoria.
In closing I refer again to the two areas about which I
have concerns — that is, the automatic increasing of
state taxes and charges, and the increase in regulations
which act to the total detriment of Victorian industries.
I applaud the federal government on the changes it has
implemented in the budget to the taxes on the wine
industry. The reduced charges will help many wine
producers within my electorate, particularly in that
great wine-producing area of Rutherglen where I come
from, to go forward into the future.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms BARKER
(Oakleigh).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 6.31 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — In question time
today I stated that there had been an 18 per cent
increase in elective surgery. The correct increase is
11 per cent.

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill introduces amendments to the Financial
Management Act that will enhance the government’s
ability to effectively respond to changes in the financial
reporting framework, which will come into effect on
1 January 2005. It also provides tabling flexibilities that
will support more effective reporting to the Parliament.
The act has been significantly enhanced since its
introduction in 1994, with the most recent revision
occurring in 2000 as a result of the Financial
Management (Financial Responsibility) Act 2000.
Additionally the act’s associated regulations and
directions have been the subject of major reviews over
the last two years.
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This bill will support the government’s sound track
record of providing both the Parliament and broader
community with a cohesive and reliable suite of
financial reports which clearly outline the state of the
government’s finances.
The bill responds to changes that are occurring as a
consequence of the forthcoming harmonisation of
Australian accounting standards with international
accounting standards and the proposed convergence of
the new accounting standards with a revised
government finance statistics (GFS) framework. In
addition, due to the time frame of convergence to GFS
being extended, the full adoption of these changes is
now likely to occur in different reporting periods. These
changes will add greater complexity to government
reporting.
The overall harmonisation process and resulting
standards will introduce significant and unnecessary
volatility to government’s financial reports. Whilst the
harmonisation project aims to address major public
sector issues by inserting additional requirements in
Australian standards, not all issues of concern to
Victoria or the public sector in general will necessarily
be fully addressed in this approach.
In particular, the international standards and their
Australian equivalents have not been developed to
accommodate prospective ex-ante statements (such as
the estimated financial statements) and may
significantly affect the underlying assumptions and
decisions made in developing the budget estimates.
In an international context, adoption by governments of
these standards is limited, with most countries opting to
continue to use the local accounting standards for both
their ex-ante and ex-post financial reports. In some
respects this puts Victoria in a unique position. Victoria
will be one of the few governments that will apply the
new international requirements to both our budget and
outcome reports.
Moreover, Victoria along with the Australian Capital
Territory are the only jurisdictions in Australia that
prepare their budgets on these new requirements. This
could lead to extra complexity in the way the
government would be required to prepare and present
future estimates of the state’s financial performance and
position.
It is essential therefore that the government continues to
report to the Parliament on a consistent and appropriate
basis and in a manner that clearly discloses the finances
of both the general government sector and the whole of
state. The proposed change will provide Victoria with
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the flexibility to produce informative and relevant
reports for both accounting and economic purposes and
has the benefit of combining sound economic reporting
with the essentials of the new accounting framework.
Accordingly it is therefore timely for these issues to be
adequately reflected and updated in the state’s
legislation to facilitate compliance with the new
requirements.
Specifically the proposed amendments in this bill will
provide for financial management legislation that is:
(a) consistent with the financial management and
budgetary reforms that have been put in place
in recent years;
(b) clear, modern and workable, reflecting best
practice in the public sector; and
(c) consistent with other jurisdictions.
The Auditor-General has been consulted in the
development of this bill and is fully cognisant of the
detail and rationale behind these amendments. We will
continue to consult with the Auditor-General in
assisting us in meeting our financial reporting
obligations.
The bill will enable the government to adapt to ongoing
changes resulting from the harmonisation of reporting
frameworks and provide a level of symmetry thus
increasing transparency in what could be volatile
reporting settings.
The amendments to the Financial Management Act
introduced by the bill relate to the following issues:
1. Greater flexibility in budgeting and reporting
These amendments will enable the government to
accommodate the changes in the accounting framework
currently occurring and update references to the form
and content of the government’s financial reports.
The choice of form and content is important to the
government as the budget and associated outcome
reports contain strong economic elements regarding the
strength of the state’s finances and the broader
economy. The bill will provide Victoria with the
flexibility to produce informative and relevant reports
for both accounting and economic purposes and will
continue to combine sound economic reporting with the
essentials of generally accepted accounting principles.
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2. Flexible reporting to government
Amendments to the act will provide tabling flexibilities
for reports prepared by the government. These
amendments will mirror the tabling flexibilities that
have been provided to the Auditor-General in recent
amendments to the Audit Act 1994.
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MITCHAM-FRANKSTON PROJECT BILL
Second reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This will overcome the current tabling anomaly that
allows reports to be tabled only whilst Parliament is
sitting or otherwise on the relevant due date. The
amendments will provide the government with the
ability to release a report at any time on or before the
due date, even if Parliament is in recess. In this case the
government is required to give one business day’s
notice of their intention to transmit a report to the
Parliament. Once the report has been provided to the
clerks of the Parliament, the report will be published on
an appropriate government web site.

The Mitcham-Frankston Project Bill 2004 facilitates the
delivery of the Mitcham–Frankston project, the largest
urban road project in Australia and a vital step forward
in continuing Victoria’s economic growth.

As part of this process the clerks must notify members
on the same day of the receipt of a notice from the
relevant minister and distribute the report to members
as soon as practicable. The report must then be laid
before the house on the next sitting day.

The project includes the Mitcham–Frankston freeway,
bicycle paths, road interchanges and ancillary works,
and makes provision for future public transport
developments.

This will allow greater flexibility in meeting the act’s
prescribed tabling timeframes, and permit the
government to continue to enhance the timeliness of its
financial reporting disclosures.
3. Update the act to reflect current financial
management practices
Further amendments will allow the government to
streamline the nature and timing of its major financial
reporting publications.
The bill provides that the government will have the
ability to prepare a separate quarterly financial report
for all quarters, or include this report into more
significant financial reporting publications. The
combining of second quarter and the fourth quarter
already occurs in the mid-year financial report and the
annual financial report respectively.
These amendments will have the effect of improving
the quality and timeliness of the government’s financial
disclosures, and in doing so, provide the Parliament
with a sound set of financial reports.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 May.

The project is being carried out under the government’s
Partnerships Victoria policy. The project will provide a
40-kilometre continuous freeway link commencing at
the end of the existing Eastern Freeway and connecting
to the Frankston Freeway, the gateway to the
Mornington Peninsula.

The project will vastly improve the connections
between major industrial areas, the ports, the airport,
major freight routes and other commercial precincts,
maintaining and expanding Victoria’s position as the
premier manufacturing state. The project will also
unlock a range of transport options for the more than
one and a half million Victorians living in the
south-east corridor.
In the second-reading speech for the Southern and
Eastern Integrated Transport Authority Act 2003, I
noted that that act was to establish the framework for
government delivery of the project and foreshadowed
that further project specific legislation to underpin the
delivery of the project as a public-private partnership
will be introduced in due course.
This bill provides that legislative support for the
project.
The bill empowers the state to enter into an agreement
for the design, construction, operation, maintenance and
management of the Mitcham–Frankston project;
provides for the collection and enforcement of tolls in
relation to the use of the Mitcham–Frankston freeway;
confers powers on the Southern and Eastern Integrated
Transport Authority in relation to land required for the
project; provides procedures to deal with the interface
between the utilities and the freeway corporation as to
the utility infrastructure affected by the project; confers
road management powers on the freeway corporation;
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and confers other powers on the authority, the freeway
corporation and the minister administering the bill for
the purposes of the project.
The agreement will be the key contractual document
between the freeway corporation and the state, dealing
with the commercial arrangements. It will contain
details of the tolls and tolling products. As the
government has stated, the tolling regime will be
comparable to that of CityLink. The range of tolling
products will offer flexibility and be customer friendly
so that they are appropriate for different market
segments, including matching the needs of casual users
who do not use the freeway frequently and those who
do not make prior arrangements for use.
The bill requires the agreement to be tabled in each
house of Parliament within six sitting days of being
made and gives Parliament the opportunity to disallow
it, in whole or in part, within six sitting days of tabling.
The bill allows the agreement to be amended by the
parties and requires amendments to be similarly tabled,
providing the same opportunity for parliamentary
disallowance.
The bill provides for the collection and enforcement of
tolls. In this regard, the bill provides a significant
improvement over the arrangements applicable to a
number of other Australian toll roads, including
CityLink.
Under the CityLink arrangements a person who drives
a vehicle on the link or extension roads without making
a prior arrangement with the toll operator for that use is
guilty of an offence. The government believes that the
original CityLink scheme, introduced by the Kennett
government, was onerous, particularly as inadvertent
offenders were subject to penalties.
The Bracks government negotiated improvements to
the CityLink system to provide leniency, particularly by
extending the period after use during which payment
can be made from 24 hours to three days.
This bill furthers the government’s desire to improve
toll arrangements by providing a safety net for
inadvertent users so that following travel on the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway, they will be invoiced by
the freeway corporation.
Where a vehicle is detected on the freeway that is not
the subject of an arrangement with the freeway
corporation, the freeway corporation will be able to
send the user an invoice and enforcement action will
take place only if the invoice is not paid within 14 days
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of service of the invoice. The invoice will be for the
tolls and a modest administrative fee.
The freeway corporation will be able to send the
invoice to the registered owner of the vehicle who will
have the opportunity to pay the invoice or, if he or she
was not the driver, to nominate the driver. The freeway
corporation will then have the opportunity to invoice
the nominated driver for the usage and that person will
in turn have the opportunity to pay the invoice or
nominate the driver.
The bill provides that enforcement action can be
triggered by the freeway corporation. The freeway
corporation will be able to request Victoria Police to
issue an infringement notice against a driver who has
been sent an invoice but has not paid the invoice within
14 days of service. The enforcement system is intended
to support the tolling of the freeway by operating as a
deterrent to prevent toll evasion and imposing penalties
on those who do not pay their tolls after receiving a
reasonable opportunity to do so.
These provisions strike a fair balance between the need
to provide support to tolling and giving users a
reasonable opportunity to pay tolls before moving to
criminal enforcement.
The bill adopts a land management regime analogous to
that adopted for CityLink.
Significant amounts of land have been acquired for the
project by VicRoads and the Secretary of the
Department of Infrastructure. The bill contains a
mechanism to transfer that land to the Crown for
project use. The bill authorises the authority to acquire
further private interests in land in accordance with the
provisions of the Land Acquisition and Compensation
Act 1986 if further land is required and provides a
mechanism for land of public authorities and municipal
councils to be acquired for the project.
It also makes provision for construction licences and
leases to be granted over land.
The bill provides a project-specific regime for the
interface between utilities and the freeway corporation
during the construction phase of the project.
It facilitates agreement between the freeway
corporation and the utilities in relation to works on
utility infrastructure to be undertaken as part of the
project. If an agreement is not reached within the
specified time, the matter may be referred to the
Minister for Transport and the minister administering
the act under which the utility operates, who may
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jointly determine the matter or refer it to an independent
person for determination. That determination is final.
The bill also allows a utility to access its assets during
the construction phase for maintenance, repair and
construction. That access is subject to the consent of the
freeway corporation. If consent is unreasonably
withheld, the matter may be referred to the Minister for
Transport and the minister administering the act under
which the utility operates, who may jointly determine
the matter.
The bill amends the Road Management Act 2004 to
provide that its utilities regime, modified to
accommodate particular needs of the project, applies
during the operational phase of the project.
The bill also confers powers on the freeway corporation
relating to roads, including the power to open, close to
traffic, discontinue or construct roads. As with many
road projects under construction, it is anticipated that
some minor roads will be closed. However, such road
closures are only permitted during the construction
phase for the purpose of facilitating the construction of
the project.
Unlike the arrangements for CityLink, this bill expressly
provides that roads cannot be closed to traffic for the
purpose of increasing traffic on the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway. This honours the government’s commitment
that there will be no road closures to direct traffic onto
the Mitcham–Frankston Freeway.
Honourable members will be aware that the Legislative
Council passed the third reading of the Road
Management Bill on 4 May, but not by an absolute
majority. The government understands that the lack of
an absolute majority means that, by operation of
section 18(2A) of the Constitution Act 1975, certain
provisions of the Road Management Act 2004 have no
legal effect.
Honourable members will also be aware that the
government gave a commitment on 5 May to introduce
legislation that will rectify this situation. In fulfilment
of that commitment, this bill will amend the Road
Management Act 2004. This bill will repeal the affected
provisions of the Road Management Act 2004 and
insert corresponding provisions that will be legally
effective.
Specifically this bill will insert new divisions 2 and 3 of
part 6 and sections 129 and 167(1) into the Road
Management Act 2004, in substitution for the existing
ineffective provisions. Part 6 and section 129 deal with
civil liability in relation to the management of roads.
Section 167(1) deals with the handling of planning
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disputes under the Road Management Act 2004 by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. I refer
honourable members to the second-reading speech for
the Road Management Bill for a more detailed
explanation of the provisions that will be replaced.
This bill will also amend section 85 of the Constitution
Act 1975 to limit the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court
to the extent necessary to give full legal effect to these
amendments.
Statement under section 85 of the Constitution
Act 1975
I wish to make the following statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 of the
reasons why it is the intention of this bill to alter or vary
that section.
Clause 257 of the bill provides that it is the intention of
sections 83, 193 and 236 to alter section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 83 of the bill provides that no compensation is
payable by the Crown or the authority in respect of
anything done or arising out of part 4 of the bill
(provision of public land and council land), except as
provided in that part.
Part 4 of the bill enables a Governor in Council order to
be made which requires public authorities and councils
to surrender land in the project area to the Crown (or
which divests them of such land) or which declares that
any interests in unreserved Crown land held by public
authorities or councils is surrendered to the Crown.
Similarly, any Crown land permanently or temporarily
reserved under the Crown Lands (Reserves) Act 1978
may have its reservation revoked.
When land is surrendered or divested or has its
reservation revoked, it is deemed to become
unalienated land of the Crown freed and discharged
from all trusts, reservations, estates and interests. If the
land was a road or river, all rights easements and
privileges held by any person are extinguished.
Division 4 empowers the authority to enter into
possession of certain land. Notice periods are provided
for, but in some circumstances early entry into the land
is permitted. Compensation is payable under division 5
for the abridgement of the notice periods.
Division 5 of part 4 provides for compensation to be
payable pursuant to the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act 1986 for private interests in public
land acquired where land is surrendered, divested or has
its reservation revoked under part 4 of the bill. No
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compensation is payable in relation to estates or
interests of public authorities that are extinguished.
Councils are entitled to compensation for the
acquisition of an estate in fee simple and pecuniary loss
or expense (not including the value of the land) in
respect of other acquisitions.
The reason for the exclusion of claims for
compensation is that the compensation provisions in the
bill have been designed to provide a statutory
compensation scheme to provide compensation in
appropriate cases. In relation to public authorities, it is
considered inappropriate to pay compensation for the
acquisition of land vested in such bodies where it is to
be used by the authority for a public purpose.
Clause 193 of the bill provides that certain decisions
made or purporting to be made under the bill are final
and binding and are not subject to appeal or other
review by a court or tribunal.
These decisions are: an approval by the authority of a
utility agreement under section 157, a direction given
by the minister to a utility or to the freeway corporation
under sections 165, 166, 173, 174 or 175 to carry out
works or a determination made by the minister and the
relevant utility minister or their appointee on referral of
a matter for dispute resolution. The matters that can be
referred for dispute resolution are set out in
sections 151, 153, 164, 184, 186 and 187.
Clause 193 does not prevent the freeway corporation
from challenging the validity of a decision if the
freeway corporation believes that compliance with the
decision would place it in breach of the agreement.
Utility agreements only come into effect on approval by
the authority under section 157.
The direction process provides a rapid mechanism
enabling utility works to be undertaken in the
circumstances specified in sections 165, 166, 173, 174
and 175. These are: where an approved utility
agreement, a determination made under part 8 or a
direction has not been complied with or to deal with
unnotified utility infrastructure (where the owner of the
unnotified utility infrastructure is not identified or does
not respond to a notice within the prescribed time).
The determination process provides a rapid mechanism
to deal with the matters specified in sections 151, 153,
164, 184, 186 and 187. These are: a dispute between the
authority and a utility regarding the utility’s access to
land in the extended project area that is not licensed
land and a dispute between the freeway corporation and
a utility regarding the utility’s access to licensed land; a
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failure by the freeway corporation and a utility to reach
a utility agreement within the prescribed time; a dispute
between the freeway corporation and a utility regarding
the costs of relocation or rectification of utility
infrastructure; and certain aspects of the process of
certification by the utility of works undertaken by the
freeway corporation.
The reason for excluding review or appeal of the
specified decisions is that it ensures that once the
relevant decision is made there are no additional delays
and associated costs in undertaking the relevant utility
works permitted by that decision. The determination
and direction mechanisms provide a balance between
the interests of the utilities and the project. If authority
decision to approve or not to approve a utility
agreement were subject to appeal or review, that
process could delay the date on which such agreements
come into effect and utility works commence.
Similarly, if a direction or determination were subject to
review or appeal, delays could be experienced in
undertaking the utility works.
Clause 236 provides that no proceedings may be
brought against the independent reviewer seeking
administrative review or the grant of declarations or
injunctions in respect of his or her decision or purported
decision to make (or cancel) an emergency order, or in
respect of any other matter incidental to his or her
decision.
An emergency order may be made where the
independent reviewer believes there is a danger to life
or property arising from the carrying out of works for
the project on licensed land during the construction
phase of the project. The decision may require any
person to evacuate, to halt the carrying out of works on,
to require the carrying out of works on, or to make safe
and secure, licensed land or access to that land.
This clause provides that there is to be no appeal or
review of a decision by the independent reviewer to
make, fail to make (or cancel) an emergency order.
The reason for excluding rights of appeal or review is to
ensure that the independent reviewer is free to act
quickly in an emergency in the public interest without
fear of litigation. In such cases it is clearly not
appropriate to permit any person to instigate
proceedings to argue about whether such an emergency
order should have been made or whether it should
continue to operate.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MULDER
(Polwarth).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 May.

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

The Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 makes
provision for the construction and operation of and the
shortening of language used in acts of Parliament and
subordinate instruments.
Chief Parliamentary Counsel has requested a number of
minor amendments to the act.
An act may refer to the date of commencement of a
part, division or other portion of that act or another act.
If the whole of the portion referred to does not come
into operation on the one day, there is doubt about what
the reference to the commencement of that portion
means. This bill amends section 11(4) of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act to remove that doubt
by making it clear that the reference is to the first day
on which the whole portion is in operation.
The bill inserts a new section 36(2B) in the act.
Section 36 sets out rules of interpretation relating to the
status of headings within both acts and subordinate
instruments. The Interpretation of Legislation
(Amendment)Act 2000 amended the act to provide that
headings form part of an act or subordinate instrument
in which they are found. Court rules are generally
divided into orders which in turn may be divided into
parts. The 2000 amendment did not make specific
reference to these orders and parts. New section 36(2B)
clarifies that the headings to orders and parts inserted in
rules of court form part of the subordinate instrument.
The bill inserts a new section 36B in the act. New
section 36B deals with the location of penalties,
examples and notes within a provision. The amendment
will facilitate the placement of examples or notes in
provisions containing penalty provisions.
The bill inserts definitions for the following terms in
section 38:
‘VCAT’;
‘statutory rule’;
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‘subordinate instrument’.
Definitions contained in section 38 apply for the
purposes of all acts and subordinate instruments, unless
the contrary intention appears, thereby removing the
need to insert those definitions in particular acts or
subordinate instruments.
The Interpretation of Legislation Act is of vital
importance to the drafting and interpretation of
legislation in Victoria. It is desirable to ensure that it is
amended from time to time to enable our legislation to
benefit from improvements in drafting techniques and
to clarify its operation.
I commend the bill to the house
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 May.

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

The Victorian court system consists of the Supreme,
County and Magistrates’ courts, and the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). Judicial officers
in each of the courts and VCAT are constitutionally
independent of the executive arm of government.
The independence of the judiciary is guaranteed by
security of tenure and by secure and adequate
remuneration. Secure and adequate remuneration not
only attracts suitable candidates to judicial office but
also minimises the potential for litigants to exercise
financial influence over the judicial decision-making
process.
Until the 1980s Victorian judicial salaries were
determined exclusively by Parliament. Adjustments in
judicial remuneration were made by amending the
relevant act of Parliament. This resulted in long periods
where judicial salaries were static.
From 1980 until 2002 Victorian judicial salaries were
determined by the Attorney-General, initially by
reference to adjustments in national wage case
determinations and subsequently by reference to
increases in federal judicial salaries and to
recommendations of the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal (JRT). Under these models final decisions on
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judicial remuneration rested with the executive through
the Attorney-General. In 2002 the JRT was given the
power to make salary determinations subject to
disallowance by Parliament.

FAIR TRADING (CONSUMER
CONTRACTS) BILL

Any system of judicial remuneration has to have careful
regard to the principles of judicial independence.
Judicial salaries should be adequate and commensurate
with the status, dignity and responsibility of judicial
office. Salaries should also be sufficient to attract
suitable candidates to judicial office, particularly in the
higher jurisdictions.

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:

Over the past 20 years, numerous reviews of Victorian
judicial salaries have taken place. It is apparent from
these reviews that the work value of judges of the
Supreme Court of Victoria has been consistently
benchmarked against judges of the Federal Court and
that movements in judicial salaries in the federal sphere
have consistently informed the decision making of
those responsible for fixing Victorian judicial salaries.
This bill recognises the significance of federal judicial
salary movements to Victorian judicial salaries by
implementing in a staged, ordered and responsible way
a new salary structure under which Victoria’s most
senior judges will receive an equivalent salary to their
Federal Court counterparts. The new structure will be
phased in over four years. At the end of that period the
salaries of Victorian Supreme Court judges salaries will
be linked to those of judges of the Federal Court.
The bill protects the work value relativities of less
senior judicial officers such as County Court judges and
magistrates by ensuring that their salaries move in line
with those of Supreme Court judges. Judicial salaries
will be adjusted regularly against recognised
benchmarks.
These initiatives will create greater certainty in the
process of determining the salary of Victoria’s judicial
officers and in the process enhance the independence of
the state’s judiciary. It will also create a more level
playing field for the recruitment and retention of
judicial officers.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 May.

Second reading

That this bill be now read a second time.

The main purpose of this bill is to amend the exemption
for credit contracts from the unfair contract term
provisions of the Fair Trading Act 1999 to enable
regulations to be made to exclude classes of consumer
credit contract from that exemption.
The bill will also raise the threshold for the application
of the proposed telemarketing regime to telephone
marketing agreements where the consideration exceeds
$100.
Currently contracts that are subject to the consumer
credit code are exempted from the unfair contract term
provisions of part 2B of the Fair Trading Act 1999.
The exemption was included in part 2B when it was
enacted in 2003 so as not to pre-empt the national
process looking at the issue of uniform national
legislation on unfair contract terms including its role
regarding consumer credit contracts.
However, the exemption has meant that some
problematic contracts that may not adequately be dealt
with by the code cannot, as an alternative, be dealt with
as unfair contracts.
Of particular concern is the emergence of a number of
exploitative vendor terms contracts in regional Victoria.
Consumers who are unable to obtain mainstream
finance to purchase a home are entering into these
contracts with fringe financiers at inflated prices and
interest rates, using the first home owners grant as their
deposit. Failure to make a payment or other default
under the contract leaves the purchaser vulnerable to
eviction, the loss of their money and the chance to own
a home.
If it becomes necessary as part of an ongoing
government strategy to act expeditiously to protect
these vulnerable consumers because other legislative
protections are inadequate, vendor terms contracts will
be prescribed, thereby making them subject to the
unfair contract terms provisions of the Fair Trading
Act.
Other forms of consumer credit contract that cannot
adequately be dealt with under the code may also need
to be prescribed at a future date.
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The second part of the bill raises the threshold for the
application of the telemarketing regime to be inserted
into the Fair Trading Act 1999 by the Fair Trading
(Further Amendment) Act 2003, from $50 to $100.
New South Wales has also recently enacted amending
legislation to its Fair Trading Act to introduce a similar
telemarketing regime.
In order to minimise any unnecessary burden in the
regulatory scheme, Victoria and New South Wales are
moving to minimise differences in their schemes.
The first part of that harmonisation process is to
increase the Victorian threshold to align with the New
South Wales threshold of $100. This is also being done
to address industry concerns expressed to the
government recently that the extra costs involved in
complying with the requirements of the telemarketing
regime will not be warranted for small-value sales.
The government believes that the new threshold
responsibly balances consumer protection with industry
cost, while advancing the cause of national regulatory
consistency, which works to the benefit of industry and
consumers.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HONEYWOOD
(Warrandyte).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 May.

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

The bill amends the Domestic Building Contracts Act
1995 to clarify that certain contracts for the sale of
houses or units off-the-plan are not domestic building
contracts under that act.
Off-the-plan contracts of sale are regulated by specific
provisions of the Sale of Land Act 1962, designed to
protect purchasers. This is because of the special nature
of these contracts, where the title for the land has not
yet, and may never be issued, and where the
construction of the house or unit has not been
commenced or completed.
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The Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 was
enacted to protect home-owners in their dealings with
builders. It provides, among other things, for statutory
warranties as to the quality of the construction to be
implied into major domestic building contracts.
It also provides that the owner for the time being of the
property can sue to enforce the statutory warranties.
This means that the purchaser under an off-the-plan
contract of sale can sue the builder to enforce the
warranties even though the purchaser is not a party to
the building contract between the developer/vendor and
the builder.
To ensure that the contract between the
developer/vendor and the builder is a contract into
which the statutory warranties are implied, the Building
Act 1993 makes it an offence for a developer/vendor to
enter into an off-the-plan contract under which the
house or unit is to be completed before settlement
unless the house or unit was constructed under a major
domestic building contract.
However, in a recent case in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, a purchaser sought to avoid
such an off-the-plan contract of sale with a high-rise
developer on the ground that the contract was a
domestic building contract, but which did not comply
with the requirements of that act.
If the government were to allow that to stand, it would
mean that such off-the-plan contracts of sale, which
comply with the Sale of Land Act, could be voidable
under the Domestic Building Contracts Act, because
compliance with the Sale of Land Act will result in
non-compliance with the Domestic Building Contracts
Act.
This would result in an unacceptable level of
uncertainty in a vital sector of the economy and place
building jobs at risk. If lenders and developers
withdraw from the industry because of the lack of
contractual certainty, ordinary purchasers in these
developments will also suffer.
Further, clarifying the contractual situation benefits all
parties, developers and consumers, by reducing the
scope for opportunistic attempts by either party to avoid
the agreement.
It is also unnecessary for such off-the-plan contracts of
sale to be characterised as domestic building contracts
in order for the purchasers to obtain the benefits of the
Domestic Building Contracts Act.
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In clarifying the situation, the bill does not take away
any right that purchasers have to avoid their contracts
on other grounds.
The bill fulfils the government’s promise made in an
announcement on 16 March 2004 that it would move to
clarify the situation in this parliamentary session and
that any legislation would operate from the date the
relevant provisions of the Domestic Building Contracts
Act commenced — namely, 1 May 1996.
The government notes that another recent decision of
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal raised
the issue whether infrastructure contracts between
developers and contractors are domestic building
contracts.
This matter has also increased uncertainty in the
building industry as the industry practice and
expectation has been that these contracts are not
governed by the Domestic Building Contracts Act
1995.
The government therefore intends to review the
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 to eliminate
uncertainty and to ensure that it operates effectively and
efficiently for consumers. Details of the review will be
announced after consultation with stakeholders.
The bill is declaratory in nature. However, in its media
release, the government undertook that any legislation
would not apply to contracts the subject of legal
proceedings commenced prior to the announcement.
This was done as a matter of fairness to the litigants
involved in those cases and will allow the courts in
those cases to proceed to their own conclusions on the
issues.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BAILLIEU
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 26 May.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! Before I call the Clerk, I wish to acknowledge
and welcome to the gallery Hugh Evans, who is the
Young Australian of the Year, for his work with the
Oak Tree Foundation. Welcome.
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Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I very much welcome
the 2004–05 budget brought down by the Treasurer,
John Brumby. I certainly congratulate him on bringing
down a budget which places the health, education and
community safety of Victorians first.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BARKER — Absolutely. Importantly we
continue to build on delivering sustainable budgets, and
we will continue to deliver responsible financial
management, a strong operating surplus for 2004–05 of
$545 million and surpluses averaging $571 million over
the following three years. But as I said, most
importantly we continue to invest in our people.
Education has been and continues to be our no. 1
priority and — I have said it on a number of occasions
in this house — so it should be. The 2004–05 budget
delivers an extra $486.3 million in education funding,
bringing to $4.4 billion the total additional investment
in education since we came to office. That has brought
5000 extra teachers and staff back into Victorian
schools. This has obviously assisted the Oakleigh
electorate, which has fantastic government schools, all
of which are primary. Unfortunately there are no
secondary schools in the electorate.
I am very pleased to note the additional funding of
$60 million to deal with school maintenance needs. I
have been involved with government schools for a long
time as a parent, a community activist and as a local
member. I know and understand the needs of schools
are always ongoing. Of course we continue to have
needs in Oakleigh and those needs will be met in a
sensible and sustainable way. I welcome the education
and maintenance allowance increase. This is a major
initiative and something that will provide very real and
practical assistance to families in meeting the costs of
educating their children.
I also very much welcome the child dental health
initiative. That is an issue that is constantly brought into
my office — people who are requiring dental health for
their children in particular — but I think that looking at
the kindergarten children and expanding it into that area
will provide great service.
I would like to mention when talking about
kindergartens the great new kindergarten that will be
built at the Oakleigh Primary School. We are well
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under way with that development. We have had a lot of
hard work to get to this stage but are now finalising the
detailed building costs, and we will shortly go to tender.
We desperately need a kindergarten in this area.
Waiting lists at Hughesdale, Emmanuel and Dover
Street are long, and we are a growing area despite some
of the statistics that show that we are not.

surrounding that are of great importance to my
electorate.

The bulk of the work of this has been administered by
the Oakleigh Primary School principal, Philip Hughes,
and I commend his commitment to the work. In every
sense this is a community building project. We started
with the knowledge that Holy Trinity was to close. A
number of parents came to see me about the need, and
from that we have put the project together over a period
of some 18 months to two years. Along the way we
have developed further partnerships. It has been very
good that we have been able to get valuable advice and
assistance from a range of people such as Lodi
Francesconi, chief executive officer, and Pauline
Ogden, deputy chief executive officer, of the Child and
Family Care Network in Glen Waverley.

Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to speak in
favour of the 2004–05 appropriation bill. I wish to
congratulate the Treasurer and the government for
delivering a family-friendly visionary budget. I will
focus on how this budget is positive towards my
constituents in the Cranbourne electorate.

I thank the eastern region Department of Education and
Training and the Department of Human Services,
which have also been very supportive and helpful.
Monash City Council has also assisted in this area and
will commit funds in its budget to ensure that parking in
Logie Street outside the school is reconfigured and
expanded. As I said, it is a great project based on the
site of Oakleigh Primary School, and we hope to go to
the actual building of it very soon.
In closing, I would like to commend the Treasurer and
the Minister for Health for continuing to increase
funding in the health area. That again is an issue of
great importance to the people of Oakleigh, and as I
said there are many areas in this budget which will
directly assist the people that I represent, particularly in
the affordable housing area and of course in public
transport concessions.
As I said, unfortunately I have no government
secondary schools in my electorate, I only have
government primary schools.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Ms BARKER — They were closed down. I wish I
did have a secondary college. It is becoming an
increasing problem. I think I am probably one of the
only members who has no government secondary
colleges but a large number of railway stations in their
electorate. I have seven stations plus the Caulfield
railway station, so public transport and the issues
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Oakleigh is a great and very diverse electorate. I am
very pleased to be representing it. I know that this
budget supports the people that I represent, and I
commend the bill to the house.

The Cranbourne electorate encompasses the fastest
growing suburbs in the south-eastern corridor. The
majority of the growth is defined as families purchasing
their first home. Thanks to the visionary budget,
aspiring first home buyers will now receive a cash grant
of $5000 on purchases under $500 000.
The provision of public health services is vital to an
electorate where over 22 per cent of the family income
is less than $500 a week. An allocation of $2 billion has
been made to hospitals to assist with increasing demand
over the next four years. I am positive that both
Peninsula Health and Southern Health will have their
fair share of funding. The brand new Casey Hospital
with 229 beds, which include 29 mental health beds,
will receive funding in the budget to recruit staff in the
lead-up to this year’s opening. The 72-bed stage 2
development of the Dandenong Hospital will receive
$15 million from the family-friendly budget. These
measures will enhance the provision of health care
services to my constituents in Cranbourne.
Mr Smith — I thought the family-friendly budget
was last time.
Mr PERERA — No, it was a week ago! In this
budget the Bracks government has reconfirmed its
commitment to education. It has allocated $5.9 million
to build stage 3 of the state-of-the-art Carrum Downs
Secondary College. This is building upon $10 million
allocated in the previous two budgets of the Bracks
government. This is one of the 21 brand new schools
proudly built by the Bracks government since coming
to office. Interestingly, this is the school the Kennett
government never wanted to build. In fact it sold the
land earmarked for the school in Greenwood Drive to a
housing development.
Thanks the to education-friendly budget the following
primary schools in my electorate are also receiving
funding from Schoolyard Blitz: Aldercourt, Belvedere,
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Cranbourne Park, Cranbourne Specialist, Cranbourne
West and Mahogany Rise.

nowhere, and yet in this budget the promises are still
there.

In the Cranbourne electorate nearly 60 per cent of the
population are families with dependent children. This
family-friendly budget increased the education
maintenance allowance for low-income families from
$127 to $200 for primary students and from $254 to
$400 for secondary students. This will assist a large
percentage of my constituents when it comes to
educating children.

You have to ask the question: when the government has
committed $150 million for the Snowy River and
$115 million for the Living Murray and has made a
commitment to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, where
are those funds coming from? It is just impossible to
answer that because there is no commitment in the
budget to these water projects.

Over 95 per cent of my constituents do not use public
transport to get to work. The road improvements are
vital to the wellbeing of my constituents. A total of
$15.9 million was allocated for the second stage, which
was to duplicate the Cranbourne-Frankston Road
between Warrandyte and Centre roads. This is the
continuation of the duplication of the
Cranbourne-Frankston Road between McClelland
Drive and Warrandyte Road. For the first section
$11.7 billion was allocated in the 2003–04 state budget
and the road works are nearing completion.
This budget announced $3.3 million for the widening of
the dangerous section of Thompsons Road between
Western Port Highway and Evans Road. This is another
example of the Bracks government’s commitment to
bringing the road toll down. This is building upon the
allocation of $4.2 million in 2003–04 for widening
Thompsons Road between the Frankston-Dandenong
Road and Western Port Highway.
Public safety has always been an item on top of the
Bracks government agenda. An allocation of
$6.7 million to construct a new state-of-the-art
Cranbourne police station is fantastic news for my
constituents in Cranbourne. The station will have the
capacity to have staff numbers increased by 35 per cent,
from the existing 57 to 77.
The Bracks government is delivering more than its
election commitments while running a healthy surplus
budget. The opposition opposes everything for the sake
of opposing and stands for nothing. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — I thought I would
have a good look for the water initiatives that I was
quite sure would be in this budget. I looked and looked,
and they are not there. It is unbelievable that the major
expenditure on water savings in this year’s budget is a
mere $15 million. When you know how much money is
required for the water industry at the moment to
achieve the enormous promises that this government
has laid before us, $15 million will go absolutely

I thought I would have a look at the comments of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on the
actual budget outcomes in 2002–03. It makes
interesting reading. I quote from page 411 of the
committee’s report on the budget outcomes:
At 30 June 2003, the department had underspent its total
available funding by $118.2 million due to delays in the
implementation of various projects.

Some of those delays and unspent funding were Snowy
environmental flows, $8.1 million; national action plan
for salinity, $11.9 million; piping the system,
$3 million; new town sewerage schemes, $1.3 million;
Sunraysia salt interception, $2.1 million; and Caseys
Weir piping project to replace the channel,
$21.4 million. There is a total of $55 million unspent on
water projects in this year, and that is tragic. I go on to
quote from the report:
The committee is concerned that delays in the implementation
of projects may not only impact on the ability of the
department to effectively deliver its outputs and programs but
also adversely impact on costs and the timely implementation
of projects earmarked for 2003–04

Further, on page 420 of the report, the issues that were
not achieved in piping the system were blamed on:
… delays in on-ground activities resulted in actual
expenditure being under budget during 2002–03.

The same applied to the new town sewerage and
Caseys Weir:
… delays in implementation resulted from impacts on local
communities …

That is all totally unacceptable.
The second issue on which I would like to quote from
the report is expenditure outputs at page 422. In the
catchment-and-water category there was a budget in
2002–03 of $247.8 million, the actual amount spent in
total was $196.2 million, a difference of
$51.6 million — $51 million was not spent in the water
and catchment area in the state of Victoria in that year. I
went from there. Next I had a look at the expenditure in
the summary in this year’s budget, which shows a
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massive drop in the budget for catchment and water.
Again it dropped from the budgeted amount of
$247 million in 2002–03 to $223 million in 2003–04,
and it is now going to drop to an incredible
$190 million — a drop of 15 per cent in the last
12 months. If you compare that with the actual
expenditure it is a drop of 28 per cent. So much for all
the promises from this government about the water
industry. What it promised to do and what it planned to
do are very different from what is in the budget papers.
The budget expenditure is appalling.
Mr Perton — It is wicked.
Mr PLOWMAN — It is wicked — it is
unbelievable actually. I think the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report certainly sums up the
problems this government is facing.
I would like to highlight a few issues in the few minutes
that I have available to me. The information in this
year’s budget dealing with the Victorian Water Trust is
certainly designed to confuse the public. The water trust
was one of those major programs that this government
introduced. Information at page 133 of budget
paper 3 shows that in 2003–04 $52.5 million was fully
committed on investment projects which included the
upgrade of irrigation systems, new pipelines, irrigation
practices and the use of recycled water. Page 135 of
budget paper 3 shows that a further $40 million was
allocated for the upgrade of irrigation systems on the
Goulburn and Broken rivers. This was a total
commitment of $92.5 million in that budget.
In this year’s budget a further $68 million is committed
to the Victorian Water Trust. On page 35 of budget
paper 3 it states that the 2004–05 budget provides a
further $68 million to support a number of projects
which are under way. They include the same projects:
water supply and sewerage treatment, particularly in
respect of the algal blooms in the Gippsland Lakes; the
use of recycled water on the Werribee plains; and the
upgrading of irrigation and water supply systems on the
Goulburn and Broken rivers.
Clearly the $68 million is totally committed to those
projects, but at page 301 of budget paper 3 it says:
This budget provides for a further $67.5 million to support a
number of projects under way across the state. The funding
will form part of Victoria’s contribution to the Living Murray
initiative and will be used for improvement in water supplies
and sewerage treatment in rural towns, the upgrading of
irrigation and water supply systems including the use of
recycled water, and for the reduction in severity and
occurrence of algal blooms.
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This is obviously a late inclusion — the contribution to
the Living Murray — and is not mentioned anywhere
else in the budget papers. This clearly shows the
government has not made a commitment to the Living
Murray from the Victorian Water Trust. Even if it had
used all this year’s budget at $67.5 million, which is
committed in these budget papers, for the Living
Murray it would still be $50 million below the
commitment that it made.
If you go to page 300 of budget paper 3 a table
indicating how the $67.5 million is to be distributed
shows expenditure totalling only $43.5 million. There is
no indication where the extra $24 million is to be
expended. I ask the question: this is so confusing and it
is so difficult to appreciate where those funds in the
Victorian Water Trust are coming from and where they
are being expended, where is the transparency and
accountability that this government so proudly protests
and promotes? It is just not in these budget papers in
respect of the water trust. It is totally confusing to
anyone who reads it.
Page 48 of budget paper 3 shows that over the past five
years in the life of the Victorian Water Trust only
$96 million has been committed to, including this
budget and past budgets, out of a total of $320 million.
In other words, less than a third of the total
commitment of $320 million has actually been
committed in the first five years of the Victorian Water
Trust, and that is of real concern to me.
The appendices to the Victorian Water Trust Investment
Strategy state:
The government has already allocated $160 million of trust’s
$320 million …

It says that $40 million has gone towards initiative
projects and that $120 million has been directed to
capital projects. Under the section headed ‘Initiative
projects — $40 million’ the appendices page states:
water smart gardens and home rebate — $10 million …
water smart farms — $10 million …
healthy rivers — $16 million …
research in water conservation and water recycling —
$2 million …
water conservation assistance pilot program … $2 million …

The total of $40 million is committed. Further and
under the section headed ‘Capital projects —
$120 million’ it states:
… country town water supply and sewerage — $30 million.

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
1242

ASSEMBLY

Vision for the Werribee plains —

in other words, the treated water for Werribee —
$10 million.
Gippsland Lakes and Macalister River —

that is, to reduce the algal blooms on the Gippsland
Lakes —
$20 million
Sunraysia — $20 million
Goulburn/Broken rivers — $40 million

Again, these funds are totally committed, but where is
the money? The funds are not included in the budget.
This information is found in the appendices to the
Victorian Water Trust Investment Strategy. It is a clear
indication of what the government has promised, but in
fact those promises do not relate to the budget papers.
That deals with the Victorian Water Trust and the
Living Murray, and there are immense black holes in
both of them.
What about the Victorian government’s commitment to
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline? The original
commitment to this project was $77 million over
10 years when the basis of that project would cost
$300 million. The project now has been costed at
$501 million, and so far the government has put
$16 million towards the planning, which leaves
$60 million of the government’s commitment to that
project which is going to cost $501 million. The state
government is crying poor in respect of the federal
government not having made a commitment in this
year’s federal budget, but to have any confidence the
federal government must see the state’s commitment to
its full one-third share of the estimated cost of
$501 million.
This project must go ahead. It will replace the
17 500 kilometres of open leaky channels, which
honourable members would be aware of, with a piping
system that will save the current massive losses in
water; about 70 per cent of all the water released from
storage is lost in distribution. The pipeline will provide
a more secure system for all the dryland farmers and for
the towns; the savings will provide much-needed and
increased flows for the Wimmera and Glenelg rivers.
The main concerns I have about the budget are quite
simple. There is no commitment to major water savings
in the rural area, where we must introduce major water
savings to save the losses that we currently incur. Those
savings can be up to 30 per cent of the total water used
on irrigation north of the divide.
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There is no commitment to funding the wastewater or
sewerage treatment plant at Carrum or Werribee. The
farmers and developers down there are geared up to use
that treated water, they want to use it. The Pratt-Costa
consortium is prepared to put up its own money for a
private development at Werribee to show how this can
be done, but this government has walked away from
that private opportunity.
There is no increased funding for the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline, and that is just unbelievably stupid — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN — This state government has only
put $60 million into a project that is going to cost
$501 million. There is no commitment in this budget at
all to its share of the $501 million for the Living
Murray initiative.
Most importantly, there is a real reluctance for this
government to take on the private sector in respect of
the infrastructure required for the improvements either
to the distribution of water in the irrigation systems or
to the treatment of wastewater at either Carrum or at
Werribee. Until this government accepts that we must
have private sector involvement in these projects, we
will never get on with them, we will never get these
projects off the ground and we will never catch up the
losses in both those areas that we desperately need to
recover.
This government has missed a golden opportunity in
this budget. I implore it to look again at this major area
of the water industry and not hide behind the white
paper which is due out by 30 June.
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution tonight to debate on the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. The bill highlights
once again the constant drive of the Bracks government
to improve the education and health care of all
Victorians. Many people will remember that on
30 November 2002, when claiming victory at the last
election, the Premier said, ‘We will make sure we
govern for every street, every suburb, every town and
for every country area in Victoria’. Certainly the budget
the Treasurer has brought down this year reaffirms that.
Similar remarks were made by the Treasurer that the
budget delivers real benefits for all Victorians wherever
they live, whatever they do — from the suburbs of
Melbourne to the regional cities, towns and
communities.
In the suburbs that I represent we have seen a number
of initiatives in the budget that will be welcomed by my
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local communities. In particular I mention the
$3.3 million investment to widen Thompsons Road
between Dandenong-Hastings Road and Evans Road. It
will continue the upgrading of this very important
inland link for residents of the bayside suburbs of
Patterson Lakes, Carrum and Bonbeach.
Improvements have also been funded for Carrum
Primary School and Seaford Primary School, two
excellent government schools in my electorate. Each
school will receive in excess of $120 000 for new
student toilets and significant asphalt resurfacing.
Chelsea Primary School, Kananook Primary School,
Seaford Primary School and the Nepean special
development school will all share in the $10 million
Schoolyard Blitz program. Each school will receive
$5500 to undertake improvements of their playgrounds
and gardens.
On Monday I visited Kananook Primary School and
was shown the area of schoolyard that will be
landscaped and improved. The Schoolyard Blitz
funding means that this project can be brought forward
and completed in the next 12 months. The Kananook
Primary School community was most appreciative of
the fact that this small amount of money was made
available to them for this very worthwhile project, to
which they are really looking forward.
The parents of the students of Kananook Primary
School will also benefit from the increased funding in
the education maintenance allowance (EMA). We all
know that school-related expenses can put great
financial strains on many families, and certainly the
families of the students at Kananook Primary School
will be very grateful for the increase in that EMA from
2005 of $73 for primary school students and $146 for
secondary students. It really will be a fillip for many
families in my electorate. Maintaining the value of the
EMA by indexing it to the CPI will ensure that the true
value of this allowance is not lost over time. The
indexation of the concessions for water and council
rates has also been most welcome in my electorate.
Overall this budget has delivered for my local residents
through the $2 billion boost to health care, $97 million
to improve dental services, $5000 for first home buyer
grants for houses up to $500 000, and the abolition of
stamp duty on mortgages and the expansion of the
stamp duty exemptions for pensioners and health care
card holders. Overall it is a very good budget, a fair
budget and a very family-friendly budget, which I am
pleased to say has been overwhelmingly welcomed by
my electorate.
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Mr HELPER (Ripon) — At the outset of my short
presentation may I say that this is another ‘Ripon’ good
budget. The Ripon community has embraced state
government budgets since the Bracks government was
elected in 1999, and to understand why we need look
no further than the health services in the electorate. Just
to set the background for honourable members, in the
electorate of Ripon the Stawell hospital has received a
major two-stage upgrade, the Ararat hospital has
received a major upgrade, the Maryborough hospital
has received a major upgrade, the Avoca hospital has
received a major upgrade and the Dunolly hospital has
also received a major upgrade. I wish to concentrate
tonight on the Maryborough hospital, which in the last
budget received $8.5 million for stage 1 of its upgrade.
The community of Maryborough was ecstatic to learn
that in this budget the hospital will receive $9.5 million
for stage 2 of the upgrade. Under the previous
government we were facing the closure of one hospital,
the Dunolly hospital, and the likely closure of a second
hospital, the Avoca hospital. The health service that
encompasses the three hospitals of Avoca, Dunolly and
Maryborough has, since the election of the Bracks
government, received $20 million in capital upgrades.
I pay tribute to the community of Maryborough, which
has stood steadfastly behind its hospital and has not
only fundraised to put those extra features into the
redevelopment but also kept the government and me
reminded of the importance of the health service to the
community. It is a pity that the previous government,
when the community was just as enthusiastic about
preserving and redeveloping its hospital, did not listen
for seven dark years. I again stress the credit that is due
to the Maryborough community for doing so.
Similarly, if we look at Ararat hospital, the upgrade of
which is approaching completion, we again see behind
that a massive community effort, an astounding
fundraising effort and a level of support for the service
that is in my experience rarely parallelled.
I also draw attention to the funding that was extended to
the Maryborough education precinct to undertake the
detailed planning for stage 2 of the precinct.
Honourable members may remember that stage 1 was
funded in last year’s budget. This budget provides for
the planning of stage 2, so the project is progressing.
Obviously that level of funds clearly demonstrates the
government’s commitment to the project. It is a pity
that members in another place who venture through the
territory of Maryborough constantly talk down that
particular initiative, questioning the government’s
commitment to it. I hope that those doubting Nellies
will now eat their words and get on with backing the
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Maryborough community in its fantastic efforts to
create this education precinct.
The education precinct is on track for an opening in
2005, which is what the Minister for Education and
Training was committed to at the time of last year’s
budget. This is a budget that reflects positively for the
Maryborough community and the electorate of Ripon.
As I said at the outset, this has been a ‘Ripon’ good
budget. I am proud to be a member of a government
that listens to communities such as those in Ripon,
supports their aspirations and actually meets their
demands, desires and reasonable expectations in its
budgetary allocations.
Mr SMITH (Bass) — Having listened to the rot that
government members have talked about this budget,
which they say is good, I have to say that I am very
disappointed with the state budget this year, because it
does not deliver to the community I represent anything
of any value to the people. It may be an oversight by
the Treasurer, but I represent about 50 000 people —
that is, men, women and children — who deserve to be
considered as Victorians and looked after in the budget.
This Treasurer seems to allocate funds on the basis of
Labor first and bugger the rest.
Let me give some examples of where my constituents
have missed out. They have missed out on the Bass
Highway, which is a major route that runs down to
Phillip Island. It is also a tourist road and a commuter
road to Inverloch and Wonthaggi, and it should be a
four-lane divided highway at least to Anderson. But the
government since coming to power had not initiated
any work on this road until this year, when it gave us a
small amount of money to do a connection between the
Gurdies and Grantville. Many people have been killed
on this road in recent times, and the whole of it should
be upgraded to a decent standard.
The government should then continue and upgrade the
Phillip Island tourist road, which was downgraded by
this government. It is just not good enough that it has
been left the way it is. Many people have to use this
road, many tourists are enticed to go down to see the
penguins or to watch the grand prix and super bikes, but
this government is not worried too much about people
travelling on the roads because it has just ignored it.
That road should be upgraded to a proper standard.
The state government says the federal government must
commit a further $21 million towards the cost of the
Pakenham bypass because that would then be half the
cost of that road of national importance, yet — and
members should make sure they understand this — the
federal government some years ago committed
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$100 million towards this bypass at a time when the
cost was estimated to be $178 million. That
commitment was certainly more than half the cost of
this project. But its cost has spiralled out of control and
is now up to $242 million.
That is not the fault of the federal government which
committed that money some four to five years ago; it is
the fault of the state government which will not start the
works that it could have started in that period when the
federal government committed to fund it. It could have
been planning, it could have been purchasing land and
it could have been carrying out an environment effects
statement process — but it did not, because it is too
stupid to do the work.
The railway line to Leongatha is another issue. The
transport minister made that promise during two
election campaigns. Unfortunately the work has not
started, and there is no money for it in this budget.
Why? Personally I do not really care whether the train
service resumes, because I think it is a waste of money.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — Quote me! I have already said it in
the electorate. I have been pleased to tell the people in
the electorate that if it goes on, it will not only be a
waste of money but will cost them a lot of money over
a period of time. I would rather see the money being
used on or put into something that is worth while. Local
government has come out and supported the stand I
have taken on this.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! There is too much chatter across the table.
Mr SMITH — I am very appreciative of your
support, Acting Speaker. The minister has given a
commitment. He promised Susan Davies, a former
member of this place, that he would put the rail line
in — she is sitting back hoping to get herself a federal
seat, and she is hopeless — and if he promised it to her,
he should give it to her.
Through you, of course, Acting Speaker, the Minister
for Education Services, who is sitting across the table,
will be interested in schools in the Bass area. I was
pleased to see that the government has put some money
aside to rebuild the Cowes Primary School. Hallelujah,
isn’t that great! The school was burnt down last year.
Ms Allan interjected.
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Mr SMITH — What did you expect to do? You
should replace it. It should not just be a budgeted item,
it should have been something that was done
immediately.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Bass will address the Chair.
The Minister for Education Services will allow the
member to continue, without interjection.
Mr SMITH — I am doing it through the Chair,
Acting Speaker, so do not concern yourself. Then
again, the school should not have burnt down in the
first place, because if the government had installed
sprinkler systems throughout those school buildings —
as it should in schools throughout Victoria — it would
not have burnt down and neither would any of the other
schools that have burnt down in the last 12 months.
This big-hearted government allocates some money to
rebuild a school that should have been rebuilt much
quicker.
What about the Inverloch Primary School? That is very
badly in need of a total rebuild, but, no, the minister has
probably never even been to Inverloch Primary School.
She probably does not even know where it is, and she
probably does not really care about the school. I can tell
the minister that it is a great school, it has a great school
community, it has great kids and great teachers, and it
has a great school council president who showed me
around. I can tell the minister that the buildings are a
disgrace and that the school should be rebuilt. I have
taken the shadow minister for education down there; he
has looked at it and he agrees with me that it is an
absolute disgrace.
Nar Nar Goon Primary School — hey, listen to this
one! — has had a master plan hanging on its wall since
1996. What is in the budget?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — The master plan was put in place by
the previous Kennett government, because it recognised
that work needed to be done on it. As you would
understand, Acting Speaker — these imbeciles
probably do not, but I know that you would
understand — these things take a period of time to put
in place, and the first step is to get a master plan drawn
up. That was done seven years ago, and the last
upgrade — —
Ms Beattie — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
if members find words offensive — and many might
find the word ‘imbecile’ offensive — it is usually the
practice to ask the member to withdraw.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member will come to her point of order.
Ms Beattie — However, if this member wants to
insult us, he will have to do better than make those
puerile and childish remarks.
Mr SMITH — The last upgrade at the Nar Nar
Goon Primary School was seven years ago, and we put
$200 000 into the school. Give them a fair go!
Koo Wee Rup Primary School is another great school.
All the classrooms are undersized; none of them is over
50 square metres, and certainly none of them is up to
the 80 square metres that they should be. All its
classrooms are portables, but there is nothing in the
budget to do anything about that situation.
At Bunyip Primary School the master plan was done
three years ago. There is no money in the budget for the
work. Pakenham Secondary College — a school of
1000 students — has probably the worst portables I
have ever seen in my life. Some parts of the school
have been replaced — by the Kennett government —
but at this time there is no money in the budget for the
Pakenham Secondary College. It is a good school that
should be brought up to very good condition.
For two years no maintenance work has been done on
any of these schools. There is a $350 million
maintenance black hole, and this government says it is
going to put $5000 towards each school. Well,
hallelujah! That will do nothing for some of these
schools. It would not even replace the weatherboards on
some of the classrooms. So do not tell us it is going to
be any good. The minister calls it a Schoolyard Blitz —
it is a Backyard Blitz, and she will need Jamie Durie in
there every day of the week to do something about
bringing these schools up to standard.
What about health down in my area where we have
three hospitals? What have you lot opposite done for
them? Absolutely nothing. They have done nothing for
our hospitals down there. There is no accident and
emergency department available for the 30 000 people
who live in that area. If you have a heart attack at home,
an ambulance will come and pick you up.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SMITH — If you have one in Parliament, too,
the ambulance will come and pick you up. But what
does the ambulance in my area do? Does it take you to
an accident and emergency department? No, it does not.
It takes you around the corner to the doctor’s surgery
where you will wait for the doctor to come out of
surgery. The doctor will get in the back of the
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ambulance, have a look at how you are and decide
whether you are in need of hospital care or not. Then
the doctor will ring the hospital and say, ‘I have a
serious case coming in’, or, more importantly, the
doctor will send you up the highway to Clayton or to
Dandenong.
It is not good enough that 30 000 people are living in
that area and that the government will not put in a
cracker towards an accident and emergency service.
The staffing is already there. It was supplied by the
Kennett government. What has this government done?
Nothing!
We have a great hospital in Koo Wee Rup that is well
respected, but it needs a proper operating theatre put in.
It has one there, but the hospital is operating under very
difficult conditions. The specialists from around the
countryside — from Pakenham and the local areas —
send patients to that hospital because of the great care
they get there, yet this government is not providing the
funding the hospital needs to be able to operate
properly. In fact the government is trying to screw the
hospital and close it down. The government wants to
make the hospital it is building at Berwick into a major
hospital, and it is going to put Koo Wee Rup out of
business. It is just not good enough. We know Southern
Health is trying do it and we know this government is
behind it, and it is not good enough. I can tell the
government that it is going to suffer the day it tries to
do that.
What about police stations? The Inverloch police
station is actually going to be rebuilt! The government
is going to build a decent one, and that is excellent. I
give the government some credit for that, but that is the
only thing it will be doing. However, that police station
has to be properly staffed, but the government is not
putting enough people through the police academy to
be able to staff the new police station at Inverloch. The
whole Bass area is short of a police presence, and as I
have explained to the house before, it is understaffed
and under-resourced. The police cannot cover the area,
and staffing in that area must be reviewed. Extra
funding has to be provided.
Cowes police station is not currently a 24-hour police
station. How would you like to have in your
neighbourhood a police station that is not open for
24 hours and is understaffed, even though it sometimes
covers hundreds of thousands of people? Something
needs to be done about putting in a new police station at
Cowes, and I know this has the support of the local
police down there.
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San Remo has a little police station that is on a cliff top
and is not adequate to cover a very rapidly growing
area. If the government knew anything about it, it
would be planning to put a proper police station there.
Grantville could do with a proper police station, where
the new bit of highway is being put in, because there is
no proper police station there now. It needs a
‘Pakenham’ police station. We hear the promises from
this government — ‘We will give you a new police
station’ — but where is it? We need it and we need it
now, because what is there is inadequate for a rapidly
growing area. There are three old houses which have
been bunged together and which the police are trying to
work out of. The Koo Wee Rup police station is a
portable box that has been put on a block down there.
Where has all the money gone?
Hospital waiting lists are getting longer, ambulance
bypasses are becoming more prevalent and our schools
are falling apart because the maintenance is not being
carried out. We already know that there is a
$350 million black hole there. Let us think back to
former Premier Joan Kirner, who left us with a
$600 million maintenance black hole, which we had to
sort that out when we got into government. The people
in this government just complain! What are they doing?
We are paying more taxes and charges in this state of
Victoria than we have ever paid before. Stamp duty is
up by 87 per cent since 1999. It is bringing in
$2.5 billion into this government’s coffers, and what are
you doing with it? You are wasting it! Prove to me that
anything that has been done is relevant.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Bass!
Mr SMITH — The state is run by pinkos! What is
the government doing? It is charging poor pensioners
and war veterans $79 extra in car registration so they
can support some of the crazy schemes it is putting in.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr SMITH — What a joke, Minister! It is certainly
not going towards helping those people.
Since Labor came to office, it has been a disgrace
because of what it has done to the people of Victoria.
We left it with nearly $2 billion. This government has
collected more in taxes than any government has ever
collected, and what has it done with it? Where has all
the money gone? When is it going to give it back to the
people of Victoria? The government is a disgrace, and
it will be out at the next election!
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Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — We have just
listened to a Liberal Party renewal! It has obviously got
another seven dark years in front of it. With $1 billion
for rural and regional Victoria, we are debating a fine
and proud budget tonight. I stand here very proud,
because I can talk about what the Bracks government is
doing in rural and regional Victoria, and specifically in
the electorate of Narracan. After having endured seven
dark years of closures of schools, closures of hospitals
and the sacking of teachers, nurses and police, we are
now seeing an increase in police, an increase in nurses,
an increase in teachers and the building of new schools
and rebuilding of police stations. The money has gone
into rebuilding our community.
The Warragul and District Specialist School has been
given $3.5 million. It is certainly a proud achievement
for all those involved that they are going to receive a
brand new school on the site of Warragul Regional
College. We have worked for some time on identifying
the right site and working through the local issues. We
are very proud that that funding has now been provided
in the budget.
The next thing I want to mention is the cancer unit at
the Latrobe Regional Hospital. We are going to build
the largest cancer unit outside of Geelong and
Melbourne. Members in this house would be aware that
asbestos-related diseases have resulted in a high level of
cancer deaths in the Latrobe Valley. People across
Gippsland, and even people down in Cowes and
Inverloch, will be able to enjoy the benefits of the
cancer unit at the Latrobe Regional Hospital. It means
that people will not have to travel all the way to the city
of Melbourne for cancer treatment. That is a funding
decision of which this government is very proud.
I turn now to mental health. In Gippsland mental health
has been given an extremely large boost in this budget
with the allocation of $8.8 million. We are building a
14-bed unit on the site of the old Traralgon hospital,
which incidentally was closed by the Kennett
government. That 14-bed unit will dramatically assist in
providing mental health services in Gippsland for those
who need them. It will ease the pressure on the Flynn
ward at the nearby Latrobe Regional Hospital and
provide the services that the community there
desperately needs.
With respect to education, 17 of the schools in my
electorate have received the excellent Schoolyard Blitz
program. I thank the Minister for Education Services
for the support we have had because there are a lot of
very small schools in my electorate — the Kennett
government closed a few, of course, but there are a lot
more that we have been able to rebuild — and $5500

1247

for their schoolyards will be of great benefit to them. I
have really appreciated gaining over $90 000 for my
electorate in this budget. There is an extra $60 million
for school maintenance through a fantastic program that
is well supported. I am proud that this government is
supporting and building schools, as well as embarking
on the largest school rebuilding project in the state’s
history, but we are not forgetting the small needs of
schools and are meeting them with that $60 million.
People ask where the money has gone. It is going into
our community for health, education and community
safety.
Turning now to transport, $130 million has been
allocated for additional black spot funding. This
government has been able to bring the road death toll
down to its lowest level ever, but it is not going to rest
on its laurels and will continue to drive that toll down
by getting rid of those dangerous black spots. As we
have seen with the previous program, there is a very
strong rural and regional component to black spot
funding. That focus means there will be a raft of
initiatives across rural and regional Victoria, and that is
something I am obviously very proud of.
On a bit of a sad note, the federal government has
refused to fund the Pakenham bypass. Year after year
we wait to see what money the federal government will
provide, and today it is saying that unless the Victorian
government finds a lot of money it will not give us
anything at all. It is withholding all of its money and
refusing to offer 1 cent. That is certainly a real
disappointment. We have budgeted $121 million for the
Pakenham bypass and the federal government has
welshed. It does not want to spend a cent; it does not
want to fund it. Of course there is a range of other
projects across the state, but it is a real disappointment.
We call on the local federal member to lobby the
commonwealth government for funds. He is obviously
refusing to do that or he is incompetent. I do not know
which it is. In closing I must say that $1 billion for rural
and regional Victoria makes me very proud to be a
member of this government.
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) — In another
budget that delivers for the south-eastern suburbs the
electorate of Narre Warren South has benefited from
significant allocations for both capital works and
recurrent services. In the 2003–04 budget funding for
the new Strathaird Primary School in Narre Warren
South was allocated. This year, funding for the old
cheese factory primary school in Centre Road,
Berwick, has been allocated. It is fantastic to see that
the Bracks government supports education yet again. I
have said many times before that education is my no. 1
priority, and the no. 1 priority of the majority of my
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electors. Teacher numbers in local schools also
continue to rise, ensuring that young people in my
electorate learn in a well-funded system. Schools in my
electorate will be very pleased to utilise part of the
$60 million allocated in this budget for school
maintenance.
Another issue of concern relating to education is its
cost. Parents of young children have thanked me for the
provision of additional funds for the education
maintenance allowance (EMA). The cost of sending a
child to school will be greatly eased by the additional
$73 in the EMA for eligible primary school students
and the additional $146 for eligible secondary school
students. In an area of rapid growth such as the
south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne, school populations
rapidly increase. The $50 million for new relocatable
classrooms will be most useful as many schools are
well over their long-term enrolment numbers.
The importance of further education is also recognised
in this budget, with $116 million in funding for TAFE
and the adult community education sector. It will
benefit students at facilities such as Chisholm Institute
of TAFE and the Narre Warren Community Learning
Centre.
Support services for families caring for a child with a
disability have also been provided with additional
assistance amounting to $12 million, as well as
$8 million to provide additional respite for carers.
These services are vital to support families when they
need it.
I was particularly pleased to see the allocation of
resources to hospitals that serve the electorate of Narre
Warren South. As well as the $15 million allocated to
Dandenong Hospital for the rebuilding of two wards
with 72 beds, funding has been allocated — very close
to the electorate of the member for Bass — for the
brand new public hospital, Casey hospital.
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr WILSON — That is right — unlike the
previous Kennett government’s ideas. It is only a few
hundred metres from the border between our
electorates.
The Casey hospital will commence its grand work this
financial year. With building works nearing
completion, Southern Health will start its induction of
new staff for this hospital. The hospital will be a
magnificent asset to the south-eastern suburbs. It will
provide 229 beds in Kangan Drive, Berwick, near the
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railway station. It will also be a major boost to
employment in our region.
As both ministers and members will no doubt be aware,
roads in the south-eastern growth corridor — and I am
sure I agree with the member for a Bass on this
subject — are a major concern for many constituents.
After the good works of the previous Bracks
government budgets, including the Hallam bypass, the
Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road duplication, and some
intersection upgrades, in this budget funds are allocated
for the duplication — on the border between our two
electorates — of Clyde Road south to Pound Road.
This will alleviate the huge traffic concerns faced by the
local schools in the area, including two schools in the
electorate of Bass, as well as leading to a smoother
traffic flow on this major road. I congratulate the
transport minister for listening to the residents of this
area and acting to achieve this funding allocation.
Further, the widening of Thompsons Road — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Bass has had his call, and the
member for Narre Warren is on his feet.
Mr WILSON — It will come as a welcome
addition to the road safety in our region. I congratulate
Peter Collins, the local Country Fire Authority captain,
as one of a number of local residents who has worked
hard to highlight the dangers of this road.
I am disappointed to see that the recent commonwealth
budget did not include any additional funding for the
Pakenham bypass, a further example of the Howard
government’s neglect of Victorian roads. I note that the
Bracks government’s spending on roads in the city of
Casey alone has been $213 million. I ask members to
compare that with the federally funded Roads to
Recovery funding in the city of Casey, and I call on the
federal government to dramatically increase its funding
for roads in the south-eastern growth corridor.
Health, education and roads are important issues that
have received due recognition in the 2004 state budget.
However, given the number of new residents moving
into the electorate I am sure that many people will be
taking advantage of the $5000 first home bonus. Along
with the first home grant and the mortgage stamp duty
abolition, many first home buyers will save more than
$12 500.
A growing area like my electorate needs to ensure that
there are growing employment opportunities. The
WorkCover premium reduction of 10 per cent will
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reduce pressure on payrolls and encourage employers
to increase employment and output. A primary
responsibility of government is to ensure that many
young people in our schools have jobs at the
completion of their education.
Following the decision as part of Melbourne 2030, land
use planning has commenced for the expansion of land
for industrial development in the growth corridor. This
land will ensure further job growth in our region over
the next 10 years.
As good health is important, dental health is also
important. The impressive boost to dental programs for
children and adults is very good news. Tertiary students
in my electorate have received the advantages of
cheaper tertiary concession cards.
It is a worthy budget for the Bracks government, and I
thank the Premier and Treasurer for the provisions
contained in it. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — When a budget is to
be brought down, members of Parliament eagerly come
to the house to see what is in it for their electorates, and
I guess I was pretty much like most other members in
that respect. I went to the government web site for the
budget, found the search engine, typed in the name of
my Caulfield electorate and eagerly waited to see what
would turn up. I must admit that I was bitterly
disappointed when the screen was absolutely blank.
There was nothing for the electorate of Caulfield, and I
therefore view this budget with great concern because
over the years I have become aware of some great
needs within my electorate.
Of particular importance is the Caulfield General
Medical Centre (CGMC) which has a long history in
my electorate. A lot of people strongly support and put
a lot of work into the centre in terms of volunteering
and other work. About two and a half years ago I recall
the then health minister came to my electorate to launch
the master plan for CGMC. The plan that he duly
launched had four stages to it. The first one was the
building of a nursing home, which I supported and
which was very necessary, and that has been
completed. But since that time not a single cent has
been allocated to CGMC. I note that stage 2 requires an
allocation of some $60 million. In each year that passes
I visit my local hospital, where I am told they are
waiting yet again for an allocation of funding from this
government.
So I went to table 2.3 in the budget papers and looked
up Labor’s financial statement ‘Asset investments to be
considered in future budgets’. I looked for Caulfield
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General Medical Centre, but it is not on the list. So it is
not even on the radar for this government in terms of
hospitals that are to receive funding. The people in my
electorate of Caulfield are bitterly disappointed.
The same goes for the schools in my electorate. Not a
single school received an allocation of funding. Some
of those schools are literally bursting at the seams in
terms of their need for both upgrading and expansion.
Caulfield Junior College has over 400 students, and
now the department is talking to it about controlling the
expansion of numbers at the school. In other words, it
wants to introduce a method whereby fewer students
will want to attend that college. It is quite outrageous.
In the run-up to the last election my party promised a
substantial amount of money, had it been elected, to
that school.
In relation to my portfolios of community services and
housing which provide for Victoria’s most
disadvantaged people, during the last election the
current government claimed that ‘Bracks listens and
acts’. Many in the housing and community services
portfolios believe that if the Bracks government
listened, it certainly did not act — with, I might say,
perhaps just one exception. I believe the Bracks
government was totally embarrassed into addressing
some funding issues in relation to child protection
which has been in absolute crisis, with record numbers
of child deaths and foster carers leaving the system in
absolute droves, although it is noted that there is also a
decrease in target funding for 2004–05 from 2003–04
for statutory child protection services — and that
amazed me. It is almost impossible for me to fathom,
given the thousands of notifications of child abuse and
the government’s lack of capacity to investigate all
those reports. All this has of course been detailed in the
child death review report and the suppressed child
protection outcome report.
Public housing is a sector which has not only been put
on the backburner by this budget, but literally put on
the scrap heap. The 2001 census recorded a 14 per cent
increase in the number of homeless people in Victoria,
to reach a figure of 20 305, and from all reports that
figure is likely to continue to climb.
While the Bracks government in its first term led the
housing sector to believe that it had a commitment to
Victoria’s homeless, that so-called commitment seems
to have fallen into a screaming heap. As the budget
papers now tell us, the Office of Housing failed to
produce crisis and transitional accommodation for some
4000 homeless Victorians last year, and has absolutely
no intention of providing for those people or any further
people who require crisis or short-term housing over
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the next year. In fact, the figures are forecasting longer
stays in temporary accommodation for such people who
yearn for stability in their lives, because of the
government’s failure to invest in any significant way in
long-term public housing. That is made clear in the
footnotes to the budget.
Members may recall the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing last year when the government very
embarrassingly admitted that it had withdrawn
$120 million in capital from the housing portfolio, and
that it was going to deliver only some 500 to 600 new
public housing units despite having promised some
1500 for 2002–03. If one likes to draw a comparison
with the previous Liberal government, in 1998–99 that
government delivered 1641 units in public housing; and
in 1999–2000, some 1406 units. The acquisition for the
coming year for long-term housing is going to be only
some 709 units — that is, half the target for the year
before. That hides what the net figure will be because it
does not tell us what will occur with sales and
demolitions, which will no doubt lead to a minimal net
addition to public housing stock.
Of course the great hope for the Labor Party lies in
housing associations, as reflected in the increase in
output expenditure. But housing associations have
failed to attract a lot of interest thus far in Victoria,
despite the fact that the government has allocated some
$70 million to the area over four years. In fact, the
government had to insist that proposals for public
housing associations meet a 30-day certain deadline —
before 30 June, I am sure — so they would at least have
one proposal on the table. A large number of issues
have not been answered in relation to how these
housing associations would be conducted. There is no
explanation as to the economic modelling that goes into
it. Additionally, there has been a sharp decline in the
number of dwellings being upgraded under this
government.
We know that over the latter period of this government
there was a failure to deliver in terms of the upgrade
and redevelopment of public housing estates. There
appears to be no attempt to improve the current
situation. All this is occurring while there is a
continuing increase in the public housing waiting lists,
which came out today. Between June 2000 and March
2004 there was a 238 per cent increase in the early
housing waiting list. There are an additional
4802 families waiting urgently for a home, and that
represents a total number of 6819 families on the early
housing waiting list.
The overall public housing waiting list figures indicate
that the previous Liberal government managed to
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reduce the waiting list by some 33 per cent but that in
the last three and a half years under this government
there has been an overall increase of 0.26 per cent.
There are a lot of other issues in the public housing
portfolio that are of great concern, particularly the lack
of transparency in capital spending, which is still the
case with this budget.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Education Services).
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I move to the
community services portfolio in relation to disability
services. Disappointment about accommodation for the
disabled has been publicly expressed by all the peak
bodies across Victoria. What we have found is that the
government has turned its back on those desperate
people and their families who are on the urgent waiting
list for supportive accommodation. That means that
1178 people whose need for supported accommodation
has been classified as urgent have been ignored. On
Tuesday the executive officer of the Council of
Intellectual Disability Agencies, Sue Jackson, lamented
the lack of new money for supported accommodation.
The government has not allocated one more cent for
supported accommodation, Ms Jackson said. She
further stated:
Twenty per cent of the 3193 of the people waiting for
supported accommodation are being cared for by a parent
aged 75 or older … This government is awash with revenue
from high taxes. It’s difficult to understand why nothing
could be found for these desperate people.

Additionally the increase in respite episodes will do
little to ease the demand for families who are finding it
difficult to cope. It will certainly make absolutely no
difference if the additional places are taken by families
who can no longer cope with the long waiting list.
There are many other areas in disability services that
are of grave concern, but time does not permit me to go
into those.
In relation to early childhood services and support
services within the community services portfolio, while
there is some growth in funds for areas of need, these
funds will not provide services to more children and
families. One can go through each of the output groups
to find evidence for this. In almost every output group
you find that although in some cases there may be some
additional funds, little will be gained in terms of greater
targets for children and families receiving more
services.
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For instance, in maternal and child health, the number
of children and families being assisted under this
program will not increase next year. The target number
of calls to be fielded by the maternal and child health
service is 7000 less compared to 2002–03. For
preschool education and child care services, the target
participation rate will be lower next year than the actual
number this year.
In early childhood intervention services, particularly in
relation to autism, grave concerns have been expressed
that the target for the number of children receiving
these services has not increased by even one. We know
grave concerns have been expressed over the changes
to the funding model, which for many severe cases will
be reduced from 10 hours to 2 hours — almost not
enough to do anything!
In relation to the concessions, we have all heard the
grave concerns expressed by pensioner groups that they
are having to forgo $80 so that others may benefit. The
reaction by the community has been enormous. In
relation to family and community support, fewer
parenting services will be delivered next year when
compared to last year. In relation to community support
services, including problem gambling, there is no
difference in the target compared to last year. With
personal support services, there is to be no increase in
the number of clients receiving family violence and
sexual assault services next year compared to last year.
In the area of child protection and placement, as I have
said, some $9 million less is to be spent on statutory
child protection services next year compared to last
year. That is almost impossible to understand. There
have been some increases in child protection placement
services, which is welcome, but the government waited
until there was an absolute crisis before it acted. For the
second year in a row less money is being spent on
juvenile justice and custodial services, including
pre-release activities, even though there has been an
increase in the number of juveniles breaching their
parole conditions, which was made clear in the annual
report.
One can sum up by saying that there is a great deal of
disappointment. I quote from the Victorian Council of
Social Service (VCOSS) summation, which says:
Funding for demand management such as home-based care is
welcome but does nothing to meet the unmet needs of the
20 000 homeless, the 5013 on the priority public housing
waiting list —

which has now blown out to 6819 families —
or the 2000 with urgent and high-priority needs for shared
supported accommodation.

1251

VCOSS has also said:
VCOSS member organisations and their employees, funded
by the government to deliver services to 300 000 Victorians,
will continue to struggle under a 2.25 per cent price index
which falls well below the government’s projected wage
growth of 3.5 per cent.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — In the short time available to
me I congratulate the Treasurer, who is in the chamber,
and his team for presenting such a good budget. He has
done a tremendous job in providing for the Victorian
community, particularly with the family-friendly
budget. It is a big commitment, and I notice that the
federal government is trying to copy the Treasurer with
slogans that the federal government has produced a
‘family-friendly budget’.
I am not the only one saying the state budget is a good
budget. I refer to the headlines in the newspapers,
particularly the Herald Sun, which is not known as a
Labor supporting paper. One headline referred to a
‘$2 billion boost for the health service’. Health is a very
important issue. We always hear people talking about
the waiting list being too high, but where is the federal
Treasurer and the federal money to match the Victorian
effort in the health system? We have not got it! The Age
said the state budget was a boost for families and rural
voters.
The Labor Party is often portrayed as being a
city-centric party, and some members on the other side
have used those words. How wrong they are, because
the headlines in the papers are saying that we are
supporting rural Victoria. That is important. It is not the
Labor Party but the Melbourne daily papers that are
saying it is a budget that looks after the whole of
Victoria, particularly rural Victoria. Those who use the
slogans they are told to use are wrong once again. They
have missed out on that again.
Health gets a lion’s share, particularly in the regions
right across the state. We were able to do it in this
budget so that the journalists who write for the
newspapers in the regional areas could understand what
money had been allocated to which regions. We have
the Central Highlands, Wimmera, Barwon, Western
District, Loddon Valley, Goulburn, Upper Murray and
Gippsland regions. In my years in the house this is the
first time I have seen the media able to follow a Labor
budget by a Labor Treasurer looking after all Victoria.
The next article in the Herald Sun is headed ‘Cheaper
dental care for preps’, which is very important in the
growth area of my electorate where there are a lot of
schoolchildren who will need that dental care in their
early, formative years.
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We have $5000 available through a new home buyers
grant. The growth area of my electorate is a first home
buyer area. This initiative will be very beneficial to the
people in my area generally. It will be beneficial to
those in St Albans, where I live, because their children
are moving out into the new estates in the new growth
area in the electorate of Keilor and buying their first
homes. Again I congratulate the Treasurer on that
initiative on top of the $7000 grant. Let us not be
misled: the $7000 is not coming from the federal
government, as some people are saying — the state
government is paying for that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SEITZ — Please go and do some research and
learn.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Campbell) —
Order! The member, without assistance.
Mr SEITZ — Next I want to congratulate again the
Minister for Transport and VicRoads for tackling the
hardest issue in the St Albans area with a $30 million
allocation for undergrounding the road at the Taylors
Road railway crossing. It is a very important job.
Firstly, it took the Bracks Labor government and its
Minister for Transport to electrify the rail line to
Sydenham, which was done in the last term of the
Bracks government; and secondly, in this term we are
following that up and helping to solve the traffic
problems and congestion in the region with a
$30 million allocation to put the road under the railway
line. That work is long overdue. It was never carried out
by the Liberal government in the seven years it was in
power. Its minister had the audacity to come out and
tell people every election time that funds would be
allocated in the budget, but it was never done. I
congratulate the Minister for Transport and his team for
that.
I also congratulate the Minister for Education and
Training for allocating the extra money necessary to
upgrade and improve the Taylors Lakes Secondary
College, which was missed in the last budget. It has
been successfully catered for now.
With those few words I will allow other members in
this house to speak. I again congratulate the Treasurer
on a budget that will stand the Bracks government in
good stead for a long time to come.
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — It also gives me a great
deal of pleasure to rise to speak on the appropriation
bill and add my congratulations to the Treasurer and his
staff on the formulation of this budget. This is a
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wonderful budget for people right across Victoria, and
in particular for the people of Gippsland and the
Latrobe Valley, who have been long neglected by the
conservative government. The people of Gippsland and
the Latrobe Valley were obviously among those
referred to as ‘the toenails’ by the previous government;
now they are very much part of the heart and soul of
this state, and obviously very much in the mind of the
Treasurer.
I have listened very intently to people talking about
how good this budget is for people right across
Victoria, but I will take a selfish moment to talk about
how good it is for Latrobe Valley and Gippsland. This
is a great budget. I would like to highlight in particular
the investment in education — the building of better
schools and the modernisation of existing schools.
Almost $3 million has been allocated for Traralgon
Secondary College, with stage 1 involving a science
upgrade, information technology facilities,
general-purpose classrooms, and drama and physical
education facilities. This is investment in education
infrastructure that just did not occur under the previous
government — it was not on the radar. Schools were
treated with disdain by that government, but this
government is investing in the Traralgon Secondary
College. Fortunately for my constituents in Traralgon it
is the second such investment in two years, in two
budgets. In the last budget it was allocated almost
$3.5 million, and there is $3 million for it in this budget.
It is a fantastic investment that the people in my
electorate deserve and appreciate.
It is important also that Latrobe Regional Hospital,
which is the major regional referral hospital not just for
my electorate and the Latrobe Valley but which
services areas right across Gippsland, has been
allocated $29 million by this government. That is an
investment in the health and wellbeing of the greater
Gippsland community through the hospital’s cancer
care treatment centre at Traralgon — a $21 million
investment in cancer care which was announced earlier
but which has been delivered in this budget — and an
allocation of $8 million for the mental health treatment
centre — 14 beds that did not exist before.
I draw the attention of the house to the fact that the
previous government shut Moe hospital, Traralgon
hospital and, the Hobson Park psychiatric hospital, and
then spent a measly $23 million on a major regional
referral hospital. In one budget we have more than
doubled the investment that the previous government
made after shutting those fine institutions. This
government in this term has delivered $29 million of
capital works to the Latrobe Regional Hospital, a fine
referral hospital that will be more than twice as good
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after this government made it $29 million better off. I
think that might have been the fourth time I have
mentioned that figure, but let us make it five: there is
$29 million worth of investment by this government to
add on to the measly $23 million invested in the whole
life of the previous government after it shut three fine
medical institutions in Gippsland.
Now we are going to have a hospital that we can be
proud of. Certainly the people of Gippsland and I will
be proud of it. Those people on the opposition benches
can hang their heads in shame again for their lack of
investment in regional Victoria.
In the short time available I cannot number all the
investments this government has made in the
Schoolyard Blitz program, which will be picked up
with vigour; but I can congratulate the Treasurer, and in
particular the Minister for Education and Training and
the Minister for Education Services, for their support
for Gippsland and the Latrobe Valley. I also want to
congratulate the Minister for Health — it is great to see
her here — and her staff, in particular Tass
Mousaferiadis, for their support and Tass’s work with
us to ensure we got — let’s hear it again! —
$29 million worth of health investment in the Latrobe
Valley. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — There is a sign on a
pub in my electorate. The Premier and the Treasurer do
not know the pub too well, but they know of the sign.
After the state budget last week the sign was changed to
read, ‘Mr Bracks, Mr Brumby, you are bleeding us
dry’, and it has sat there and received the plaudits of my
community ever since.
I have said before that this Treasurer is taxing the
stuffing out of this state. Whether it be stamp duty, land
tax, fines, fees or charges the reality is that the
government’s untempered expansion of the public
sector is of concern to all Victorians, particularly when
we have such unconvincing outcomes.
When it comes to unconvincing outcomes, I express my
concern that proposals for funding stage 2 of the
Camberwell South Primary School upgrade have not
been considered or realised in this budget, and as a
consequence the students of Camberwell South will be
left, frankly, in a mess. The school has had stage 1
building construction going on in effect for 18 months.
It is a site with no car parking, no new administration
area and unoccupied portables taking up the play area.
The students will be forced in some situations to spend
up to four or five years of their early primary years in a
construction site. It is not appropriate and very
disappointing.
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Again, funding applications from Auburn and
Hawthorn West primary schools have not been realised
nor has the government made any attempt to deal with
the infrastructure problems in Hawthorn, which
certainly contributed greatly to the recent December
and January flooding. That is before we get to issues
such as Camberwell station and the proposed
development there, which has proved to be such a
disaster and embarrassment for the government. In just
the last few days the Premier has been running for his
life on this issue and has confused all involved,
including the Boroondara City Council. Then, on the
death of midnight just before Christmas, the
government declared Glenferrie Road as a major
activity centre — but with no consultation, no media
release or no advice to the council, which has caused
great concerns. The intentions of the government for
Glenferrie Road remain a major issue.
However, I want to focus on the impact of land tax. The
shadow Treasurer, the member for Box Hill, has clearly
set out the growth in land tax in this state over the last
few years, and I will refer to a range of examples. One
is Bradshaw’s service station in Canterbury, whose land
tax bill jumped from $780 to $11 480 in one year. I
quote from the local paper, the Progress Leader:
Boroondara’s land tax bills have increased up to 1000 per
cent in the past three years and now businesses face cash-flow
problems with some considering staff lay offs and even
closure.

Further, I refer to the land tax details of a prominent
Hawthorn restaurant. Its land tax has gone from
$7800-odd to over $50 000 in just three years, and that
restaurant is now contemplating closure as a
consequence.
I want to particularly focus on two other land tax
examples, one which I regard as a tragedy and which
has been raised with the government on a number of
occasions. An individual occupied a property which
was subject to heritage controls. The property could not
be altered or converted in any way, and the land tax bill
went from $3700 in 1999 to well over $15 000 last
year. The reality is that the property-holder was in a
situation where the combination of taxes and rates to be
paid exceeded that individual’s income. In my view the
anxiety concerned contributed very substantially to the
illness of the land-holder, and I am sorry to say that the
land-holder has now passed away, having suffered three
years of anxiety and having received no comfort from
the government in pursuing this issue. That is a singular
tragedy for one land-holder. Land tax can have a
pernicious and insidious effect on individual
hand-holders.
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I will refer to another case with which I think the
Treasurer, who is sitting at the table, is familiar. It is the
case of the Whitehorse Inn in Burwood Road,
Hawthorn. The land tax for that in 1998–99 was $1400
and is now well in excess of $33 000, with no capacity
to have charges increased; that is close to a 2000 per
cent increase.
The Treasurer will stand at the table here or in front of
the television cameras and say he has given great relief
in this budget to the sort of individual cases that I have
recited. Nothing can be further from the truth. There is
no relief whatsoever, and in the case of the Whitehorse
Inn the chances are that land taxes will increase in the
next 12 months. As the owners of the Whitehorse Inn
have said publicly, the proposed land tax adjustments
have been a cruel hoax on small business.
I want also to refer to the pensioner concessions in
regard to vehicle registration that have been dropped in
this budget. I quote the words of a constituent who has
written to me:
I am a World War II veteran and hold a Department of
Veteran Affairs gold card.
I am outraged at the part of the budget which abolishes
concessions on motor vehicle registrations to we war veterans
and also to pensioners.

The letter continues:
As part of his excuse for this outrageous decision he —

being the Premier —
and his Treasurer keep referring to increased concessions on
municipal rates. You are probably aware that DVA —

the Department of Veterans Affairs —
gold card holders are not eligible for any concessions on
municipal rates and to my knowledge never have been.

It goes on:
How could the new system be fairer when a war veteran is
penalised so others can be rewarded?

Further:
This is a matter which is not going to go away for the Premier
and his Treasurer.

I think that letter says it all on the issue of motor vehicle
registration concessions.
I want to turn to some portfolio issues. Probably the
biggest thing in planning by the government’s own
declaration arguably for the last 30 000 or 40 000 years,
to use some of the superlatives the government has
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wished upon itself, has been its Melbourne 2030 policy.
It is fascinating to see how the government has
responded to this great document and to its
self-proclaimed major initiative. I looked through the
budget papers searching for planning, and the reality is
planning is barely mentioned at all. There is a singular
reference to Better Decisions Faster, an announcement
which has been made twice previously, with precious
little further information provided in those two
announcements — and $3 million over three years, and
that is all you will find on the web site with regard to
budget initiatives under the Department of
Sustainability and Environment in regard to planning.
That is it; there is nothing more.
There is no money for upgrading or investing in green
wedge land as part of Melbourne 2030, no money for a
mention of green wedge protection plans — in fact,
Melbourne 2030 is virtually not mentioned. It does not
appear in the index anywhere. There are some token
references with some simple outputs which were in the
previous budget papers but nothing in this case. There
is no additional money for the implementation of
Melbourne 2030 and the total output for the urban and
regional strategies program is reduced from
$14.2 million to $10.5 million, as is shown on page 216
of budget paper 3.
There is no mention of money for activity centre
development or investment and no money for public
transport initiatives from Melbourne 2030 at all. The
stakeholders have been warning that Melbourne 2030
will fail without massive investment. It is my view that
Melbourne 2030 is flawed — it is underfunded and
fluffy. In many respects it has reason to fail, and I again
mention the Camberwell station proposals, the
Camberwell junction proposals and the Glenferrie Road
proposal, which I believe is totally inappropriate; and
certainly the local community believes is totally
inappropriate. If those proposals fail, no-one in those
areas is going to be sorry, but the reality is that
Melbourne 2030 is predicated on what is called the
2020 plan for public transport, and as recently as
10 May in the Age the Victorian Local Governance
Association’s chief executive, Andrew Rowe, is
reported as having said:
… the lack of new public transport funding in the state budget
was disappointing. On present funding, the government could
not achieve its goal for 2020, outlined in planning blueprint
Melbourne 2030.

Labor’s own Port Phillip mayor, Dick Gross, is
reported as saying the government had:
… betrayed its own policy on transport and land use planning.
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It gives you an overwhelming sense of futility that the
government is not supporting its own work …

They are not the only ones who have commented in
regard to these fundamental expressions in the
government’s own budget. Melbourne 2030 is on the
way out, and the government is doing its best to unwind
its grand plan. I quote from the Age of 25 April:
Melbourne University professor of urban planning, Kevin
O’Connor, is calling for more unity at the government level
and dollars rather than declarations
‘The fundamental problem is you’re going to have to spend a
lot of money buying land and improving transport services,
and there is no evidence of finance, no evidence of the
government intervening aggressively in the land market,
nothing that says “we are going to change the world”‘, he
says.

I quote from the Urban Development Institute of
Australia (UDIA):
… the state government will be required to fund extensive
new infrastructure or become responsible for funding
extensive upgrades of existing assets … it will not be possible
to pay from development sources as it has been proven
elsewhere that such costs have become untenable and
affordability has suffered markedly …

Further, a UDIA newsletter of September 2003 says:
And it must be said there is growing concern at the Bracks
government’s lack of action in executing their metropolitan
strategy, Melbourne 2030.
To date the development industry has been underwhelmed by
the state government’s financial commitment and the
implementation of Melbourne 2030 … we are rapidly
reaching a point where industry is beginning to lose
confidence in the implementation of Melbourne 2030.
Much of it appears to be significantly underfunded, and the
apparent lack of a coherent timetable outlining the key dates
for the strategy to be implemented is most
disappointing … the funding difficulties … must be
addressed as some point — and soon.

There are further quotes in the Age of Saturday,
27 March, in an article written by Royce Millar titled
‘Transport alert on state master plan’:
The Bracks Government’s planning blueprint,
Melbourne 2030, is at risk of collapse without big
improvements in public transport, an advisory committee to
the government has warned.
The committee says key groups, including developers and the
building industry, ‘do not have confidence that the transport
elements of Melbourne 2030 will be adequately delivered or
addressed’.

That key committee is the government’s own
Melbourne 2030 implementation reference group,
which consists of a range of property based groups and

1255

is headed up by Mr Bill Russell — and he too has
joined the criticism in that article.
I quote further from a paper by Mr Ian Lonie, who is
now president of the Victorian Planning and
Environment Law Association, where he said:
… the government has not at this stage specifically earmarked
funds for Melbourne 2030 and is clearly reserving its position
with respect to the eventual implementation of
Melbourne 2030.

The reality is that Melbourne 2030 is on the nose
increasingly, and the government knows it. Beyond
Melbourne 2030 there is no money for a rural zones
land capability study as has been requested by almost
every rural council. There is no money for that
administration. Many of those councils are desperate
for those studies to be undertaken before any new rural
zones have been applied, but unfortunately the Minister
for Planning has applied new zones in the green wedge
land without those studies being done despite those
requests from councils.
I make mention also of the fact that the government
continues its sell-off of public lands, whether it be
Manningham Street, Werribee; Royal Park; Burnley
Gardens; Kew Cottages or more recently the proposals
for Camberwell station. That is to be regretted, and I
think the advent of the protectors of public land will
cause the government considerable grief if it continues
down this track.
I also want to mention the loss of the Pride of Place
budget outputs line that has been made redundant —
heaven knows why! I also want to encourage the
government to look again at the heritage funding for the
East Melbourne synagogue, which I have mentioned
before.
Finally I mention that the home warranty insurance
matter has not been resolved, and I note that in the state
budget papers the government refers again to the
potential liabilities of the state in view of this issue.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It indeed gives me great
pleasure to be speaking today, 12 May, 80 years to the
day since women were given a direct voice in the
Parliament. I also welcome the Treasurer to the house.
This year’s budget further demonstrates the Bracks
government’s commitment to Melbourne’s north, with
an impressive list of funding commitments to the area.
First of all I will focus on my seat of Yuroke — and
50 per cent of the residents in Yuroke are families with
children, which is well above the state average of
39.6 per cent. The Bracks government has identified
and acknowledged the needs of these families in
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investing heavily in the right sort of infrastructure for
our local area in the north.
Labor’s priority is to continue developing a
high-quality public education system, and that
commitment is clear for all to see. This year Gladstone
Park Secondary College has been given $2.8 million for
the construction of new music and drama areas; and for
the refurbishment of the old library, the staff area, the
administration area and general purpose classrooms,
including arts, commerce, fabrics and technology
studies, plus a canteen and, most importantly, a senior
student lounge. This funding will be fantastic for what
is already a great local school.
Tullamarine Primary School is the recipient of a grant
under the Schoolyard Blitz program. It will not be
enough to get Jamie Durie there, but I will surely be
there with a shovel helping them to improve their
school grounds.
Schools in the area will benefit from the massive
statewide education funding. That includes
$61.9 million for additional teachers, $50 million for
new relocatable classrooms, $60 million for urgently
needed school maintenance, a $78.1 million increase in
the education maintenance allowance, $29.5 million to
jointly fund new facilities for school and community
use, $16 million to ensure faster Internet access in
schools, $12 million for new TAFE equipment and
$10 million for the statewide Schoolyard Blitz program.
Just two weeks ago I turned the first sod on the new
Roxburgh North Primary School, and work continues
on the stage 2 development of the Roxburgh Park
Secondary College — a project that the Treasurer is
familiar with. To date the Bracks government has
committed $6.7 million in capital works funding for
schools in the electorate of Yuroke, compared to a
measly half a million dollars in commonwealth
funding.
The north-west has done particularly well in regard to
transport development, which demonstrates the Bracks
government’s total commitment to growing
Melbourne’s north. Indeed $9.1 million has been
allocated for stage 2 of the duplication of Mickleham
Road from Alanbrae Terrace to Barrymore Road. That
takes to $16 million the allocation for Mickleham Road
since the Bracks government has been in office.
I know the Treasurer is a very humble man, but in his
electorate $26 million has been allocated for the
duplication of Somerton Road from Roxburgh Park to
the Hume Highway, with a bridge over the railway
line — and what a great railway line that is! We are
opening a railway line from Broadmeadows to
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Craigieburn through a $98 million project. That is
going ahead, along with the $14 million already spent
on Pascoe Vale Road. We are completing the road
network in that area. You can see our commitment to
the northern suburbs of Melbourne, and it is fantastic.
Also in the budget there is an allocation to purchase
land for the building of a super clinic at Craigieburn,
another fantastic development. I thank the Minister for
Health for her commitment to health in the north-west.
The grant of $5000 to first home buyers is fantastic for
people in my area. Houses are going up, and we are
certainly growing the north of Melbourne. It is a great
area with great potential. It will continue to grow, and
the Bracks government will continue to invest heavily
in this area. I would like to thank the Treasurer for the
investment he has put into Melbourne’s north and
indeed into the Yuroke electorate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — This whole
appropriation debate demonstrates the lack of any
understanding by the Liberals and The Nationals of
what a really great budget this is for all the people and
all the communities that make up Victoria. We have
heard it in their trite, prepared speeches to the house.
You only had to listen to the absolute rubbish spoken
by the honourable member for Bass. It is the usual one
he rips out every 12 months come budget time, and it
shows that the Liberal Party and The Nationals cannot
handle good news.
They do not have any policies that they can propose to
the house. For instance earlier today, when the Leader
of the Opposition was on his feet, I gave him the last
21/2 minutes to give us a policy alternative to the great
budget — and I will come to the underground power
issue, Treasurer — that has been handed down. But he
could not do it. The only policy that the opposition has
is to throw away $6 billion on underground powerlines
throughout the whole of Victoria. That is the one and
only policy that it is proposing to the people of Victoria.
But I believe the opposition has a second, secret
policy — —
An honourable member — What is it?
Mr NARDELLA — The second secret policy is
that, as it did at the last election, it believes it is going to
fall into government at the next election by supporting
John Howard, by supporting Peter Costello and by
being Liberals first and Victorians last. It is the tragedy
of this Liberal Party that it is not able to follow in the
great footsteps of people like Dick Hamer — —
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Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — Wow, there you go! The
honourable member for Swan Hill — the Deputy
Leader of The Nationals — said, ‘And Jeff Kennett’.
His idol! He has given away his secret: he admires the
man who said that country Victoria was the toenails of
the state. It is just a disgrace.
Mr Jenkins interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — The honourable member for
Morwell says they have not learnt. They still have not
learnt that it takes real guts, real work and an attitude
like that of the honourable member for South-West
Coast. The honourable member is in here constantly,
doing the hard work. He is here with his ex-deputy
leader, the honourable member for Brighton, at every
opportunity doing the hard yards.
That is what the opposition really needs. It needs a
leader of his stature and commitment. It needs a leader
like the honourable member for South-West Coast who
can take the Liberal Party forward into the future,
instead of its remaining a rump. And I sat through it. I
had important caucus meetings that I did not go to, that
I delayed to wait for the genuine pearls of wisdom to
come from the Leader of the Opposition — but they
were not there.
But I did listen to the leader — I said ‘leader’, the
‘leader for South-West Coast’, when I should have said
‘member’. He should be the leader, but he is only the
member for South-West Coast. His contribution to the
budget debate was extremely good. He has put in the
hard yards. He has done it before, and he should be
supported for his leadership. I will sign a temporary
transfer form. I will go into the Liberal Party and make
up the numbers for him. I will go a bit further and
become his campaign director. We will do the job. I say
to the honourable member for the South-West Coast:
you and I will make the Liberal Party great again,
because God knows that the present leader will not.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — One of the benefits of
entering Parliament after having being around the traps
a bit is that you see things in a different perspective. I
just saw another perspective then from the honourable
member for Melton!
I liken the budget to helicopter mustering of buffalo in
Arnhem Land in the Northern Territory. There is a lot
of dust, a lot of bull, but you are not sure about the
amount of meat you get until the dust settles. In fact
you are not sure about the amount of meat you get until
you transport the buffalo to the abattoir and have them
processed. There is always some attrition along the way
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through deaths and condemnation and overheads, often
many government-imposed costs, just as there is
attrition with the budget promises due to bureaucratic
excesses, numerous consultancy costs and fiascos such
as the Intergraph $80 million fiasco, not to mention
straight-out cons like the $39 million for Country Fire
Authority trucks of which less than $10 million is
coming from government coffers.
Clearly there are more parallels between the Northern
Territory and the Victorian Labor government. For
example, in the Northern Territory anything goes;
anything is okay so long as you do not get caught. In
the Northern Territory there were no such things as
crooks. The worst you could be was a likeable rogue,
and that was a term used for those who had got caught
cheating and had done time. Does that ring any bells
with the Victorian government?
But back to the meat. The meat does not have a value
until someone pays for it and the cheque is honoured.
When government spending is increasing at 35 per cent
per annum while income is only increasing at 21 per
cent, and there was a $1.6 billion over-budget
expenditure by some of the departments last year, the
ability of the government to pay its bills and honour its
cheques has been questioned by many. Members know
the saying, ‘Labor cannot manage money’.
I wish to now focus on the budget as it applies to the
electorate of Benalla, which is in the part of north-east
Victoria that has been dubbed by the government as the
golden triangle because of its great potential for future
economic growth. I certainly agree with this view. I see
many outstanding people and companies having a go,
delivering prosperity and sustainability to our country
communities.
However, my enthusiasm is tempered by the recently
released state electoral rankings from the 2001 census.
The electorate of Benalla fares disappointingly low in a
number of key economic and social indicators. For
example, in relation to education, the electorate of
Benalla has a high proportion of people who completed
school at year 10 or below. We rank 10 in that area.
Conversely, the proportion of our people attending
tertiary education in the area is ranked very low. We
rank 77 out of 88.
On the employment side we fare better. We are in the
middle of the field and in both adult employment and
youth employment we have clearly demonstrated that
we have a work ethic in our area. But then when you
look at the income per family, you see that a very large
proportion of our families — over 30 per cent — have
an income below $500, and that puts us among the
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poorest performing areas in the state. At the other end
of the spectrum we have a small number of families
with an income of over $1500 per week. There are not
many high rollers in our area, it would seem.

budget. Its WorkCover premiums have gone up to
$10 000, so overall it is $40 000 worse off this year and
is having great difficulty providing the standard of
education it wants to provide to our country children.

I refer to transport. Very few people use public
transport to go to work. We rank 71 out of
88 electorates. A lot of people have two vehicles, and
that is because they need two vehicles. Often both
members of the family are working off farm or have to
travel up to an hour to get to their employment.

As I understand it, there is still no money in the budget
for school airconditioning. Come on, ministers! Come
on, Minister for Education and Training and Minister
for Education Services, give our country kids a fair set
of conditions to learn in. Airconditioning is something
which most businesses and government departments
take for granted. Come on, have a heart!

What do all these statistics mean in relation to the
budget? If we look at transport we see that the
multipurpose taxi program eligibility criteria excludes
lack of access to public transport as a reason for aged,
frail people qualifying for this program — that is, it
excludes many of the elderly frail people in my
electorate. With due respect, the Treasurer has rubbed
salt into the wound by removing the full concession on
motor vehicle registrations for pensioners, many of
whom rely on their cars to do the shopping, to go to the
doctor, to do meals on wheels, to pitch in for work at
the Country Women’s Association, the Red Cross, or
the footy or netball clubs. Is this a caring government
that governs for all Victorians?
I refer to education. Clearly we have very few tertiary
institutes within our electorate and therefore many of
our young people go elsewhere to pursue an education.
We have to live with that, and I encourage them to
leave the valley, but I want them to leave with fond
memories so they will return to raise their families.
We have many wonderful schools in our electorate
which are staffed by professional and committed
teachers. But we have problems with our schools; for
example, Harrietville Primary School has atrocious
toilets. It is within a growth area and we are being
offered temporary toilets. Why are we not on the short
list to have permanent toilets put in there for the kids?
The Whitfield Primary School has 36 students. I visited
them last week. They need $40 000 worth of painting
just to get the external aspects of the building up to
scratch. They also have terrible toilets that need
replacing.
Mansfield Primary School has a major occupational
health and safety issue with St Johns Hall. It is on the
priority listing for upgrading, but money has not yet
come through. Mansfield Secondary College has
similar problems. We recognise that $60 million is to
come into school maintenance. That is great, but I want
to make sure some of that is channelled to our schools
that need that work desperately. As I said, Mansfield
Secondary College has major cutbacks in its global

On the upside, Bright residents are extremely pleased
with the confirmation of $2 million for stage 2 capital
works at the Bright P–12 College. This follows
successful completion of the stage 1 works which were
opened earlier this year by the Minister for Education
and Training, the Honourable Lynne Kosky. But we are
still not sure whether the budget for the capital upgrade
includes an allocation for airconditioning. We should
get on with it — let’s get it into the system at the
beginning. It would make it efficient and practical.
There is a commitment to produce $50 million worth of
savings with red tape. I would like to see that. To
achieve that you need good business skills and a change
of philosophy, which currently seems to be regulation,
regulation and more regulation.
In the area of public health we welcome the $58 million
that has been allocated to dental care, but I seek
clarification as to how that will benefit the people in the
electorate of Benalla, especially when one of our major
problems is the recruiting of dentists and other
professionals to country Victoria — even to the
wonderful north-east. I am encouraged that in
attempting to address that situation additional funding
has been provided for private dentists to treat public
patients. We also welcome the funding earmarked for
libraries, but local governments say to me, ‘When will
the government move to meet its full responsibility and
go to one-to-one funding for library commitments?’,
which they consider a much fairer model.
We also have great demand for young people to go into
the trades. I have tradesmen coming into my office
asking, ‘Where are our young people coming from?’.
We need more encouragement for young people taking
up trades. According to Sue Jackson, executive officer
of the Council of Intellectual Disability Agencies, there
are 1200 intellectually disabled people classified as
urgent on the waiting list for supported
accommodation, and the council expects this budget to
have little impact on that list. That is regrettable,
because it is a helluva problem. Many of the carers of
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these disabled people are over 75 years of age, and they
are battling to look after themselves, let alone to
continue to look after their disabled children. We need
more help in this area.
We welcome the increased funding for seasonal fire
workers, and we commend the fuel reduction activity
this year. I apologise on behalf of the majority of the
electorate of Benalla for the few people who
complained about a bit of smoke on the Easter
weekend. The vast majority of us in the north-east
would much rather have smoke than fire — but I would
have to say not when the smoke is part of the old
smoke-and-mirrors routine. To that end I ask the
government to commit to increased fuel reduction
targets to make realistic impacts on fuel loads and not
to forget the mountain cattlemen, the timber industry
and other bush users who are all ready to pitch in and
help manage our bush and parks. But we need the
government to pitch the stupid and fundamentally
flawed management principle of ‘lock up the parks and
throw away the keys’ and switch to a truly managed
approach utilising the principle of controlled managed
access, and then everyone, including the environment,
would be a winner.
I also note the allocation in the budget for fire track
management. It would appear that the government has
heard our calls. Is the government prepared to consider
involving the four-wheel-drive clubs, the timber
industry and the mountain cattlemen to assist in
maintaining and upgrading these fire tracks? I had one
particular request come to me this week from the
Eildon area, where the Murrindindi municipal fire
prevention office is seeking funds to maintain and
upgrade a fire track on the west side of Eildon. We are
looking for support for that very important activity.
I cannot let the opportunity go without raising the
weeds management issue. How is the government
going to manage the burgeoning weed problems in
parks, on Crown land and on the land of recalcitrant
owners when it has cut the Department of Sustainability
and Environment budget by about 9 per cent and the
Department of Primary Industries budget by about 7 per
cent? We have a dog catcher working up in our area
from the Ovens office of DSE whose contract ends at
the end of June. He has caught 89 dogs over the last
year. He is doing a great job lessening the suffering
caused to our sheep and preventing them from suffering
the agonising death of being traumatised by dogs. Will
his contract be renewed?
In conclusion I recognise — and we all recognise —
that managing state finances is not easy, but I ask the
Labor government to live up to its commitment to
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govern for all Victorians and not to treat country
Victorians as second-class citizens. I call upon the
government to invest in country Victoria by supporting
the north-east local government network economic
development plan, which was supported by the
government. This plan acknowledges, among other
things, the need to provide for our future economic
prosperity; the need to provide natural gas to the Ovens
Valley, to Mansfield and to other communities; the
need to fund rail upgrades for faster trains; the need to
support the integrated development of our great tourist
activity — the Kelly trail; and the need to support rail
trail initiatives. We know that the Murray to the
Mountains rail trail is fantastically successful, and we
are looking for support to do the Mitchell to
Murrindindi to Mansfield rail trail.
I also call upon the government not to rob us of our
water by draining Lake Mokoan but to instead increase
upper catchment storages to underpin our future
economic growth and lifestyle, as well as provide for
security of supply and management flexibility for
downstream use for the environment, communities and
irrigators. I also call upon the government not to dump
its toxic waste on country Victoria but to put it on
Crown land closer to Melbourne, and not to locate the
Aboriginal offenders centre at Mount Teneriffe which,
if it goes ahead, will expose local people to extreme and
unacceptable fire risk. On behalf of the electorate of
Benalla I simply ask the Treasurer and Premier for a
fair go.
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — This is another great
budget for Preston. Indeed it is the fifth very good
budget in a row. It is a great budget for Victorians
because it puts families first, but at the same time it
demonstrates clearly that Labor looks after its
heartlands. It looks after the people I represent in
Preston and Reservoir. Over the five years Labor has
been in government it has been able to put funding back
into Preston in health, in community safety and in
education. In fact a feature of this budget for my
electorate is the support it gives to local schools, in
particular $1.3 million for the Reservoir East Primary
School, which will fund a major reconstruction project
with new general-purpose classrooms, a library, a
multipurpose room, staff work space, a site store, a
services store, a canteen and student toilets. It is very
good news for Reservoir East.
There is also money for Preston North East Primary
School, Reservoir West Primary School, Newlands
Primary School, Preston North East Primary School,
Keon Park Primary School, Preston West Primary
School, Burbank Primary School and Bell Primary
School. I am glad that the member for South-West
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Coast is here, because I can remember when he was
Leader of the Opposition he spent half a day in
desperation running around the northern suburbs and
the western suburbs of Melbourne. He was in Preston
for all of 10 minutes, and in desperation he was beating
the drums and saying that Labor was neglecting its
heartlands. We can see what nonsense that is if we look
at any of those key areas of state government services. I
have mentioned the sorts of things we are doing for our
schools, and I need only remind members about what
the former government tried to do in my electorate.
Members may recall the Northland Secondary College
which the Kennett government closed and which it was
ultimately forced through the Equal Opportunity
Commission to reopen. Another school the former
government tried to close was Bell Primary School.
The contrasting positions in education are clear.
Let us look at health, which is one of the success stories
of the Bracks government, not only across the state but
in Preston in particular. The previous government —
the Kennett government — closed the former public
hospital, the Preston and Northcote Community
Hospital (PANCH). It promised it would build an
integrated care centre on that site. No sooner had it
closed that hospital than it broke that promise. And it
was a promise made in the name of a former health
minister, Rob Knowles, to every household in Preston.
Labor then picked up that promise, and it has now
opened the $7 million PANCH Health Service. So we
have actually put health services back into Preston.
Let us look at community safety. The Preston police
station sat at the top of the Victoria Police priority list
for a number of years for a complete rebuild. We had
got as far as signing the contracts when we were last in
government. One of the first acts of the Kennett
government was to come in and tear up those contracts,
and it allowed it to remain at the top of the Victoria
Police priority list. What became apparent was that if
that government had remained in office, it would have
closed the Preston police station, it would have closed
the Ivanhoe police station and it would have closed the
Northcote police station. Instead of having community
policing we would have ended up with a regional
station. It also became evident after we won
government in 1999 that the Kennett government was
going to close our courthouse. So much for the Liberal
Party ever having a claim on law and order.
And so the list goes on. In environmental areas
Edwardes Lake is a major passive recreational area in
my electorate, and it sat there polluted for a number of
years. We have just now finished the work on that,
having spent $3 million between state and local
governments. In each of those key areas — the
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environment, community safety, health and
education — the Kennett government closed services in
my electorate. It sacked nurses and it sacked teachers,
and in each of those areas we have been putting
services back into Preston. For people living in Preston
and Reservoir this budget is very good news indeed.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).
Debate adjourned until next day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health).

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn

Hazardous waste: Baddaginnie-Violet Town
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is the proposed
toxic waste dump site at Violet Town, and I request that
the Minister for Major Projects provide me with a
response which assures affected land-holders that the
flood survey which is to be conducted prior to the
commencement of the environment effects statement
study will be carried out competently and by competent
people. I further ask that the study provide clear
guidance to land-holders on the information required
for the flood survey and on what constitutes a fatal
flaw, something which will cause the site to be struck
off the list.
The affected land-holders were very pleased with the
minister’s visit to the proposed site area last week. They
considered it a very positive step in a drawn-out saga in
which misinformation and distrust of the government in
the process has caused enormous stress to the affected
land-holders and the surrounding community.
Land-holders were particularly heartened by the
minister’s recognition of the flood heights, as he
observed sites that in 1993 people were flooded at
levels above their ankles, above their shoulders, above
their necks and sometimes above their heads.
Land-holders have been heartened by the minister’s
commitment to undertake a flood study, which the
minister said would contribute enormously to helping
the government evaluate whether the particular site
should go forward into an environment effects
statement.
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To help progress this issue promptly and efficiently
there is a need to address some key land-holder
concerns — in particular the competency of the
consultancy team. Locals are concerned that there were
only minor mentions of flooding in the initial 28-page
report by URS Australia. If the consultants had used
basic commonsense they could have asked the locals
when they were working in the area for days or weeks
and they would have found out about the flood issue. A
further concern is the apparent failure by Major Projects
Victoria to quickly pick up and act on the flood issue,
which was made clear to it from day one. The
land-holders are also concerned that the URS draft
flood map shows the floodwaters flowing uphill. Given
these concerns, we are asking that the minister address
the mistrust and that he recognise the enormous
environmental impact of proceeding with a structure on
an area which will get flooded. The wash-on effects to
other areas would create an impact that would not
normally be allowed in flood plain management.

and as a result the minister requested that the deputy
secretary of the Department of Sustainability and the
Environment meet with the chief executive officer of
the Macedon Ranges to discuss the scope of work that
would be required to give the necessary strategic basis
to the planning scheme.

I am asking the minister to respond in some detail to the
request I have made and to build on the good faith
which his visit to the area last week established.

Planned and appropriate development that protects the
unique character of our towns, appropriate densities and
the protection of farmland are what is needed to make
sure that the reasons we move to this area in the first
place are preserved for future generations. The
significance of our water catchments and the growth
along the Calder corridor all need to be considered.
Macedon Ranges has always been seen as needing
special protection. Assistance to the council in
preparing the strategic basis that would deliver this
protection is needed. I ask the minister to work with the
council in bringing about this level of protection.

Planning: Macedon Ranges
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I wish to raise a matter
with the Minister for Planning, and the action that I
seek from the minister is to ask her to support the
Macedon Ranges Shire Council in developing a
planning scheme which protects the natural beauty of
this wonderful region.
Macedon Ranges shire has for some time been working
on developing a strategic framework for a new planning
scheme for residential and industrial development in the
Macedon Ranges.
After much work by council officers, councillors and
the community this proposed amendment was not
supported by the planning panel. The findings of the
panel were that there basically needed to be more work
done on improving the strategic basis for this proposed
amendment. This outcome was disappointing, as many
people had put in a lot of work; there had been
submissions and contributions from the community,
and many meetings had been held over a long time.
The Macedon Ranges residents association met with
me and the Minister for Planning. I thank the minister
for taking the time to meet with the members of the
association and to go though their issues and concerns
with them. It was a very fruitful meeting. At the
meeting the minister expressed her concern about the
level of strategic protection for the Macedon Ranges,

Planning is a critical issue for many people, particularly
in areas like the Macedon Ranges, which is a growing
area in a rural setting with many small towns that have
unique characteristics. Appropriate strategic planning is
what is required to protect the natural environment and
our small towns from inappropriate development. A lot
of work has been done, but more needs to be done, and
I ask the minister to provide assistance to the shire and
to the community to enable them to prepare a strategic
overview for the shire and to develop strategies that will
be reflected in the planning scheme to ensure
appropriate protection for the Macedon Ranges as an
area of state significance.

Baimbridge College, Hamilton: sports stadium
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I raise an issue on
behalf of the school community of Baimbridge College,
which is located in Hamilton in the great electorate of
Lowan. The action that I request from the Minister for
Education and Training is that the minister review the
process of responding to letters from school councils —
in this case, Baimbridge College council — and give an
answer to the request for funds to relocate the primary
school sports stadium.
As a background to this issue, in October 2002 the
Baimbridge College and Kent Road Primary School
councils in Hamilton agreed to a departmental proposal
to merge and form a P–12 college. This was a difficult
decision, but with an enormous amount of work the
P–12 college opened at the start of 2003. The college
was given $250 000 for building refurbishment, the
removal of excess buildings and the relocation of the
sports stadium. The funding allowed was clearly not
sufficient. The college council president, Trevor
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Pollard, has written two letters, one in November 2003
and the other in February this year. Apart from a receipt
acknowledgment, there has been no response to the
issue of funds to relocate the stadium.
The relocation of the stadium is an important issue. It
was paid for by and constructed through the efforts of
the primary school community. It feels let down over
the non-relocation of the stadium. This stadium has
both a practical and symbolic importance. It must be
relocated to keep faith with the people of the Hamilton
community. If they are let down, it will be most
unlikely that they, or others that talk about mergers, will
be willing to agree or contribute their time and effort to
any amalgamations in the future.
With concerns about obesity and physical and mental
wellbeing, the stadium relocation is important for
physical education. The college councils are frustrated
and annoyed at the lack of response to the relocation
issue. The Hamilton community is asking questions. As
I have often said in this house, education and training is
vital to the continuing development of any community,
particularly in the Lowan electorate — and in this case,
the Hamilton community. Hamilton and in particular
the Baimbridge College council need the support of this
government.
I request again that the minister review the process of
answering the letters from her office and, more
importantly, give an answer to the college council
president regarding the request for further funds to
relocate this very important primary school stadium in
Hamilton.

Youth: Advance program
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neighbourhood house to provide services to young
people and to engage them in community life. Those
programs, which continue to this day, have resulted in a
reduction in graffiti and other youth-related crimes and
have seen a growing number of young people
volunteering for community activities.
Young people know that the Bracks government cares
about them and is working with them to ensure that
their needs are met. The Bracks government has many
youth-focused programs in place that give young
people opportunities to contribute to their communities,
to participate in decision-making processes at all levels
of government and to get jobs. In my electorate the
Advance program is providing opportunities for young
people to engage with their community by participating
with local volunteer organisations such as Surf Life
Saving Victoria. We know that the rate of young people
volunteering across the state is on the increase.
Newcomb Secondary College and Bellarine Secondary
College, two fantastic public schools in Bellarine, have
participated in the successful Victorian youth
development program, and will continue to be involved
in Advance. These schools are enabling 83 students to
develop their lifesaving skills. Across Victoria 84 new
schools will deliver this program. The Jobs for Young
People program is providing opportunities for young
people in my electorate, with seven traineeships being
made available through Bracks government funding.
Four young people will commence a career with the
Greater Geelong City Council through traineeships,
including in administration and finance, and a young
person will be given an opportunity to complete an
administration traineeship with the Borough of
Queenscliffe.

Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I wish to raise a
matter for the consideration of the Minister for
Employment and Youth Affairs. I ask her to take action
to ensure that young people are given a voice to inform
government of their needs. I have a number of smaller
coastal communities in my electorate with very high
numbers of young people, particularly Leopold, which
has a higher than average number of families with
young people compared with the rest of the City of
Greater Geelong, Ocean Grove and Clifton Springs.

Local government is an important employer in country
Victoria, and Jobs for Young People is providing more
opportunities than ever. The government has shown its
commitment to young people participating in the
community, and it is an essential role that we play. I ask
the minister to ensure that we provide further
opportunities and avenues for young people to have
their say.

I have spent considerable time both before and after
entering Parliament trying to reach and work with
young people and provide them with an opportunity to
have a say about the issues that are important to them.
Engaging young people has many positive benefits for
a community. When I worked as a coordinator of a
neighbourhood house on the North Bellarine Peninsula
we initiated a program with the Ocean Grove

Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The issue I wish to
raise for the Minister for Community Services concerns
the continued closure of the therapeutic pool based at
the Colanda centre in Colac. Colanda Residential
Services provides accommodation for adults with an
intellectual disability as defined under the Intellectually
Disabled Persons Act. Colanda continues to be in high
demand, with referrals for accommodation received

Disability services: Colanda therapeutic pool

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 12 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

from all regions in Victoria. It has been and continues
to be a major employer in the Colac district, given that
it caters for adults with various levels of ability and
support needs.
Colanda is running at full capacity at the moment, but
sadly without its therapeutic pool, which has been
closed since 15 August 2003. The closure of Colanda’s
pool was based around occupational health and safety
issues, and as much as both community groups and
residents accept and understand that a temporary
closure was required, real concerns are now being
expressed as to the lengthy delay in the pool’s
reopening.
For the past 26 years the Colanda pool has been used
for the benefit of Colanda residents and community
groups, including the Colac arthritis group, Colac
community health services, Lions Club adult services,
Barwon Independent Living and the
Winchelsea-Birregurra activity group.
Since the pool’s closure, residents and those groups in
the Colac district who had regular therapeutic sessions
at the centre have had to travel to other sites, including
the Grace McKellar Centre in Geelong, to use their
facilities. At the time of the pool’s closure, community
groups were given to understand that it would be
temporary, but now we are in May 2004 and the
situation has not changed.
Colanda’s mission statement includes a goal to provide
and support residents to attend appropriate day program
activities to enhance physical integration, and it also
states that the therapeutic pool is one of the accessible
services. It is ironic that this very same pool won three
awards in the 1997 Aqua Science commercial pool of
the year quality awards. The awards were for best
hydrotherapy pool; best pool in the Geelong region; and
a bronze medallion for being the best pool in Victoria.
Now, in 2004, some people are wondering if that pool
will ever reopen.
I call on the minister to immediately reassure all those
users of the pool at Colanda that, firstly, the
government’s intention is to reopen the pool; and
secondly, if that is the case, to investigate why
nine months has gone by and there is still no date for its
reopening.

Local government: Jobs for Young People
program
Mr HELPER (Ripon) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Employment and Youth
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Affairs, and I ask for her action to assist young people
in my electorate of Ripon to find jobs.
The newest initiative of the Bracks government’s
$155 million Jobs for Victoria policy, the Jobs for
Young People program, provides financial support to
local government to employ additional apprentices and
trainees. The Bracks government has committed
$10.2 million over four years to the Jobs for Young
People program with the aim of creating 1100 new
apprenticeships and traineeships in local government.
As honourable members would be aware, local
government is experiencing a considerable skills
shortage, particularly in regional areas, because of the
incredible economic growth that is occurring in some of
these areas as a consequence of Bracks government
policies. My electorate has within it parts of eight local
government areas. They are Northern Grampians Shire
Council, Ararat Rural City Council, Pyrenees Shire
Council, Corangamite Shire Council, Golden Plains
Shire Council, Ballarat City Council, Hepburn Shire
Council and Central Goldfields Shire Council. It is
fantastic to see that each and every one of those
councils and shires has taken on apprentices or trainees
through the Jobs for Young People program. In fact the
Ripon electorate has seen the placement of
20-odd apprentices and trainees across these eight local
councils.
The Northern Grampians Shire Council has put on six
trainees, including a trainee in the planning area, a
sector experiencing large skill shortages; Ararat Rural
City Council has put on four trainees, including a civil
construction trainee; Pyrenees Shire Council has
employed an administrative trainee; Corangamite Shire
Council has put on two trainees; Golden Plains Shire
Council has taken on three trainees, including a — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HELPER — They all are, each and every one
of them. Golden Plains Shire Council has taken on
three trainees, including a trainee in the aged and
disability services sector; Ballarat City Council has
employed a trainee and a horticulture apprentice;
Hepburn Shire Council has taken on an apprentice
gardener and an administrative trainee, and Central
Goldfields Shire Council has employed two trainees,
including a trainee in child-care services.
Once again the Bracks government has developed and
implemented a successful employment program
targeted at young people. The take-up of Jobs for
Young People placements by local government,
particularly in regional Victoria, is a clear indication of
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its success. I am interested in government initiatives to
expand job opportunities available to young people in
local government, and I am also very interested in
addressing the skill shortages that are emerging in the
area of local government.

Country Fire Authority: Mildura driver
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I raise an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, and in his absence the minister at the table,
the Minister for Community Services.
On the evening of 19 November 2003 Darren Driscoll,
a volunteer fireman, was on duty in Mildura assisting
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) to respond to
multiple requests for assistance during a severe
thunderstorm that had hit Mildura. During the evening,
while returning the fire truck to the station to attend
more calls, Mr Driscoll was issued with a penalty
notice as a result of being photographed by a speed
camera while exceeding the speed limit by 5 kilometres
an hour in Deakin Avenue.
An honourable member — In the fire truck?
Mr SAVAGE — Yes, in the fire truck. Whilst it is
not an excuse, I believe that the ever-changing speed
zones in Mildura may have been a factor in Mr Driscoll
being fined. My office has received a number of
complaints about the confusion with changing speed
zones in and around Mildura. There have been
15 changes to legal speeds between Redcliffs and
Mildura.
As a volunteer fireman with the CFA, Mr Driscoll was
responding to the needs of the citizens of Mildura
during a severe thunderstorm, and he has now incurred
a $203 fine for his efforts. During this particular
evening damage was widespread, traffic lights were
out, trees were uprooted and the damage to households
was significant.
Mr Cooper — The cameras were working!
Mr SAVAGE — Some things never fail. CFA
volunteers are specially trained as emergency drivers,
and although this does not allow them to exceed the
speed limit except under emergency conditions, it does
have some merit that these volunteers have driving
skills when on duty and responding to a call.
When fined Mr Driscoll was alleged to have been doing
55 kilometres an hour in a 50-kilometre-an-hour zone. I
feel this fine should perhaps be waived, given he was
acting in his capacity as a volunteer. He wrote to the
chief commissioner — as I did — but his request was
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refused. I now seek some intervention by the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services for some
consideration to be given to this volunteer so that he
does not need to pay a fine.
We live in a society where volunteers are very
important. I cannot see any benefit from taking
Mr Driscoll’s $203. It would be in the interests of our
community and volunteers in general across the state to
have this fine waived.

Disability services: autism
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Community
Services. I have been contacted by a number of parents
in my electorate who have children with autism. Like
all parents they want the very best for their children.
They want their children to grow up with as many
opportunities for a fulfilling and normal life as possible.
We all know that if these very simple aspirations are to
be fulfilled, children and families need access to good
services and support in their early years. Sadly these
services are often not easily available to young children
with autism and their families. Local kindergartens and
child-care centres are often out of their depth when it
comes to working with children with autism. Even
early intervention services, which cater specifically for
children with disabilities and developmental delays,
often do not know a lot about the frequently quite
complex needs of children with autism. This has meant
that many families have had to travel long distances to
specialist autism services or else have had to do without
altogether. This is of concern to me. I ask the minister
to act to ensure that all children with autism in Victoria
and their families have better access to the help children
need early in life regardless of where they live.
Autism is a puzzling disorder. It is difficult to
understand the behaviour of people with autism, and the
world is confusing for them. Autism effects
approximately 1 in 500 Australians, with boys more
likely to be affected than girls. Autism was first
identified in 1943, but it appears to have existed
throughout recorded history. It occurs in all ethnic and
social groups. Our knowledge of autism has improved
greatly, but there is no known cure. We still do not
know what causes autism, but it is thought to be a brain
disorder. It is definitely not caused by poor parenting,
as was once believed.
A person with autism will have difficulties in several
areas of their development. The areas most affected are
communication, social interaction and other behaviour.
This developmental disability may have a particular
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pattern known as autism, or there may be varying
amounts of disability in other areas of development
which result in patterns called Asperger syndrome or
pervasive developmental disorder — not otherwise
specified.
I wish to place on record that today we had a good
information session which further equipped members
on both sides of the house on the matter of autism. It
was a successful day, and I commend all the
participants and organisers and particularly the parents,
who — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Ambulance services: Mornington Peninsula
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I draw a matter to
the attention of the Minister for Health. I ask her to take
action to improve ambulance services on the
Mornington Peninsula.
An article in the Mornington Peninsula Leader of
27 April this year, under the headline ‘Ambo’s death
warning’, states:
A paramedic who has worked on the peninsula for more than
15 years says ‘it is only a matter of time before a life is lost’
because the local ambulance service is under-resourced.
The paramedic, who works as a mobile intensive care
ambulance … officer, said he was embarrassed and frustrated
by the low level of resources.

In the same article a state government spokesman, Ben
Hart, is described as saying:
… it was a ‘very rare occurrence’ for all peninsula crews to
be used at once and response times had stayed constant since
1999.
‘There are no cases on the Mornington Peninsula where
someone has died as the result of an ambulance delay’,
Mr Hart said.

The paramedic involved, who is a Mr Mal Jones who
lives at Safety Beach, then emailed the Minister for
Health and the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. In that email he said:
As an ambulance paramedic working on the Mornington
Peninsula I can assure you that it is a regular occurrence that
peninsula ambulances are all assigned to cases and crews
from the Frankston/Langwarrin area are brought down for
coverage. This is an almost daily event. A search of ECV case
logs and DTM vehicle movement logs will confirm this.

Mr Jones then emailed me again on 6 May and said, in
part:
The response to my email equalled exactly zip.
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No correction in the newspaper and neither the Minister for
Health nor the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
bothered to reply or even acknowledge my email.
…
… There has been no increase in general purpose ambulance
numbers on the Mornington Peninsula for at least 30 years,
despite the large increase in population … A MICA unit was
introduced in Dromana several years ago, but as the article
stated, it is being utilised inappropriately for non-MICA cases
due to lack of general resources.

It is absolutely imperative that the minister take some
action on this matter. Here is a person who is in the
frontline — right at the coalface — and who is
desperately trying to get better ambulance services for
the Mornington Peninsula, and he cannot even get a
response from the Minister for Health to an email. This
is not an issue that will go away; it is an issue that is
going to get worse. Clearly the ambulance officers have
now gone beyond the stage of trying to work internally.
They are now seeking the public’s help to try to get
these ambulance services improved.
I call on the minister to take some action on this matter.
The Mornington Peninsula has a higher-than-average
number of older people and therefore it will have a
higher number of cases where ambulances, particularly
the paramedics, are called. It is no good for the minister
to turn her back on the ambulance officers and on this
community and say that there is nothing wrong. There
is something wrong, and something needs to be done
about it.

Tourism: Oberon project
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — My request is to
the Minister for Tourism and the issue relates to the
proposal to have a submarine tourism attraction in
Western Port. The action I seek is for the minister to
facilitate a meeting between the Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council, the Western Port Oberon Association
and Tourism Victoria to review the submarine project
plan as a tourism project.
Members of this house would be aware that the
decommissioned Oberon-class submarine, the HMAS
Otama, was towed to Western Port and is currently
berthed at Crib Point. The vision of the Western Port
Oberon Association, ably led by its president, Max
Bryant, and supported by the council, is to locate the
submarine in the region and to operate a maritime
heritage precinct.
Members may also be aware that one of the sites
proposed by the association is on the Hastings township
foreshore. This site forms part of a draft coastal
management plan which has been in the preparation
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stage with the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council
since August 2002. The council has advised me that the
draft Hastings South foreshore management plan will
be on public exhibition this month. I have publicly
welcomed this exhibition and have been actively
encouraging all local stakeholders to express their
views regarding this project. Environmental, social and
economic factors are a vital, integral component of a
sustainable plan for a commercial operator. Tourism is
a dynamic industry, and operators need to understand
changing market forces and adapt to them if they are to
attain long-term viability.

was provided from the department, and I know the
quote from the school is substantially higher than that.

It is thus timely that the submarine business plan, which
its volunteers worked tirelessly to develop, be
reviewed. Equally important to this review is the recent
advice by the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council to
this government that it is prepared to underwrite this
project. Future generations must be able to enjoy the
experience associated with a submarine and access to
local maritime history, and it will also be of great
benefit to the townships. Utilising the expertise and
experience of the professional staff at Tourism Victoria
can be just one further way that this government can
demonstrate its support for sustainable tourism
development in the Hastings electorate.

Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — The honourable member for Polwarth
raised with me the issue of the hydrotherapy pool at
Colanda. As he pointed out, that pool has been closed
for some time; it is in a state of disrepair. The cost of
repairing the pool has been examined and is now
estimated at $1.2 million. When we looked at the
number of Colanda residents who used to use the pool,
we found it was used mainly as part of their day
program. The day programs were provided off site;
then they had to be bussed back to Colanda in the
middle of the day to use the pool. I believe it is much
more sensible therefore to develop facilities in the
community that can be used by Colanda residents. That
is what we will be seeking to do in collaboration with
the local council. I believe that is a more responsible
use of the money. It gives Colanda residents the chance
to use the same facilities as other members of the
community use.

I therefore call on the Minister for Tourism to facilitate
this meeting so that opportunities to develop a
sustainable business plan for the submarine project can
be realised.

Responses
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — The member for Lowan raised a matter in
relation to the merger of Baimbridge College and
Hamilton Primary School, and I understand the merger
has gone very well and the school — —
Mr Delahunty — Kent Road Primary School.
Ms KOSKY — Kent Road Primary School, sorry.
The school community is very pleased with the merger.
Yesterday I signed a letter to the primary school. I
acknowledge what the honourable member for Lowan
has said. There was a delay that was unacceptable to me
in terms of the information that came up to my
office — it was quite a considerable delay. I have
responded to the school, but I understand that the
school’s concern is about the relocation of a sports
stadium and that in fact $250 000 was provided for the
merger. There is some dispute, I suppose, or question
mark over how much the relocation of the sports
stadium would cost. An initial quote of around $27 000

I have asked the department to look into this issue. I
believe when we do have mergers and make
commitments we have to honour those commitments.
We obviously have to do that in a financially sensible
way, but we need to honour them. I have asked the
department to work with the school community to
resolve this matter about the relocation of the sports
stadium. I am assured by the department that that will
be done very promptly.

It is a goal of this government to support people with
disabilities to be part of their ordinary local community
and participate in the life of that community. That is
why we have increased disability services by around
60 per cent since coming to office; they are services
that are geared towards supporting people with
disabilities in ordinary, everyday community settings.
The member for Derrimut raised with me the issue of
autism and autism services, particularly for young
children. This government is very well aware of the
importance of early years. We understand that the early
experiences and the early opportunities that are
provided to children often have an enormous and
defining impact on their future lives. This is particularly
important for children with disabilities and
developmental delay. Arguably it is more important for
them than it is for other children.
The latest research, as well as the collective views of
the early childhood intervention sector, indicates the
belief that the most important thing for children with
disabilities such as autism is that they are supported to
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be part of their normal local networks, their families,
their neighbourhoods and their playmates and that
really good early intervention services are best provided
in the child’s own environment, whether that is in their
family or their kindergarten, family day care or child
care in their local community.
Last year the government put in $6 million extra over
four years to boost early intervention services. That has
allowed an extra 310 children to access these services
every year. Autism is a priority for this government. It
recognises, however, that for children with autism this
means the need for specialist skills on the part of early
intervention professionals and other early childhood
workers. The government does not want a situation
where families have to traipse around the suburbs or
across the state taking their children out of ordinary
day-to-day environments to get them specialist services.
It wants those services to be available close to where
they live.
For that reason I am pleased to advise the member and
the house that I have just provided $400 000 to Monash
University for a four-year project that will work to skill
up local early intervention professionals and other early
childhood services professionals throughout Victoria so
that they are able to work with children with autism in
their own local environment. This work will be carried
out mainly by Professor Bruce Tonge, who is highly
regarded both nationally and internationally for his
work with autism.
In addition to this I am also providing $5000 to the
Autism Family Support Association, the organisation
that was here today organising the activities around Pin
a Pollie day. I want them to be able to participate in and
contribute to the work of Monash University in skilling
up early childhood professionals so that they
understand and can support children with autism. We
recognise that parents play a very important role, not
only as parents but also in shaping the services and in
supporting one another.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — The
member for Benalla raised with me the issue of the
siting process for the long-term waste containment
facility, particularly in relation to the Baddaginnie study
area, but there are pertinent issues he raised which are
symptomatic of the approach the government is taking
to the other two study areas. Central to the issue the
member for Benalla raised with me is the potential for
flooding on the Baddaginnie site.
Recently I spent a very informative day at Baddaginnie
being shown the various local aspects that land-holders
and farmers wanted to make known about the study
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area. I visited the site with my staff, as I previously
reported to the Parliament, and the land-holders were
able to point out and describe the impact of the flood of
1993 on their land. It was a very interesting,
informative and helpful day. The member for Benalla
has acknowledged that, as have the individual
land-holders concerned, and I agree with that
assessment. What the government has done in relation
to the Baddaginnie study area is to start a process of
mapping the flooding across the entire study area. We
have commenced that process from a desktop point of
view, but we need to include in that process local
knowledge of land-holders and farmers to ensure that
the mapping exercise better reflects their experiences of
living and working in this area.
I understand that Major Projects Victoria and its
engineering consultant, URS Australia, is contacting
land-holders this week to seek their input to that flood
study. What does that mean? We are asking
land-holders, workers and people who were involved in
the emergency relief and assistance that was provided
to people whose property was under flood about their
personal and individual experiences. This might mean
the provision of photos, comments in relation to maps,
anecdotal advice as to the high flood water level in
1993 at various locations in the study area of which
people have personal or anecdotal knowledge. The
message I give to the member for Benalla and to the
people from the Baddaginnie study area is that if they
have any useful information they are absolutely
encouraged to formally provide it to Major Projects
Victoria so it can be used by our engineering
consultants who are drawing up the flood study.
We are undertaking this study prior to the completion
of the EES (environment effects statement) because the
issue of flooding and its importance to the consideration
of where a long-term containment facility should be
located has been continually raised by members of the
community. It is not an issue that has been dealt with by
the local council. This is not to blame the local council,
but it is a reality. For example, there is no 1-in-100-year
flood zone in place at the moment, and there has not
been. So we are undertaking that work. As I said, the
council has not done it in the past. If it had, it would
have sought the anecdotal and personal experiences of
individuals to feed into a process. I reiterate that this is
an issue which we take very seriously and which we
wish to resolve as soon as possible.
Exactly what constitutes a fatal flaw in relation to
flooding at this site cannot be answered by a simple
numerical response. That is why the draft flooding
survey that has been carried out to date needs that
anecdotal and personal advice from the people who
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were there in 1993 during the most important and
significant flood of recent times. However, if it is
determined that flooding is a significant risk factor and
this impacts on whether we should take this study
forward into the EES, it is important that all the facts be
drawn together and provided to the local community,
the government and the local council. So it is important
that we gather the facts together at this critical point.
We say that in some instances flooding can be dealt
with by engineering solutions, but in other
circumstances it clearly cannot. So this is the time to
resolve whether the significance of the flooding issues
can be dealt with by engineering. That needs to be
resolved, and now is the time to do it. The experiences
that were shared with me last Friday would suggest that
flooding is indeed a significant issue across some parts
of the site. Exactly where and at which levels are what
we are trying to assess. We are encouraging those
people who provided the information informally to me
to provide it formally to Major Projects Victoria and to
its consultants so it can be finally determined and we
can do the work that has not been done in the past. We
encourage the member for Benalla and his constituents
to come forward. We are sending the consultants up to
the Baddaginnie study area this week so that local
knowledge can be tapped and fed into the assessment
process.
As I said when I was asked by the press following my
visit, we have identified three study areas — at Tiega,
Pittong and Baddaginnie. Everybody agrees that we
need a new approach to dealing with industrial waste.
The only issue is where and what form that should take.
We are trying to resolve that now, and increasingly we
are working closely with local communities so we can
do it in a very constructive way. That is not only taking
place at Baddaginnie, as I have outlined with my recent
visit, it is also being undertaken with the land-holders at
Pittong. As I did at Baddaginnie, I have visited their
individual farms with the member for Ripon. The
member for Ripon, the Premier and I met with
representatives of the Pittong landowners recently,
where they raised some issues different to but equally
significant as the flooding at Baddaginnie.
The Pittong farmers raised with me and with the
member for Ripon a number of serious issues, and they
are summarised in some letters Victoria Kennedy sent
to the Ballarat Courier on 3 May 2004 and in a letter
she sent to the Weekly Times, which appeared on
Wednesday, 5 May. Without wanting to get political
about it, what Victoria Kennedy did in those letters was
identify in a factual way the two issues that both she
and Alice Knight on behalf of the landowners had
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asked the Premier to have a look at. Her letter to the
Ballarat Courier states:
We concentrated on two issues:
the possible incorrect exclusion of public land in the
initial stages of site selection;
failure to consider publicly available documents
regarding the geology and hydrogeology difficulties at
Pittong, even though Major Projects Victoria stated this
should have been undertaken prior to site selection.

You can see that the government is indeed listening.
We are not only listening to the people of Baddaginnie
but also to the people of Pittong. We undertook to get
back to Alice Knight and Victoria Kennedy by the 14th
of this month. Minister Holding contacted Victoria
Kennedy and Alice Knight today and said that because
of the issues they had raised and the preparedness of
this government to deal with them seriously we would
be taking a little bit longer, but we would get back to
them. We are encouraging the people at Baddaginnie to
provide that information, and we believe this is the
appropriate way to proceed.
We have identified study areas only — three study
areas. We do not need three sites for waste containment
facilities, but we are working with local members —
the member for Ripon in relation to Pittong, and the
member for Benalla in relation to Baddaginnie — and
we are prepared to listen to what people are saying to
us, including their advice. We are encouraging people
to bring forward that information. If they are prepared
to do that, then the government is prepared to take on
board the very serious points they are making. We look
forward to the future and trying to resolve this
important issue for the whole state of Victoria.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs) — The matter raised by the member for Ripon
was to do with the Bracks government’s new program,
Jobs for Young People, which has been outstandingly
successful, particularly for country Victorian councils
such as the ones he mentioned. Although
unemployment in country Victoria is at a 14-year
low — a record low — the government also recognises
that finding jobs for young people in country areas is
part of its ongoing challenge. I am pleased to advise the
member for Ripon that there are additional places not
only for the eight local councils in his electorate — and
I know that some of them have already taken up the
opportunity of the extra places that have been made
available — but right across country Victoria.
With your indulgence, Acting Speaker, I want to read to
the house a letter from the Horsham Rural City Council
which highlights the importance of this project and
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what it means for country Victoria. At its ordinary
council meeting on 16 February this year the council
resolved to thank the government:
Especially on behalf of local unemployed youth, for
providing this exciting and generous opportunity for council
and the local community.
…
The council congratulates the state government on the Jobs
for Young People initiative and its commitment to extending
the range of jobs and opportunities for Victorian youth by
working cooperatively with local government to make the
best use of local resources.

I would like to inform the member for Ripon, the
Horsham Rural City Council and indeed all
councils that the Bracks government will continue to
ensure that young people in country Victoria are given
as many opportunities as they can be given in their own
local areas.
The member for Bellarine raised a matter for me to do
with the participation of young people, particularly in
government, and being heard by government and their
community.
We fund programs such as the YMCA Youth
Parliament and the Centre for Multicultural Youth
Issues Young Leaders program where we listen and
hear directly from young people. We fund organisations
such as the Youth Affairs Council of Victoria to help us
better understand the needs of young people, and most
importantly we talk directly to young people.
That is why I was somewhat bemused to note last week
that the opposition spokesperson for youth affairs in the
other place accused me of not listening. In one of his
rare appearances to comment on youth affairs issues he
has accused me of not listening to young people. I
know we cannot quote from Hansard, but his
comments were along the lines that when he visited
Portland — he had apparently visited Portland recently,
as I am sure the member for South-West Coast can
confirm — young people told him that when Jacinta
Allan, the minister, came to visit she thought she was in
Port Fairy; she did not realise she was in a completely
different rural town.
I must say I find his comments a bit bewildering and
astonishing because unfortunately Portland is one of the
few areas in the state of Victoria that I have not, as
minister, had the chance to yet visit. I am certainly
looking forward to visiting Portland in the future.
An honourable member — Port Fairy is very nice!
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Ms ALLAN — And Port Fairy is also very nice. But
I think the Liberal Party’s youth spokesperson might
find that someone is leading him up the garden path on
this matter.
In my time as Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs I have met with many young people across
country Victoria — in Shepparton, Geelong,
Bairnsdale, Bendigo, Echuca, Orbost, Seymour, Moe,
Morwell, Serpentine, Kangaroo Flat, Mildura,
Malmsbury, Somers, Wangaratta, Wodonga, Kyneton,
Swan Hill, Eaglehawk and Warragul — and as I said, I
am certainly looking forward to meeting with young
people in Portland very soon.
To finish, what makes this gaffe even more
embarrassing for the opposition spokesperson on youth
affairs is his dearth of comments and his absolute
neglect of this shadow portfolio since the 2002 election.
When the former coalition was in government it did not
even have a dedicated youth agency; we had to set that
up when we came to government in 1999. The
spokesperson takes no interest in the portfolio. He has
not bothered to show up for portfolio briefings that
have been organised; he did not bother to attend the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings
that were held last year; and in fact he has not asked
one question, with or without notice, about the youth
affairs portfolio. He clearly does not care. He is more
interested in trying to make direct attacks than in
focusing on policy matters that are important for young
people, and they are certainly the areas that we are
focused on.
The members for Macedon, Mildura, Mornington and
Hastings raised matters for various ministers, and I will
refer them for the ministers’ attention and action.
House adjourned 11.54 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS

1271

Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mornington be considered next day on
motion of Mr COOPER (Mornington).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Following petitions presented to house:

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth the Parliament that the Victorian
government has decided to break its 2002 pre-election pledge
and introduce tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby)
freeway.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament undertake
to ensure that the government:
1.

2.

honours its pre-election commitment and policy as
pledged to the citizens of Victoria not to introduce tolls
on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby) freeway, and
immediately reverses its decision to impose tolls on
vehicles on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby) freeway
and thereby honour its commitment to the citizens of
Victoria.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr COOPER (Mornington) (278 signatures)

Planning: rural zones
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house that the government’s proposed
new rural planning zones are inadequate and should be
rejected.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urges the government to withdraw and
redraft the new rural planning zones and introduce a planning
system that:
(i)

strikes a fairer balance between the need to preserve
prime agricultural land and acknowledgment of the
rights of landowners;

(ii) does not impinge on a landowner’s rights to retire with
dignity;
(iii) encourages young people to take up farming; and
(iv) gives local government flexibility in the determination
of subdivisions and use of rural land.

By Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) (29 signatures)

Adjournment
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 25 May
2004.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Malvern: government initiatives
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I wish today to
speak on behalf of the people of Malvern, as the Leader
of the Opposition, who is the member for Malvern,
failed to mention them yesterday. I am not surprised
that the member for Malvern is not well known in his
electorate; in fact the Stonnington Leader has reported
that 60 per cent of his electorate did not recognise him.
In 2004–05 the Bracks Labor government will rebuild
the Malvern Valley Primary School, which
unfortunately burnt down on 5 March, at a budgeted
cost of $3.4 million.
I vividly recall that particular day. The Labor member
for Monash Province, John Scheffer, was at the school
earlier in the morning talking to and comforting staff
and parents. I visited the school at around 8.15 a.m.,
and as I am in the neighbouring electorate I attended a
meeting of teachers and parents that morning. We kept
in close touch with ministers and everyone was pleased
when the Minister for Education and Training visited
later in the morning to announce that the school would
be rebuilt. It took the member for Malvern until later in
the day to arrive on the scene. He also failed to attend
the community barbecue the following Sunday. I do not
think he has ever done much for the schools in
Malvern.
I remember in 1998 looking at the maintenance needs
of the schools in Malvern, but no action was taken by
the member for Malvern until the Bracks Government
fixed the problems that required urgent repairs at
Malvern Primary School to the tune of hundreds of
thousands of dollars.
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Other actions by the Bracks government in Malvern
include an allocation of $2.3 million for independent
living units at Elm Road, the installation of automated
pedestrian gates at Tooronga railway station, the
$207 000 red spot program, the reconstruction of the
road surface on High Street between Burke Road and
Malvern Road at a cost of $470 000, and strengthening
and waterproofing the Monash Freeway bridge over
Warrigal Road at a cost of $370 000 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Point Nepean: future
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — What a contrast between
the state and federal government’s commitment to the
environment at Point Nepean. I applaud the federal
government’s decision to fund the Australian Maritime
College at Point Nepean over the next five years. The
college will provide three levels of education for
primary, secondary and tertiary students, starting next
year with 40 students and moving up to 150 students.
The maritime college will specialise in coastal
processes in the environment and will be housed in the
existing buildings. It will be a wonderful education
opportunity, not just for local young people but
throughout the state, and will become a very famous
Australian maritime institute. Compare this with the
state government’s push for commercial development
at Point Nepean, including commercial
accommodation, which will not happen under this plan.
The neglect of the Mornington Peninsula National Park
at Point Nepean is quite evident — with an 85 per cent
cut in the budget the environment works are visibly
suffering and the seawall is crumbling into the sea. In
its recent budget the federal government announced
$2.4 billion in spending. Compare that with the state
government making a 9 per cent cut in the budget of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment. That
will affect the Rosebud foreshore, the Mornington
Peninsula National Park, the piers that need a lot of
work, and the Flinders breakwater that has never
appeared. The environment rates a low priority with
this government.

Mountain Goat Brewery: award
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I congratulate
Cameron Hines and Dave Bonighton from Mountain
Goat Brewery, who last Thursday took out the
Premier’s trophy for the best Victorian beer at the
renowned Australian International Beer Awards held in
Melbourne.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — I will come to that in a
moment. They won the award for their product
Surefoot Stout, which I am told is a lovely drop. It is a
credit to the enterprise of Cam and Dave for their
initiative and hard work — two young blokes having a
go. They have built the business up from very humble
beginnings over the past six years.

Warrnambool: May Racing Carnival
MrROBINSON(Mitcham)—

I also congratulate Marg Lucas, the chair, and Chris
Nolan, the secretary, of the Warrnambool Racing Club
for their magnificent organisation of the time-honoured
May Racing Carnival, which was held last week and
which has undoubtedly become the premier regional
racing carnival in Australia. I was very pleased to
attend last Thursday as the government’s
representative. I was also joined by the Liberal Party’s
spokesperson on racing in another place. It was great. I
understand it was the first time he had been to the
Warrnambool races, and I was pleased to show him
around. It was great that the club had a magnificent
carnival and that at least some people in the Liberal
Party understand the significance of this event.

Water: storages
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — Water is a major
issue for all of us living in Australia. With the recent
dry years and the current drought situation still evident
in many country areas, water conservation has become
an even more critical issue. I support the actions being
taken by all governments in encouraging more efficient
water usage, not only in irrigation areas but in country
cities and towns — and even in metropolitan
Melbourne. We need to recognise that without the
water storages that were built decades ago we would
now be facing an even more desperate situation in
water availability.
I have been a key supporter over many years of the
continuation of the development of more water storage
capacity, and in particular the extension of existing
storages such as Lake Buffalo and Lake William
Hovell in north-eastern Victoria. These small storages
in the upper reaches of the Ovens and King rivers have
the capacity to be enlarged, particularly Lake Buffalo.
Despite my representations to extend the storages, the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission and
Goulburn-Murray Water have rejected the suggestions
on the basis that water in the Murray-Darling Basin has
been allocated under the cap established in 1994.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 13 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

However, I applaud The Nationals, which has set up a
committee to investigate options to improve water
security throughout Victoria, including increases in
water storages and the implementation of efficiencies in
the water supply system generally.
I firmly believe that extension of existing dams would
ensure the collection of additional water to underpin the
supply of essential water for the food bowl of Australia
through irrigation, additional town water supplies and
environmental flows down through the system.

Cardinia-Casey community health ball
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to congratulate
Mary Garrett and Liezle Mitterer, who run the adult day
activity centre under the Cardinia-Casey Community
Health Service, for volunteering to organise the
inaugural Cardinia-Casey community health ball using
their spare time. It was with great pleasure that I
attended the inaugural Cardinia-Casey community
health debutante ball as a guest of honour on Saturday,
8 May. The debutante ball was organised for
special-needs clients of the community health service.
A lot of these special needs clients miss out on these
opportunities and do not have the opportunity to
participate in normal teenage activities. It was a special
day for them; all were dressed in their finest outfits,
some arrived in limousines and all happily danced the
night away.
The debutantes were: Caroline Magill, Helen Ramage,
Vicki Dighton, Brigette Rees, Ellen Luks, Kim Magill,
Victoria Johnson, Emma Johnson, and Marie
McLellan, the beautiful daughter of a former member
for Frankston East, the late Peter McLellan. They were
presented to Carol Fountain, the general manager of the
Cardinia-Casey Community Health Service, and me.
The debutantes were partnered by friends, boyfriends
and members of their families.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Polwarth!
Mr PERERA — It was demonstrated that they have
picked up very good dancing skills. I would like to
congratulate the dancing teacher, Glenda Garrett, for a
job well done. I would also like to thank the ushers,
Katie and Michael Garrett, for their contribution. Most
of the debutantes were from the Casey-Cardinia health
disability program; however, some of them were from
other programs — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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Federal budget: terrorism
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Buried somewhere in
the budget announcements was the federal
Attorney-General, Phillip Ruddock, committing the
commonwealth government to spending an extra
$750 million over five years on national security
initiatives and Australia’s fight against terrorism. This
is very good news which will be welcomed by all
Australians. This extra money builds upon the
$2.3 billion committed since September 11 and the Bali
bombings. The extra resources will improve our
national intelligence capabilities, enhance regional
counterterrorism capabilities, strengthen our borders
and enhance our protective security arrangements.
Included is an extra $85 million to help secure and
protect the 2006 Commonwealth Games in Melbourne.
This is particularly welcome news.
There is also an additional $50 million over four years
to strengthen the critical partnership between the
commonwealth, state and territory governments and
private corporations to protect critical infrastructure,
supply, and information and communication networks.
This of course includes food, water, energy, health,
transport, banking, communications and other essential
industries, as well as national icons.
Acknowledging the important role the state and
territory governments, as well as the commonwealth
government and the federal Attorney-General, will play
in fighting terrorism, we hope that further measures to
enhance the protection of Australia and its citizens will
evolve from a high-level business-government
ministerial forum in June this year.

Wellsprings for Women: 10th anniversary
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — On
Wednesday, 12 May, I was fortunate enough to join
Ann Haupin from the Presentation Sisters and her
wonderful team at Wellsprings for Women,
Dandenong, to celebrate the centre’s 10th birthday.
What a marvellous job Wellsprings does for women
isolated in Dandenong and the surrounding area: it
builds the confidence of women through activities like
art, computer studies and English language training.
Many of the women involved have suffered greatly in
the past. They have lost family, husbands and children;
they have suffered domestic violence; many simply
have not had a chance to build friendships; many are
not engaged in the outside world because they are
caring for children; many are isolated because of their
language; and many fear the outside world because they
think their Muslim faith is being questioned. I
congratulate Ann Haupin, the Presentation Sisters and
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all the volunteers for providing a magnificent service to
those lonely, lost, battered and psychologically
damaged women of Dandenong and surrounds. They
do marvellous work.

Rail: V/Line alcohol service
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — It would appear that
not only are the service levels of V/Line declining
under the management of the Bracks Labor government
but passenger comfort and safety levels are also being
dramatically affected. A 19-year-old female has
contacted me regarding an horrific trip she recently had
travelling from Melbourne to Swan Hill by V/Line. The
letter describes a male who had two sixpacks of beer
when he boarded the train and who then staggered to
and from the buffet car buying two cans of beer at a
time. By the time the train reached Swan Hill he was
totally intoxicated and could hardly stand up. During
the trip this drunk shouted obscenities at young women
in the presence of children and other passengers. The
young lady complained to the person behind the
counter who advised her that someone would speak to
the man. Nobody did, and both this young lady and her
friend endured the disgusting behaviour for most of the
journey.
I have been asked to raise these concerns on behalf of
the young lady, so I put the following to the Minister
for Transport: what is the government’s policy on the
responsible serving of alcohol on V/Line trains; why
was no assistance given to these teenagers when they
asked for help; and what is the government’s position
on passengers bringing alcohol onto V/Line trains? I
have copies of the letter that the young lady has sent to
my office describing the obscenities that were delivered
to her and her friend by the drunken slob; however,
they are such that I could not repeat them in this house.
I call on the Minister for Transport to take immediate
action in relation to the responsible serving of alcohol
on V/Line trains.

Building industry: safety induction
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I was astounded to be
sitting in this chamber last week hearing the member
for Swan Hill insinuating that the lives of his young
constituents should be endangered. The requirement
that training relating to the risks and hazards of a
building site be undertaken by every individual wishing
to work on a building site is a measure that I support
and fully commend. The safety induction scheme was
established over three years ago by Foundations for
Safety through a voluntary industry agreement. Since
its establishment many thousands of workers have
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completed basic occupational health and safety
induction training through one or other of the
16 employer associations and unions participating in
the scheme. WorkSafe has strongly supported
Foundations for Safety’s efforts in seeking to ensure
that everyone who works on a construction site has
undergone general industry safety induction training.
The number of construction deaths and the frequency of
construction injuries has been steadily declining in
recent years. WorkSafe has no doubt that the
widespread take-up of the Foundations for Safety
induction scheme has contributed to the improved
levels of safety we are finding on Victorian
construction sites. I applaud the efforts of members of
the Foundations for Safety, such as the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union, for their
unswerving commitment to saving young apprentices’
lives. I condemn the member for Swan Hill for
adopting a reckless and dangerous position that would
serve to reverse the trend towards reduced workplace
injuries among our young apprentices and would
endanger their lives and wellbeing.

First Mildura Irrigation Trust: initiatives
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I wish to draw the
attention of the house to the First Mildura Irrigation
Trust (FMIT) and its exciting plans for the future. This
statutory water authority has been in existence for
106 years. It has survived floods, droughts and the
predations of successive governments.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr SAVAGE — As the member for Murray Valley
says, it is very good. That is a good endorsement.
The FMIT is unique because it is the only water
authority in Victoria that has an elected board and it
reflects the wishes of its customers. The FMIT has
developed a master plan which has some exciting
initiatives. The upgrade of the 17th Street channel will
save approximately 2 gigalitres of water — an
incredible amount. The proposed storage reservoir will
have 800 megalitres of water and will protect FMIT
customers in the event that there are any restrictions on
the Murray River. The Department of Sustainability
and Environment is holding back money for the
FMIT’s master plan, but I am sure that will come
forward.
I congratulate the FMIT for the vision that is unfolding,
and I welcome its initiatives. It certainly has my
support. I will continue to work with the FMIT to
ensure that it delivers good outcomes for its customers.
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Rail: level crossings
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I raise an
issue about the need to improve safety for vehicles and
pedestrians on a number of railway crossings in
south-western Victoria. In particular, I urge the
government to install railway crossing flashing lights at
three crossings at Panmure and at the crossing on
Myamyn-Macarthur Road at Myamyn.
Panmure is a great rural community on the Princes
Highway about 26 kilometres east of Warrnambool.
The Melbourne–Warrnambool railway line runs just to
the south of the township. This line carries six
passenger services each day plus a daily freight service.
The line has unguarded crossings across three local
roads at Panmure: at Panmure-Laang Road,
Heath-Marsh Road and Station Street. Each of those are
potentially very dangerous, with local traffic, milk
tankers, parents taking children to the local primary
school and buses taking children to the local secondary
college, plus an ever-increasing volume of visitor
traffic. The areas are not well signposted, nor are they
well lit at night, and it is particularly dangerous when
the freight trains go through that area at night. There
have been several very near misses, and we certainly
want flashing lights on those three crossings before
there is a serious accident.
This crossing on Myamyn-Macarthur Road is on the
Portland–Hamilton freight line. Many grain freight
trains travel on that line. They are very long and not
well lit at night. That is also a potentially dangerous
crossing which deserves flashing lights.

Local government: G21
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I bring to
the attention of the house an organisation called G21,
which stands for ‘Geelong 21st century’. It will be
gracing us with its presence in Queen’s Hall in the
spring. The organisation encompasses five
municipalities. In itself it was a challenge to bring those
disparate organisations or municipalities together. The
municipalities and their mayors are: Golden Plains, Bill
McArthur; City of Greater Geelong, Ed Coppe; Colac
Otway, Jim Ryan; Surf Coast, Beth Davidson; and
Queenscliffe, Val Lawrence. They are also in
partnership with a number of government and
non-government organisations including chambers of
commerce and the Committee for Geelong, and they
look at a strategic view of where the Geelong region
will go in the 21st century.
I thank the Treasurer for $150 000 in initial funding for
that organisation. It looks at communication across the
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region. I want to emphasise that it is not Geelong
focused; it is much broader and more strategic than that.
It is very much regional, and I know a number of
municipalities in other members’ electorates are
looking closely at G21. It is a wonderful organisation
and I commend it to the house.

Seymour: health services
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to thank the
Minister for Health for the work she is doing to rebuild
the health services in the Seymour electorate. Members
will be aware that last week the minister announced
funding of $5 million to rebuild Barrabill House, which
is the Seymour Hospital’s aged care facility. This
facility will be built across the road, moving the aged
care facility from the flood plain, but it will also be on
the same site as the Seymour ambulance station, which
is run down and inadequate. It is inadequate now
because the Bracks government has introduced
two-officer crewing, making it safer for the people from
the area or those travelling through Kilmore and
Seymour to travel on the Hume Highway, as well as
providing a safer workplace for the dedicated officers in
those cars working out on the road. There are more
people there so it is inadequate.
I thank the Minister for Health for recognising this need
and for providing $900 000 today to build a new
ambulance station which will be closer to the hospital
and emergency services. I also thank the minister for
providing a further $80 000 to refurbish the Kilmore
ambulance station and give it a permanent home, which
in the past was a factory. Now it has moved into the
not-so-old but closed-down Kilmore police station. I
thank Rural Ambulance Victoria for its strategic
planning and for making sure we have resources in our
area to make people secure.

Elm leaf beetle
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Autumn is a great time to
visit north-east Victoria and enjoy the cool, clear nights,
beautiful sunny days and magnificent tranquil scenery.
One particular attraction is the autumn colours of our
magnificent elms and other English trees, particularly in
Bright, Myrtleford and the villages of the Ovens and
nearby valleys. Regrettably the beautiful elm trees are
under threat from the elm leaf beetle, which has
invaded the area. Magnificent elms that are over
100 years old are at risk of dying under the constant
assault of the elm leaf beetle.
Enter the elm leaf beetle queen, Ros Ferguson-Pelley,
who is leading the crusade to save the elms. She is ably
supported by the Alpine shire, which has committed
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$40 000 to locate and map the thousands of elms on
public and private land and then prioritise them for
saving. The Department of Sustainability and
Environment and private land-holders are also
cooperating but much more needs to be done. I ask the
Minister for Environment to encourage DSE staff to be
more involved in the elm leaf beetle control, and I also
ask the Minister for Tourism to dig deep into his coffers
to help fund the protection of one of north-east
Victoria’s most treasured tourist assets. Let us all get
behind Ros Ferguson-Pelley and tackle the elm leaf
beetle by a combination of spraying, chemical banding
and soil treatment of priority trees, as well as removing
inappropriately located sucker trees.

Autism Awareness Week
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — This week is Autism
Awareness Week. Yesterday at Parliament House some
remarkable people demonstrated great courage and
honesty. They were some young people who had been
diagnosed with an autism spectrum disorder (ASD),
their families, health professionals and experts in the
field. Many members of Parliament were given an
insight into what ASD is and how it affects the lives of
those who have been diagnosed with the disease and
the lives of those who love them. It was a powerful and
moving event, and I congratulate all who offered us
their honesty and insight. They helped to dispel the
ignorance and fear that surrounds autism. There is still a
long way to go, but this was an important step along the
way.
My interest in autism spectrum disorder is both
professional and personal. It is my experience as a
parent and parliamentarian that the most important
thing we can all do to support parents and health
professionals is to learn more about autism spectrum
disorder so that we can do our bit to reduce the
ignorance and fear of ASD in our communities.

Rotary: Namibia library
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
Alan Rae, a consulting civil engineer and the current
president of the Rotary Club of Sandringham, for his
vision and leadership in the establishment of the Ben
Hur Community Library in Namibia. I also
acknowledge the collaboration and practical support of
Oxfam and members of the rotary clubs of
Sandringham, Moorleigh-Bentleigh East, Moorabbin
East, Bentleigh and Moorabbin Central.
The Rotary Club of Sandringham initiated the
construction and equipping of a community library near
the Kalahari Desert in Namibia, about 300 kilometres
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from the capital, Windhoek. The community was
resettled under apartheid prior to independence in 1990
and comprises four ethnic races. A population of over
2000 people is spread over four settlements in an area
comprising 20 000 hectares. The poorest group is a
bushman community known as the San tribe.
Literacy levels are at 50 per cent. Income levels are
generally less than $500 per year. Transport is usually
on foot; however, the wealthier families use donkey
carts. There is only one car in the community.
The direct construction cost of the library was $70 000.
The equivalent would have been four times that amount
if the development had taken place in Melbourne. Some
2000 books and a computer with an Internet connection
were installed. At the official opening of the building
200 students from the school participated in the
proceedings, demonstrating traditional bushman skills.
Alan Rae made a total of three trips to Namibia at his
own expense.
I pay tribute to the vision and accomplishment of Alan
Rae and members of the Rotary Club of Sandringham
in making a difference.

Autism Awareness Week
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — This week is
national Autism Awareness Week. After participating
in the Pin a Pollie day yesterday to raise autism
awareness among members of Parliament, I would like
to share a story of my very special friend, Victoria.
Victoria, her mum, Julie, and her brother, Chris, have
become members of my extended family. Victoria was
diagnosed with autism in 1989, when she was four and
a half years old. Julie was absolutely devastated by this
news and was told to take Victoria home and love
her — not particularly good or helpful advice.
Life for this family was extremely difficult, as there
was insufficient information and access to any
emotional or physical assistance. After many months of
waiting, Victoria was accepted into an early
intervention program at Irabina Special Developmental
School designed specifically for children with autism.
This program provided the basic social skills required
for Victoria to integrate into the family unit and, in
time, into the wider community. However, there will
still be many challenges for Victoria and her family to
face.
Victoria has been a very special part of my life. Her
quirky sense of humour is something to behold. This is
partly a family trait which is fuelled by obsessional
autistic characteristics, such as a love of public

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 13 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

transport. Buses are her favourite. Many happy hours
have been spent chasing buses, admiring their happy
smiling faces and delighting in their corporate names.
Her favourite buses are the ‘Variety Club Sunshine
Coach Toyota buses’. We have both spent many hours
laughing at these phrases. She is now 19 years old, and
five years ago she was diagnosed with epilepsy and is
currently undergoing tests for a possible heart
condition. Victoria brings sunshine into our lives, and
she has a very special place in my heart.

Ballarat: Excellence in Learning awards
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — Ballarat
recently hosted a gala dinner to celebrate the Ballarat
region Excellence in Learning awards. The evening
showcased the region’s diverse educational training and
employment providers, including our first-rate state and
private primary and secondary schools, universities and
training and employment facilities. The evening, which
was designed as a way of publicly recognising the great
achievements of our education system, created
enormous interest among the local education
community.
I congratulate the following winners: Canadian Lead
Primary School, Pleasant Street Primary School,
Highlands Local Learning and Employment Network,
Ballarat Grammar School, Ballarat and Clarendon
College, Ballarat Secondary College, Australian
Catholic University, the Smith Family, City of Ballarat
universities, the Victoria Police police involvement
program, Ballarat University of the Third Age, Linton
Primary School, BRACE Education, Training and
Employment, Damascus College, Optimal Learning
and the Ballarat Community Correctional Services.
I would also like to quote from the editorial of the
Ballarat Courier:
Ballarat proudly carries the title of a learning city and with
our first-rate education facilities at primary, secondary and
tertiary levels, we can rightly claim to be one of the nation’s
premier centres of study … The sheer quantity and quality of
all nominees ensured that those few selected for special
mention as achievers had well and truly earned their
accolades.

Again I congratulate all of those winners.

Budget: education allowance
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Primary and
secondary students, their families and schools
applauded our state budget increases to the education
maintenance allowance (EMA) — an increase from
$127 to $200 for primary students and from $254 to
$400 for secondary students. This state budget grants
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the first EMA increases since 1988, and the fact that
this is the first time they will be indexed has been
particularly acclaimed.
Students are ably assisted in their endeavours by the
leadership shown by school principals and, in the state
system, by their school council presidents. I pay tribute
to the following principals and presidents: Cheryl
Baulch and Terry Haughton at Box Forest Secondary
College; Tracey Hammill and Robyn Carroll at Coburg
North Primary School; Jennifer Strachan and Aaron
Hope at Coburg Primary School; Moira Bradley and
Faye Bergin at Coburg Special Development School;
David Randall and Trevor Budge at Glenroy Primary
School; Kaye Gauci and Kirk Le Roy from Glenroy
West Primary School; Salah Salman at King Khalid
Islamic College of Victoria; Ms Elizabeth Monahan at
Mercy Diocesan College; Margaret Lacey and George
Kolovos at Moreland City College; Gavin Healy and
Paul Mamro at Oak Park Primary School; Helen
Jackson and Lindsay Knight at Pascoe Vale Girls
Secondary College; Peter Adams and Martin Hogg at
Pascoe Vale North Primary; Phillip Elliot and Garry
Van Niel at Pascoe Vale Primary School — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Edith Morgan
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise this morning to
pay my respects to the life of Edith Morgan, who died
on 10 May. Edith was a true Collingwood icon, a
tireless and outstanding community worker and leader.
Her life was spent fighting for social justice for others.
This commenced in 1972 when Edith worked as social
worker at Collingwood council, and she made a
considerable mark in the history of advocacy and
community development in the inner city. Edith was
respected and admired for her community work on the
board of the North Yarra community health centre, as
an employee of the former City of Collingwood, with
the Collingwood Children’s Farm and as founder of the
Older Persons Action Centre.
Edith was featured in a book entitled Dancing in the
Kitchen — Portraits of Collingwood’s Older Women by
Andrew Livingstone in 1994, in which she is quoted as
stating:
I don’t feel old. I have always believed people can lead
fruitful lives to the end.

That is exactly what Edith did. After retirement and
until the end of her life she advocated for older people.
Edith received the Order of Australia for her
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community work and was recently honoured by the
Australian Catholic University with the establishment
of the Edith Morgan chair in aged care presented by the
federal aged care minister.
I know that all members in this house are very sorry for
the death of Edith. She has left an incredible legacy in
the health and welfare sector which will remind us of
just what can be achieved through tireless and selfless
work. We are very grateful for the life of Edith Morgan.

Coatesville Primary School: walking bus
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — On Monday I had the
pleasure of participating in the launch of the walking
school bus initiative at Coatesville Primary School.
Funded by VicHealth, the walking school bus is a bus
powered not by an engine but by legs. It encourages
children to walk in a group to school with an adult
‘driver’ in the front and an adult ‘conductor’ at the rear.
The bus travels along a set route to and from school,
picking up or dropping off children along the way at
designated bus stops. The whole purpose is to
encourage children to walk to school in safety instead
of being driven there. According to a recent survey in
the United Kingdom over half of all primary school
children are driven to and from school — nearly double
the number that went by car 10 years ago. I
congratulate Coatesville Primary School on being a part
of this wonderful project.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The time for members statements has expired.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2004/2005) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I would like to raise a
point of order, Acting Speaker, that relates to the form
in which the Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill
has been brought before this house. I want to draw your
attention to the new standing order 91, which provides:
An appropriation bill must contain a schedule which includes
the same divisions, subdivisions and items as are used in the
Treasurer’s annual estimates of expenditure.
During consideration in detail, each division in the schedule
must be considered in the order shown in the schedule.

I draw your attention to the form of the Appropriation
(Parliament 2004/2005) Bill itself, and in particular to
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schedule 1. The house will see that initially, schedule 1
contains a summary of the estimates. Subsequently, in
relation to each department of the Parliament there is a
listing of items. For example, in relation to the
Department of the Legislative Council the schedule lists
item 1 as ‘Provision of outputs’ and item 2 as
‘Additions to the net asset base’, and then it lists ‘Total
appropriation’. The same format is followed for the
remaining parliamentary departments.
The new standing order that we adopted only a few
weeks ago requires that the appropriation bill schedule
must include:
… the same divisions, subdivisions and items as are used in
the Treasurer’s annual estimates of expenditure.

The question then becomes, ‘What are the Treasurer’s
annual estimates of expenditure?’. This year we have a
new format in which none of the budget papers is
actually designated as the annual estimates of
expenditure, but there are three areas which may,
perhaps, be considered to constitute those estimates.
The first is set out at page 33 of budget paper 4, entitled
2004–05 Statement of Finances, and it is simply the
summary statement of the total expenses from the
ordinary activities of each department of the general
government sector, including a listing for Parliament. I
do not believe that is the Treasurer’s annual estimates
of expenditure for the purposes of the standing order
because it is simply a summary table.
I then draw your attention, Acting Speaker, to page 112
and following of budget paper 4, which provide more
detail about the Parliament of Victoria, including tables
headed ‘Statement of financial performance’,
‘Statement of cash flows’, ‘Statement of financial
position’, ‘Administered items statement’, and
‘Authority for resources’. That, arguably, may be
considered to be the Treasurer’s estimates of
expenditure.
The other option for what constitutes these estimates is
what is set out at page 250 and following of budget
paper 3 entitled 2004–05 Service Delivery. These
contain a breakdown by the various parliamentary
departments, including various performance measures
and a total output cost for each of the departments,
listed as ‘Legislative Assembly’, ‘Legislative Council’,
‘Parliamentary services’, ‘Parliamentary investigatory
committees’ and the ‘Auditor-General’s office’.
However, Acting Speaker, whichever of those pages in
the various budget documents that I have referred you
to are considered to be the Treasurer’s annual estimates
of expenditure, none of them is consistent with the
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appropriation bill. To put it the other way around, the
appropriation bill does not contain the same breakdown
of divisions, subdivisions and items that are used in any
one of these sets of data set out in the budget papers.
Accordingly, I submit that the Appropriation
(Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, as it has been brought to
the Parliament, does not comply with standing order 91.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
On the point of order raised by the honourable member
for Box Hill in relation to new standing order 91, I am
not in the position to make a ruling on this matter at the
moment. I will pass the matter on to the Speaker and
she can investigate the issues that have been raised. We
will continue with the debate and the honourable
member for Box Hill has the call.
Mr CLARK — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
Whatever format the bill comes into the house in, it is a
bill to provide Parliament with the appropriations that
are necessary for its operations in the forthcoming
financial year. As in previous years, this bill comes to
the Parliament separately from the main appropriation
legislation in recognition of Parliament’s special and
unique role in our constitutional system.
In that regard, before returning to the detail of the bill
and the appropriations estimates and other references in
the budget papers, there is one in particular that I want
to single out for comment — that is, the statement at
page 250 of budget paper 3 under the heading
‘Parliament of Victoria’, and I quote:
The following section provides details of the outputs to be
provided to government, including performance measures and
costs for each output.

I put it to you, Acting Speaker, and I put it to the house
that this statement is offensive to the house and shows
complete ignorance or disregard of the role of
Parliament in our constitutional system. It is offensive
for the government to bring to this Parliament a
document which suggests that the role of this
Parliament is to provide outputs to the government. It
shows no understanding whatsoever of our
constitutional history and shows no understanding of
the Westminster system of democracy in which
parliamentary representatives are elected by the people
and under which the government is accountable to the
Parliament rather than vice versa.
I suggest that it is quite likely that this offensive
statement originated in ignorance or thoughtlessness
when whoever was preparing the budget papers within
the Treasury simply replicated in relation to the
Parliament the same preliminary words as appear in
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similar form in relation to the departments of
government, where there may be some justification for
that statement to be made. However, it is something
that should have been picked up in the scrutiny and
review of the drafting of the budget papers either within
Treasury, or if not within Treasury then certainly within
the Treasurer’s office or by the Treasurer himself or his
parliamentary secretary. I hope that whoever speaks on
this bill on behalf of the government will accept that
that reference is inappropriate and will undertake on
behalf of the government that it will not occur in future,
and I certainly hope that the Speaker will intercede on
behalf of the Parliament with the government to ensure
that that occurs.
In relation to the actual appropriations within the bill, I
think it is fair to say that in large part this bill continues
the status quo in relation to the funding of the
Parliament. It is regrettable that in the new format
budget papers that we have this year, there is no output
summary table in budget paper 3 or elsewhere in the
budget papers that summarises the output groups of the
Parliament, or indeed summarises the output groups of
any department.
However, when one totals the various outputs that are
set out under the individual parliamentary departments
on pages 251 and following of budget paper 3, the sum
of the outputs is $93.4 million for Parliament itself plus
an additional $25.5 million for the Office of the Auditor
General, and that totals $118.9 million. There is one
small anomaly which I have not been able to resolve,
and possibly other speakers on the bill may be able to,
and that is the fact that this figure of $118.9 million
does not tally to the $121.5 million total expenses for
the Parliament which are set out on page 33 of budget
paper 4. In the past the sum of the outputs has totalled
the figure that is in that summary table, and it would be
helpful to have an explanation of that discrepancy.
There is a further issue in relation to the estimates that
needs to be clarified — and I have been able to obtain
verification on this aspect — and that is the fact that if
one looks at the summary table on page 33 of budget
paper 4, it can be seen that the estimated expenses for
the Parliament are listed to fall from $121.5 million in
2004–05 to $104.9 million in 2005–06 and thereafter
up to $107.7 million and $109 million in 2006–07 and
2007–08 respectively.
I understand this does not in fact represent a fall in the
real level of resourcing for the Parliament. Rather it
reflects the fact that a triennial review of the
parliamentary superannuation fund is due to be
completed, and until that review is completed and the
revised costing figures are known it will not be possible
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to include an allowance for superannuation in the future
estimates. In other words the apparent falls in 2005–06
and onwards reflect that omission rather than a real
change of policy direction.
The point should be made that the proposed expenses
for this year and future years for the Parliament, as for
the various departments of government, reflect the
government’s new policy of including future wage cost
allowances in the various departmental or
parliamentary expense estimates.
There are a number of initiatives of a relatively minor
nature that are proposed for the Parliament and those
are set out in budget paper 3 on pages 305 and
following. They include a provision in 2004–05 for the
sum of $200 000 in connection with the 150th
anniversary of democratic government in Victoria and
the commemorative celebrations that are planned in
conjunction with that. There is $200 000 allocated for
additional vehicle lease costs. There is a total estimated
investment of $2.4 million planned for asset
replacements for the Auditor-General, principally for
the replacement of computers, office equipment and
software. There is $6.1 million total estimated
investment for capital works in Parliament House
including the replacement of obsolete equipment.
There is one further item that I wish to give more
attention to — that is, the provision of $300 000 in the
current financial year 2003–04 and $700 000 in 2005–06
and $600 000 thereafter, which covers several items
including increased electorate office lease costs and
hosting the Australian and Pacific Presiding Officers and
Clerks Conference, which I gather is next to be held in
Victoria. Beyond that, in this item there is also funding
for what the budget papers describe on page 305 of
budget paper 3 as changes to sitting hours and other
operating costs:
This government has introduced changes to the sitting times
of the Legislative Council. Funding is being provided to meet
the operating costs of Parliament to support these extended
sitting times.

I would have thought it would be news to most of us in
this place that the other place was sitting longer. I do
not say that with any disrespect to the other place, but
its sitting patterns appear to be similar to what they
have been in the past in what happens week to week. I
gather, however, that until recently funding has only
been provided on the assumption that they would sit
two days a week, and they are now sitting three days a
week. I do not know whether that reflects a policy
decision or not, but it does seem curious that for so long
the Legislative Council has not been funded to sit for
the sort of days it has been sitting.
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More significantly still, this item draws into question
the whole issue of the sitting times of the Parliament.
We well recall that when the present government came
to office it promised that Parliament would sit 50 days
every year. But when one examines the figures for the
parliamentary sitting days, one finds that it very quickly
started to forget that commitment. If we look at the
record from the year 2000 onwards, we see 51 sitting
days in the year 2000, 51 sitting days in the year 2001
and 38 sitting days in the year 2002. That was an
election year, and we would expect the next year to be
back on track — but no, it was not, with 47 sitting days
in the year 2003. So far for the autumn sittings of 2004
we have 21 sitting days scheduled. That suggests that
we have another 29 sitting days that will need to occur
in the spring sittings if we are to meet the 50 sitting
days a year.
It is interesting to contrast that number with the pattern
of sitting days in the first four years of the Kennett
government, which has been so berated by the current
government for its lack of parliamentary sittings. In
1993 the Parliament sat for 62 days, in 1994 it sat for
58 days, in 1995 it sat for 49 days and in 1996 — an
election year — it sat for 35 days. So in the first four
years of the Kennett government Parliament sat for
204 days. In the first four years of the Bracks
government the Parliament has sat for 187 days. So
despite all these allegations of a lack of parliamentary
sittings and a lack of accountability under the previous
government, the current government’s record is worse
than the corresponding period under the previous
government.
If government members want people to give any
credibility whatsoever to their commitment to have
Parliament sit more often, and in particular to sit for
more than 50 days a year, then they need to start getting
their act together and call the Parliament to meet more
often, rather than simply gagging bills through this
place, cutting members’ speaking times down to 10 or
15 minutes on most bills, whizzing through legislation
with as little scrutiny and as little opportunity for
comment as possible, and then adjourning the
Parliament.
Ms Pike — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, my
understanding is that we are currently debating the
parliamentary appropriation bill. While I understand
that the member for Box Hill is trying to draw some
connection with an appropriation for Legislative
Council sitting times, I believe he is now straying far
beyond the scope of this bill into matters that are
entirely irrelevant. I ask you, Acting Speaker, to draw
him back to the purpose of this debate.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The debate is currently on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, and the member for Box
Hill is within his rights to be discussing sitting days and
the funding of Parliament around that, so I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr CLARK — Thank you for your ruling, Acting
Speaker. The point of order shows the sensitivity of the
government and the fact that it simply does not want to
be held accountable and judged for what is being
achieved with the money that is being spent on
Parliament. Nor does it want to be held accountable for
how well this Parliament performs during the period in
which it has the numbers to control most of what we
do. As I say, the present government really needs to
schedule more sitting days in order to live up to its
promise and maintain its accountability to this
Parliament.
I will move on to some other aspects of the bill. I
should make the point that we continue to welcome the
fact that the Auditor-General is an officer of the
Parliament, a situation that was established under the
previous government and continued by this
government. The appropriation for the Auditor-General
would seem to have fallen — in fact the formal
appropriation for the Auditor-General has fallen —
from $23 069 000 from the current year down to
$10 403 000 for 2004–05. However, this does not
amount to a reduction in the real level of resourcing for
the Auditor-General, because the difference is to be
made up by the fact that the Auditor-General will be
authorised to have provided to him as an annotated
appropriation the fee revenue that is paid in relation to
at least some of the audits that he conducts.
The merits of this may be debated. The important
aspect is that if this arrangement is to continue, then we
need to make sure that there is an objective standard for
the way in which the Auditor-General’s fees are
assessed. Clearly, if the Auditor-General derives the
income raised from the fees that the Auditor-General
charges to departments and statutory authorities for the
conduct of certain audits there should not be the
temptation or the facility for those fees simply to be
increased in order to add to the resourcing available to
the Auditor-General’s office. There is that potential for
conflict of interest.
I am sure the Auditor-General is well aware of that and
intends to take measures as best he can to ensure that it
does not happen, but I think it is important that the way
in which fees are to be determined by the
Auditor-General and imposed on departments and
statutory authorities needs to have some objective basis
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so that in the end if there is some question as to the
level of those fees it can be assessed by reference to
objective criteria and not be simply within the scope of
the Auditor-General to specify what the fees should be.
More broadly, bills such as this raise the question of the
role and accountability of Parliament, because when we
judge the appropriation we need to judge it by reference
to the ends which it is intended to achieve. The role of
Parliament in a modern democracy is a vexed question
which often attracts comment, debate and a degree of
concern. Some of the concern arises from the fact that
in the broader community while there is a general
recognition of the role of Parliament and general
expectations as to what Parliament should do, there is
not a lot of focus on exactly how Parliament goes about
performing its role and exactly what the dynamics are
of the various institutions within the modern form of
the Westminster system. Indeed it has to be
acknowledged that out in the broader community the
Parliament, government and politicians in general are
not held in very high regard.
What is the role of the Parliament in a modern
Westminster democracy, particularly when the
government of the day is formed on party lines and
when therefore the government of the day can generally
rely on a majority in the Parliament? As you will
remember, Acting Speaker, that is not always the case,
but generally it is. That means the role of the Parliament
is to hold the government of the day to account. It is
also to provide a forum for the government of the day
to explain and justify its conduct to the broader
community, and to provide a forum in which public
issues generally can be canvassed.
We debated a lot of those aspects in recent times during
the debate on the new standing orders, and I certainly
do not want to go over everything that has been said.
However, I make the point that we as a Parliament are
missing a lot of opportunities to do things better. In
presenting the opposition’s reply to the main budget
just recently it was brought home to me how difficult it
is for this Parliament to have a debate on financial
issues when it is not possible for members, for example,
to make a PowerPoint presentation of their case to the
chamber. There is no facility for members to distribute
documents to the Parliament to which they wish to refer
prior to the debate. There is no provision for the
incorporation of hyperlinks or other cross references to
documents into Hansard. In other words, we are using
basically the same techniques for debate and
consideration as were used back in the 18th and
19th centuries — indeed before then — in times when
none of the modern aids to communication and debate
were available.
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Our parliamentary debate is not even streamed in audio
form to the Internet. It is difficult for members of the
public to feel they play any role in how the
parliamentary debate operates. There is no capacity for
members of the public to make submissions as a matter
of course to parliamentary committees on legislation
before it is debated. There is no provision for us to have
a consideration in another chamber — in the way the
commonwealth Parliament does — where perhaps a
less formal, more interactive style for exchange of
information could take place. There are a lot of
shortcomings in the way we do things in this
Parliament. We have not taken advantage of the
technological opportunities available, but we also have
not really thought through how we can best perform our
function in serving the community, given the changed
dynamics of government and Parliament, the changed
demands on people’s time and the changed level of
interest the public has in taking part in the democratic
process.
It is interesting to reflect on attitudes to democracy
100 years ago or so when the packed public meeting
was one of the key vehicles for political debate, and
when it was not unusual for the politicians at public
meetings to speak for 2 hours or more to a very large
audience. I think those of us who still hold annual
public meetings these days find, first of all, that the
attendance is not so great and, secondly, that one could
never hope to hold the attention of an audience for
2 hours. That may be considered to be a reflection on
the calibre of the speakers, but I think it reflects more
that life is very compacted these days and people do not
have the same time to devote to such matters; and
unfortunately, as I said, in a sense I think there is not as
much interest in the detail of the parliamentary system.
Again that is reflected in the amount of media coverage
that is given to the proceedings in this place and in the
federal Parliament compared with the amount of media
column inches that were devoted 100 or so years ago.
Where all of that leads to is that we have to compress a
lot into a tighter space. Beneath that compression at the
peak we need to allow opportunity for the detail that
has to be dropped due to the compressions to be
examined and canvassed more thoroughly in other
forums. That is one of the key aspect that is missing
from the Parliament and the way we operate at present.
Each year when we deal with these appropriation bills
we should take the opportunity to consider and reflect
on some of these broader issues. This spills over into
the way we account in the budget papers for what we
do. I refer in particular to the various performance
measures included in budget paper 3. My concern is
that the level, range and quality of those performance
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measures has been dropping off considerably over
recent years.
Members in this place know from their direct personal
experience that the officers and staff of the Parliament
do a pretty good job on relatively limited resources. We
know in particular that our library and Hansard service
deliver a very high standard of information and
reporting to us. We know of the dedication the staff that
support us in this chamber bring to the job and the care
and attention that they provide. We know of the roles of
the various divisions of the joint parliamentary services.
It is one thing for us to know that, but another thing for
us to demonstrate that to the public. Just as we expect
accountability of government to the Parliament and to
the people through adequate disclosure of performance
measures, we need to be accountable to the public and
demonstrate that the performance measures that are
included in the budget papers on behalf of the
Parliament show exactly what we are achieving with
the public money that is entrusted to us. It is therefore
regrettable that the range of performance measures in
the budget papers has been slimmed down
progressively over the years.
One can draw a contrast to what was in the budget
estimates document of 2000–01, budget paper 3 at
pages 389 and following, with what is in the
corresponding provisions in budget paper 3 for 2004–05
at pages 250 and following. By way of initial example I
take what is provided as the performance measures of the
Legislative Assembly. I have to say that the performance
measures of the Legislative Assembly now give very
little information indeed about what the Assembly does
in relation to the quantity of what we do. We have two
quantity measures: ‘procedural references updated
biannually’, which has had a constant target and
expected and actual outcomes of two per year; and
‘security audit requirements met each year’, which is
also two per year. That is not exactly informative of the
quantity of what we do in this place.
In terms of quality, we have ‘bills and amendments
processed accurately through all relevant stages —
100 per cent’. That is a reflection of the dedication and
ability of the clerks and their support staff. However, it
is not informative to the public, nor is it informative to
say that we have a 100 per cent success rate in meeting
constitutional, parliamentary and statutory
requirements. We have a reference to ‘member
satisfaction with accuracy and timeliness of advice’, for
which the target is 80 per cent and the expected
outcome is 95 per cent. I would have thought that
generally members are very satisfied with the accuracy
and timeliness of advice, but it is a very subjective
measure and I do not know how it is measured.
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Similarly, ‘visitor satisfaction with service quality in
relation to tours of Parliament’ has a constant target and
an actual rate of 80 per cent. I have to say that is quite a
nebulous measure. Under the heading ‘Timeliness’ we
have a measure of ‘house documents tabled within time
guidelines’ ranging between 90 and 95 per cent. That
would seem to reflect more on the delivery of the
documents to Parliament by the government than on the
performance of the Assembly, and we have a target and
expected rate of 98 per cent for ‘parliamentary
documents available one day after sitting day’.
As I say, this gives the public very little indication about
what we do or what we achieve. Since the 2000–01
budget papers we have seen measures disappear such as
the number of house-related documents that are
produced, the number of papers tabled, the number of
questions processed, the number of bills and
amendments processed and the number of visitors
received. We have seen disappear from the budget
papers figures on the breakdown of the output groups in
terms of cost: the employee-related expenses, purchases,
supplies and services and the capital assets charge — all
of that information has disappeared. I have to say even
what was there back in 2000–01 left considerable room
for improvement.
For example, why are we not disclosing the number of
sitting days of the Parliament? Why are we not
disclosing the number of speeches made? I dread to
suggest that we should have some indicator of the
quality of speeches made because it would be a highly
subjective issue and difficult to measure. I would not be
sure of the judgment that would be passed on it. But we
should be able to measure, report and be accountable on
both the quantity and quality of what we do in this
place.
We have to be conscious of the fact that the sheer act of
measuring can impose a burden. We certainly do not
want the requirement to take measures imposed on our
staff in the Assembly chamber, the library or anywhere
else that distracts them from doing their job to an
unreasonable extent, but to the extent that we can
undertake to measure and be accountable we should be
doing so. For example, in relation to Hansard, why do
the measures not show the number of pages of Hansard
produced for the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council or the number of pages of Hansard
produced for parliamentary committees?
Why are we not reporting on the number of visitors to
the parliamentary library — if it is feasible to measure
that — or the number of new books acquired by the
library, the subscription services it subscribes to, the
number of periodicals and papers, and measures of the
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Internet-based information services that the library
provides to members, which are so valuable and so
effective and a demonstration of what Parliament can
do when we put our minds to moving with the times?
In relation to joint services, again we have some pretty
banal measures of what is being achieved in what is
now called the Department of Parliamentary Services.
We have measures, for example, in the processing of
payroll. We have a measure of ‘payroll entries
processed without error’ — the expected actual is set at
95 per cent. In terms of processing payroll entries, to
say that one payroll entry in 20 is defective is a bit
concerning.
Mr Walsh — Especially if it is yours.
Mr CLARK — Yes, as the Deputy Leader of The
National’s remarks, if it is one’s own, it is particularly
concerning. We have the measure of ‘fully resourced
electorate offices outside of the parliamentary precinct’.
Believe it or not the number is 132, it has been 132 and it
remains at 132 — and I am sure it will continue to be 132
as long as we have 132 members of Parliament — —
Mr Loney interjected.
Mr CLARK — I give thanks to the member for
Lara for pointing out that it will drop to 128 after 2006,
and he is absolutely right on that score, but I think the
member for Lara will agree with me that when the
number of electorate offices is set to the number of
members of Parliament, it is not an informative
measure of what the support services actually achieve.
The information and accountability of what we are
doing has been shrinking over the years when it should
have been getting better over the years. We in this
Parliament need to lead by example in demonstrating
that we can be accountable to the public and, once we
are accountable, that we are performing to an
acceptable or better standard.
In conclusion, as I said at the outset the bill does in
large measure continue the status quo. At the same time
the bill and the budget papers reflect some striking
areas in which there is room for significant
improvement on the part of the Parliament, not so much
in the way that internally those who support us and
those who deliver the services conduct themselves —
because as I said we know from our own first-hand
experience that generally we are supported very well —
but in terms of demonstrating to the broader public
what we do with our resources and more importantly
demonstrating to the public that we in this Parliament
continue to perform a valuable role as the cornerstone
of the Westminster system of democracy.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
Before calling the Deputy Leader of the National Party,
I refer to the point of order regarding standing order 91
raised by the honourable member for Box Hill before
his presentation. I referred that to the Speaker and the
clerks, and the advice that has come back is that, as the
honourable member for Box Hill pointed out, the
appropriation bill must contain a schedule which
includes the same division, subdivisions and items that
are used in the Treasurer’s annual estimates of
expenditure.
The Treasurer’s annual estimates of expenditure are
referred to the Governor for appropriation; that
schedule is contained in the response from the
Governor and is the same as what is contained within
the Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, which
is being debated at the moment.
The advice from the Speaker is that the bill is consistent
with standing order 91.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — In joining the debate
on the Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill it is
important that all members of Parliament reflect on
their performance as part of this Parliament. We are
appropriating quite a substantial sum of money today to
run the Parliament, and we have a responsibility as
members of Parliament to make sure that we fulfil our
obligation to ensure that the community of Victoria gets
value out of that money.
In recent times there has been a growing trend in the
disturbing public perceptions of politicians and the
roles that they fill in life. A recent survey published by
Monash University does not rate the public’s perception
of politicians very highly. We are appropriating a
substantial amount of money, and we need to make
sure that we fulfil the community’s expectations of our
obligations. I would like to see us work hard to raise the
community’s acknowledgment of the important role
that we have in society.
Recently most members of Parliament would have
attended an Anzac Day service and would have
reflected on the sacrifices that our forefathers and
foremothers made during the wars that this nation has
fought. What we have here in a democracy is
something that continually has to be earned. We as
politicians need to ensure that we continue to earn our
right to be in this place and represent the community of
Victoria.
We have excellent staff in the parliamentary system. I am
continually amazed at the way Hansard performs — —
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Mr Hulls — They fix up your speeches!
Mr WALSH — They do. When you hear some of
the contributions in this house and then you read them
the next day, Hansard performs almost magic at times
to produce what it does.
In appropriating money and talking about the bill, we
need to acknowledge the excellent service that we as
politicians have in here. The previous speaker
mentioned the library — a fantastic resource for us all
to use — but we do not acknowledge widely enough
the services that are available there.
The people who support us in our roles as
parliamentarians provide an excellent service, but have
we lived up to the public’s expectations? It was sad to
see the press coverage we received recently when a bill
could not be passed because someone had gone home
early. That was a very sad day for the Victorian
Parliament; it lowered the community’s perceptions of
our performance in this place.
We have heard from the previous speaker about the
number of sitting days that we have in this place.
Speaking on behalf of The Nationals I would much
sooner see us have more sitting days and less late
nights. We have done a lot of work on this — I notice
the Minister for WorkCover is at the table — and spent
a lot of time in this place talking about occupational
health and safety issues in other industries. If we
seriously had a look at our own time frames and our
own driving distances we would find that in any other
industry they would be considered to be non-compliant.
It would be worth reconsidering having more sitting
days and more sensible hours.
We heard a fanfare about making Parliament more
family friendly. It must have been very, very unfriendly
before if what we have now is actually family friendly.
Most of the members of The Nationals have
somewhere between a 21/2 and a 41/2-hour drive to get
home from Parliament when we finish for the week. If
we have been in this place until midnight every night
and then have that long drive home on a Thursday
night, in most other industries it would not be
acceptable. We recently dealt with legislation on
driving hours for truck drivers; I do not think we would
comply with those sorts of hours if we put that
discipline on ourselves.
In appropriating the amount of money that we are
dealing with at the moment and in reflecting on our
performance as a Parliament and our standing in the
community as politicians, every member needs to
spend a few moments to think about the fact that this
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debate is not just about the amount of money that we
are appropriating, it is actually about the value that we
give back to the community for that money.
Turning to the bill, clause 3(2) deals with appropriating
extra moneys where there is an increase in salaries and
related costs because of acts or determinations of this
Parliament. One of the things that concerns The
Nationals is that we have had a reduction in our staffing
entitlements as an economy measure to cover a
blow-out in other costs, as I understand it. The
presiding officers made that determination. If we are
going to have an effective Parliament with an effective
opposition that scrutinises the government and makes
sure that it does the best by all Victorians, we need the
resources to do that.
If opposition parties — and everyone has their turn in
opposition sooner or later — do not have the resources
to scrutinise the government, then Victoria will be the
lesser for it. No government, if it is doing its job, should
be afraid of scrutiny. We have some concerns about the
management of the money we are appropriating, in that
the presiding officers are reducing some staff
entitlements, which will reduce the effectiveness of the
opposition to hold the government accountable into the
future.
It was not until we had a briefing on this bill that we
understood it. I understand the appropriation for the
Auditor-General’s office has an exemption under
section 29 so that the receipts that are received by the
Auditor-General are retained to offset expenses instead
of having it all appropriated under this bill as
previously. We are assured by the people who briefed
us on this bill that that in no way risks compromising
the Auditor-General, but when members first read the
papers and the bill, they will see it is not set out very
clearly.
We have had constant debates in this place over many
years about the role and independence of the
Auditor-General. That should have been better clarified
so that everyone could go away from this place after the
passing of this bill with a clear picture in their minds of
the changes to the way the receipts are to be received
and retained against expenses, instead of being included
in state revenue and then appropriated out again, as they
were originally. Everyone should be able to go away
with a clear understanding that this in no way has the
potential to compromise the independence of the
Auditor-General.
We have heard a lot about the previous government, but
the issue of bringing the Auditor-General under the
control of Parliament instead of the Department of
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Premier and Cabinet was an important signal about
maintaining the independence of the office. We all
appreciate the work of the Auditor-General and the
reports he produces. No-one should be above the
scrutiny of the Auditor-General.
In talking about cutting costs and staff entitlements, it is
interesting to note the number of government members
who are on some form of higher salary for their
parliamentary duties with a committee or for their roles
as parliamentary secretaries, and under this government
that number has increased compared with the previous
Parliament.
I have spoken about the role of politicians and the
Parliament and about making sure we do a good job. A
strong emphasis needs to be put on making sure those
committees produce something worth while. A lot of
them do, but they are expensive to run, particularly
those committees that travel overseas. We need to make
sure that we are accountable and we produce something
worth while for the community. It is not about someone
having a July trip to the northern hemisphere just to get
away from Melbourne’s cold winter!
The National Party supports the bill, with the
qualifications I referred to about people needing to
understand that the Auditor-General is now funded
differently. It is not only about appropriating money to
run the Parliament, it is about providing valuable time
for everyone who sits in this place to reflect on their
performance and the message they give to the wider
community. Respect from the wider community needs
to be earned in here. It is not a right, it is a privilege we
have to earn.
Mr LONEY (Lara) — I welcome the opportunity to
speak on the Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005)
Bill. I commence by briefly referring to some issues
raised by the previous speakers. The member for Box
Hill in his opening referred to page 250 of budget
paper 3 and to the sentence:
The following section provides details of the outputs to be
provided to government, including performance measures and
costs for each output.

I must admit that in a mild way this could be read to be
impinging on the independence of the Parliament and
the way it conducts itself and its relationship with the
government. I point out to the member for Box Hill two
things in relation to this. Firstly, I understand his point,
but I say to him that I do not believe there is anything
malevolent about this sentence. I point out for his
interest, because my memory is that in 1999 he was the
parliamentary secretary to the Treasurer, a quote from
the 1999–2000 budget papers:
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The following section provides details of the outputs to be
provided to government, including their performance
measures and the cost for each output group.

The sentence is the same and has been included for
some time. Notwithstanding that, I am happy to say in
passing that perhaps it is not the most appropriate
wording, but I think the member will accept that this is
not some malevolent act by this government.
A few comments have been made about the number of
sitting days of the Parliament. I point out that the
Bracks government, prior to its election, promised a
minimum number of sitting days, which was an
extension of the previous sittings. To my memory that
commitment has been meet on each occasion other than
in the election year. We can argue at times about the
number of sitting days, but some credence should be
paid to that.
Both speakers raised the appropriation for the
Auditor-General. This is an important issue, and I make
two comments about it. I note the comment by the
member for Box Hill that while there may appear to be
a reduction there is in fact no real reduction in the
Auditor-General’s appropriation when one takes into
account the way in which he raises income for his
office. I also note, in response to the member for Swan
Hill, that as part of the arrangements for the
Auditor-General’s budget these days, the draft budget is
presented to the parliamentary Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, which looks at it and inquires
into its appropriateness. The committee is in a position,
should it wish to do so, to make comment to the
Treasurer or to the Parliament if it believes it not to be
appropriate. I am not aware that the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, of which the member for
Box Hill is still a member, has made any such comment
in relation to the Auditor-General.
The member for Box Hill spoke about performance
measures. Being a former chair of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, this is an area in which I also
have some interest. For a number of years many of us
have argued that the performance measures included in
budget papers, for at least the last decade, have not been
as appropriate and meaningful as they might be. We
have seen improvement in performance measures in a
number of areas, but there is still room for further
improvement, and we should be saying the same thing
about the parliamentary performance measures.
Over the last few years we have seen the state of
parliamentary accounts improve. That is not to say
there is not scope for further improvement, but the trend
is positive. Speaking as a previous chairman of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, I think the
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member for Box Hill is right to keep raising the issue of
the adequacy of performance measures in all of these
areas. They are important both to the Parliament and to
the public.
My own personal favourite is the budget output group
of a previous Treasurer — I will not mention who — in
which he demanded, judging by the targets in his output
group, that his budget needed to be only 80 per cent
correct and 80 per cent on time and that his budget
needed to be only 80 per cent complete! Sometimes
these performance measures have a way of
embarrassing people, because they have not looked at
them appropriately.
I note that that the annual appropriation for the
Parliament this year seems to have fallen by around
$8 million — or 10 per cent — on the previous year
and that there has been a rearrangement in the way
funding has been allocated. There is of course one area
that is the major contributor to that, and that is the
budget for the Auditor-General which was previously
mentioned. If one simply looked at the bottom line one
would say there had been a reduction in funding, but
that is not the case in relation to that part of the budget
that is applied to the services for the Parliament. As I
say, there has been a rearrangement in the way funding
has been allocated, and there are now only four line
items or four output groups for the Parliament, plus of
course the Auditor-General. They are: the Legislative
Council, the Legislative Assembly, the parliamentary
investigatory committees and the Joint Services
Department.
Before turning to some of the specific provisions of this
budget I will comment on a number of initiatives that
were completed during the last budget period. The first
and most obvious is the security upgrade of Parliament
which has been carried out. We now have metal
detectors, a higher level of screening of visitors entering
the Parliament, and things of this nature. This is
reflective of the fact that this level of security is now a
fact of life, and it should be noted that further attention
will be paid to security issues into the future. Security,
unfortunately in some ways, has to be a priority of
places such as this.
Another fairly obvious initiative is the opening up of
the Parliament to the public in a much greater way. The
dining room is now more open to the public to come
into, and of course we have had the advent of the tours
and high teas which have also been introduced into the
Parliament somewhat successfully, as I am advised by
the catering department.
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Last year, as members of Parliament will know, there
was some reporting on information technology by the
Auditor-General after the last debate on parliamentary
appropriations. I will say in relation to that that the
Parliament has found the Auditor-General’s report very
useful in refining the systems. All recommendations
from the Auditor-General’s report have now been
adopted, and that is an important thing to note. As a
result of that, the information technology unit has now
been reorganised. Something we should be proud of in
this place is the fact that following that reorganisation
the unit has now become a recognised model for help
desks, and it is being visited regularly by both private
and public-sector organisations seeking to have a look
at the way things are done here.
A number of structural changes have occurred in the
Parliament, the most notable of which — it has been
commented on by the member for Box Hill — is the
grouping of three departments, the Parliamentary
Library, Parliamentary Debates and Joint Services —
into a single administrative unit, the Department of
Parliamentary Services, which will have an oversight
role. It is important to note that this is a single
administrative unit and that the three departments will
continue to operate and provide their services in much
the same manner as they have consistently provided
their services over the years. But there will now be an
administrative oversight role by a single parliamentary
services department under the newly appointed
secretary, Stephen O’Kane.
We have also moved to a One Parliament model of
administration which puts in place single-line
management reporting to the Presiding Officers, which
is in line with modern parliamentary practice. The
purpose of this is to maintain the rigorous independence
of the two chambers, as should be done, while
providing administrative support in a more efficient and
effective manner.
One of the other things that members may not have
noticed is that during the last year Parliament applied
for and obtained a liquor licence for the first time in
140-odd years.
Mr Hulls — Take us through the history.
Mr LONEY — Year by year?
One of the by-products of this is that it actually enables
staff to participate in training courses for the
responsible service of liquor. It aligns the Parliament
with other institutions in the community, and it also
places out there a public view of Parliament — a
comment was made about that — that we come under
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the same requirements in things like liquor licensing as
the rest of the community.
We have seen staff training approached in a much more
structured way and with the great involvement and
cooperation of our staff. Parliamentary committees
have continued their work, and that has been
commented on at some length by both previous
speakers. We all know the importance of parliamentary
committees to this place.
Over the last 12 months Parliament has developed a full
business plan for the whole of Parliament and not for
the five individual departments. This is in line with
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
recommendations going back to 1997. That is a
welcome initiative by the Parliament, and that business
plan will of course be used to support requests for
funding for initiatives on behalf of the Parliament.
There are a couple of initiatives worth commenting on
in this budget. There is of course the planning for the
150th anniversary in 2006 of democratic government in
Victoria — a major milestone for Victoria and one that
we should make sure is properly commemorated. It is
interesting to note, as I was saying to the Speaker last
night, that on the 100th anniversary in 1956 we had the
Olympic Games, and in 2006 we will have the
Commonwealth Games — almost by design.
More funding has been allocated in this budget as a
result of the Legislative Council sitting extra hours, and
that has been commented on as well.
The efficient working of Parliament depends on many
people, and I will put on record the thanks of members
of Parliament who are served by these people to those
various groups: the attendants, cleaners, maintenance
workers and gardeners around this place, who do a
wonderful job; the library staff, who are the backbone
of many of the speeches made in this place; the
Hansard reporters from Parliamentary Debates, and
many comments are made about how much we rely on
them to tidy up the things we have had to say in here,
and indeed they do a wonderful job of it; the catering
department, which has undergone great change over
recent times, including changes to presentation and
changes to the menu in the Parliament — it is all first
class; and I mentioned the IT help desk before, and
given the trials and tribulations they have been through
and where they have got to now, the fact that they are
regarded as a model by many parts of the business and
public sectors is a great achievement by them.
I would like to finally convey our gratitude to the
parliamentary procedures groups; our clerks, the
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Serjeant-at-Arms and his staff and the staff in the table
office and the procedures office. All of those people
make sure that this Parliament is indeed an efficient
place, and without them we would not be able to do our
jobs in the manner that we can.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I am pleased to be
able to join the debate on the Appropriation (Parliament
2004/2005) Bill. Given all the changes that have been
made to procedures, standing orders and everything
else in this Parliament, it is a delight to do this. We have
still got a separate bill for Parliament and this has not
been folded into the general appropriation bill. It
enables members to be able to make some remarks
relating to this place, to comment upon some of the
things that have happened and some of the things that
we would like to see happen around this Parliament.
I have a few points I want to make and I will start with
the building itself. This historic building, which has
never been completed, has been a subject of comment
over the years by various members. There have been
attempts by a number of speakers and at least one
government to address that issue. Finishing this
building is important for this state and for the future. I
would like to see this government take some steps in
this direction. Both the north and the south wings have
not been built. While they have not been built, this
Parliament has grown in size. As a result, various
functions of the Parliament are spread up and down
Spring Street. There are committees meeting down the
south end of Spring Street, over the road there is the
parliamentary services department, and out the back we
still have the chook shed — that temporary building
that was put up 30 or 40 years ago — and despite the
fact that it has had a coat of paint put on it and there are
lights around it, it is still a blot on the garden as far as I
am concerned.
Ms Barker — It is a great place to be!
Mr COOPER — It might be a great place to be, but
it is still a blot on the gardens! The gardens would be
significantly enhanced if that structure were pulled
down and sent to the tip.
We have that responsibility to the entire community to
start, at the very least, some process with regard to the
completion of this building. We also have a
responsibility to the taxpayers of this state with regard
to the costs in time and money that comes from not
being able to conduct the business of this Parliament
within the one building. It is something that needs to be
addressed, and I would like the government to do
something about it. The vast majority of the members
of Parliament will not be around to participate in any
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completion project, but the time is well overdue for it to
start.
With regard to the bill itself, I attended a briefing
yesterday with the member for Box Hill and the
Honourable Bill Forwood from the other place and
discovered some interesting things. Some of them have
been touched on by others speakers; by the member for
Box Hill in particular and also by the member for Lara.
I wanted to start with the Office of the Auditor-General,
which now comes under the parliamentary
appropriation bill, and this is an appropriate thing to
happen. As the member for Lara said, if you look at the
base figures you would ask, ‘What on earth is going
on?’. Last year in the 2003–04 budget, the
Auditor-General’s budget was $23.069 million and this
year it is $10.403 million. One would have to ask
whether we are cutting funds to the Auditor-General.
That is not so.
The reality is that for the first time the Auditor-General
is going to be able to keep receipts and fees that he
receives from audits that he carries out for various
organisations. I am informed that those receipts will be
of the order of some $14 million in the coming
financial year, which would mean that the total amount
of money that the Auditor-General is going to receive
will go up from $23 million to $24 million in round
terms.
That is fine; that would certainly seem to be keeping up
with the additional costs, and perhaps additional
responsibilities taken on by the Auditor-General. But
the point I want to make is that this demonstrates a
form of hypothecation. Hypothecation is something that
I have discussed with various treasurers over a number
of years.
Mr Hulls — They have all said the same thing, I
bet.
Mr COOPER — No matter what their political
colour is and no matter what their views were before
they became Treasurer, as the Attorney-General says,
once they become Treasurer the black cabinet gets at
them and they say, ‘No way, Jose, will there be
hypothecation’. I can understand that argument;
however, it appears that we now have hypothecation
being applauded and approved by the government with
regard to the Auditor-General. In the past the moneys
the Auditor-General has received from conducting
audits have gone into consolidated revenue, and the
Auditor-General has been dependent upon whatever
money is allocated to his department in the annual
appropriations. Now less than 50 per cent of the
Auditor-General’s appropriations will be allocated
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under that system; the remainder of his department’s
income will be in the hands of the Auditor-General
himself.
I do not have any big arguments about the
commercialisation of the Auditor-General’s office,
because that is what it is. I do not have a problem with
that at all, but I want to make the point that you cannot
be, as somebody once said, a little bit pregnant. If you
are going to accept an argument for hypothecation in
one area of government, it certainly opens the door for
hypothecation in other areas of government. To give an
example of this, this government has opened up
hypothecation in one other area, and that is — and this
is just to demonstrate my point — the public transport
area. The franchised companies running the tram and
train services are now going to be able to be rewarded
with a section of the fines that are imposed on people
who do not have tickets.
This argument was put at the time public transport
operations were franchised, but it was rejected by the
government because it was felt that would reward the
activities of those dealing with people who had not paid
fares and would be seen to be an incentive for them to
go out and grab hold of those people rather than
encouraging them to pay fares. There are some dangers
in this approach, and whilst I do not believe there
would be a danger that would flow through to the
Auditor-General, nevertheless we are now seeing that
hypothecation is becoming very much an acceptable
issue within government. I will be interested to see the
development of hypothecation into other areas of
government in coming years.
I turn now to parliamentary services and the joining
together, the folding in if you like, of several
departments into one, to be known as the Department of
Parliamentary Services. The member for Lara
mentioned, and also the member for Box Hill, that the
separate departments of the Parliamentary Library,
Parliamentary Debates and Joint Services have now
been folded together into one department under the title
of the Department of Parliamentary Services. In this
coming financial year this department has an allocation
of $51 million, which is a lot of money. Of course one
has to look at the services that are being provided and
look at the detail to understand whether or not that
amount is an excessive amount, an insufficient amount
or what. The fact is that the information provided to
members is not sufficient for them to be able to make
that judgment. I would like to see far more information
made available so that we can make some judgments on
what this new, enlarged Department of Parliamentary
Services is doing and where the money is actually
going.
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One area where I think there will be a need or a demand
for increased funding is information technology
services. In particular I want to concentrate on what the
help desk is doing at the moment with regard to
Parlynet, because it is under a major attack from
viruses, as all computer systems are now. The virus
spread is absolutely enormous. I am sure all members
in this place have noted that when they open their email
program they are getting emails that seem to be from
members of Parliament but which in fact are dodgy;
they are spoofing emails. Yesterday the member for
Box Hill emailed a response to an email I had sent and
said that because I had put a particular thing in the
subject line he had thought it was a spoof email rather
than a genuine email. We are all getting those, and there
are significant dangers in all of that, not the least of
which is the spreading of viruses throughout the
parliamentary computer system.
Parliamentary services and the information technology
area, and the help desk in particular, are doing a
fantastic job in protecting the Parlynet system, but they
are under enormous pressure. There is no doubt in my
mind that that pressure will increase dramatically,
therefore the associated costs will increase dramatically
as well. I hope there is capacity within this budget to
deal with the increased pressures that IT services are
going to be under. Perhaps this will require additional
personnel or additional equipment. I do not know; I am
not expert enough in that field to make that judgment.
But one thing is for sure — that is, we do not want to
see the Parlynet system crash, as computer systems in
other enterprises around the world and in Australia
have crashed, because the cost of that happening with
respect to the work that we all do and the officers of
this Parliament do would be significant indeed. It has
only been in a few short years that we have all gone
from having computers and saying, ‘Here are the
computers, aren’t they interesting?’, to now being
totally and utterly dependent upon them. To have clever
viruses circulating that can destroy the system is
something that we should all be very concerned about.
We should compliment the parliamentary IT help desk,
and the IT services in general, and tell them they have
our total support in being able to deal with these
problems in the future.
I hope in that budget of $51 million there is enough
money and flexibility to support information
technology services if they need to have extra personnel
and extra equipment to deal with virus outbreaks, which
will no doubt expand as these lunatics try to destroy IT
systems around the world.
Finally, I want to talk about what the Parliament does in
this house and the other place, particularly with regard
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to the commitments and promises that were made by
the Labor Party on the way Parliament would run.
Those commitments were made back in 1999 under a
heading ‘A more effective Parliament’. I quote from a
Labor Party policy document which states:
Labor will restore the integrity and effectiveness of
Parliament and win back public respect for the political
process.

It went on to say that it was going to introduce a
number of reforms including an increased number of
sitting days, more time for private members bills and
other debates, reasonable family-friendly sitting hours,
televised sittings and access to proceedings through a
state-of-the-art online democracy via the Internet.
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It is a shame because this government has had the
opportunity to do all of those things but has preferred to
walk away. It has preferred to truncate the business of
this Parliament rather than open it up, and that is a
shame for democracy and certainly a shame for the
people of Victoria.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I very much welcome
the opportunity to speak briefly on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2004/2005) Bill because it is an
opportunity to thank the people who greatly assist us in
this place.
Many members previously have referred to the building
itself, and on page 306 of budget paper 3 under the
heading ‘Capital works at Parliament House’ it states:

I do not have enough time to have a good look at all of
those, but I certainly want to touch on every one of
them. The fact is that the government has not kept any
of the promises that it made in the flush of opposition,
with no thought that it would ever have to carry them
out because it probably would not win an election.
Because of the actions of the so-called Independents, it
was shoehorned into government and has now been
there for five years. What have we seen? We certainly
have not seen an increased number of sitting days, as
the member for Box Hill very clearly demonstrated
from the realities of what was promised and what has
occurred. We have seen a decrease in the number of
sitting days from the days of the Kennett government.

It is important to note that because that is what we have
here. There is no doubt that we have a beautiful
building, and it is correct that it has never been finished.
There are needs in this building not only for the
members of Parliament who are here some of the time
but particularly for the staff who are here all of the time.
We have come a long way in bringing the building up
to what you would say is a more acceptable standard
for today.

A promise was made for more time for private
members bills and other debates — what an absolute
joke that turned out to be! There has been not a word
from the government benches about that, and there has
been no time given to private members bills and other
debates. Through the new standing orders and the
sessional orders that proceeded them we have seen a
diminution in the ability of members to be able to stand
up and make meaningful contributions to debate in this
house. There has been a gagging of this Parliament
rather than an opening up of it.

The member for Box Hill talked about the provision of
equipment and technology and again, we have come a
long way in dealing with that. In looking at the building
itself, members of Parliament are here for the sitting
days and that is possibly how the public views the work
of the Parliament, but a lot of work occurs here on a
daily basis throughout the year, not only when we are
here but at all other times. I really think that the staff of
the Parliament do a magnificent job. The building is not
totally the way in which we would probably want it to
be. I commend the staff.

As for reasonable family-friendly hours, that is another
joke. That has not occurred. So this government has not
kept its promise on that at all. As the member for Swan
Hill said, ‘If we are getting family-friendly hours now,
it must have been hell before!’. I can tell him that it is
no better; there has been no change.

When we are here the dining room staff work quite
frantically at times, particularly in the dinner break, and
as the Deputy Speaker said, during the non-sitting
weeks they now prepare high tea for visitors.

We do not have televised sittings, and that was another
government promise. Access to proceedings through a
state-of-the-art online democracy via the Internet is just
something that is off in the wind and will never be seen.
It is just an empty promise that has not been kept.

Parliament House is a heritage building. Funding is provided
to address structural issues associated with uneven floors and
deteriorating ceilings in some areas. Funding will also go
towards replacing obsolete equipment.

Mr Andrews — Paying customers!
Ms BARKER — As the member for Mulgrave
says, they are paying customers. But more importantly,
it brings people into this beautiful building to appreciate
it.
I also thank the library staff. A lot of their work
probably occurs when we are not here. I constantly look
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at the library web site and use it in my work in the
electorate. I know that my electorate staff greatly
appreciate that.
In talking about visitors, we have our wonderful
attendants. Of course I am biased towards the
Legislative Assembly attendants, but I know that the
attendants on the other side — the red side — also work
very hard, not only in the way in which they assist us in
the chamber and in other things that we do, but in their
very capable handling of the many tours that come
through this place. A number of groups come in from
my electorate, particularly schoolchildren, and the
attendants who take the tours are fantastic.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Ms BARKER — As the member for Mulgrave said,
they are just fantastic. I can have grades 5 and 6 from
Oakleigh Primary School, and then I can have a senior
citizens groups in here and while conveying the history
and their knowledge of the building, the attendants
adapt that for the primary school or the senior citizens
group or other people, and are able to engage them in
talking about the history of the building. Here in the
Legislative Assembly our attendants are very capably
led by Warren Smith, who does a great job.
I think all members would agree that the clerks are
terrific not only for the work in the running of the
Parliament but also in terms of their support of the work
that I am happy to do as an Acting Speaker. They are
Ray Purdey, Marcus Bromley and Liz Choat, our new
Deputy Clerk. The work they do is often not noticed,
but absolutely essential to the running of the
Parliament. I admit that there are many occasions when
I am in the Chair as Acting Speaker, and I think, ‘Do I
have to refer to my book?’, but I know that Ray,
Marcus or Liz will help me — and they do: Our
Serjeant-at-Arms, Gavin Bourke, has a great presence
in this place not only because of his stature but because
he carries the very large mace in and out of the house.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BARKER — You have to be very strong!
The Hansard people are just amazing. They work long
hours, as we do, but again they do a great job.
We have beautiful gardens and areas in this place, and
our garden staff, cleaning staff and maintenance staff
are just terrific.
In conclusion, page 254 of budget paper 3 under the
heading ‘Public Relations and Education’ states:
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Enabling citizen access to parliamentary processes through
publishing key information online; involving young people in
democratic system.

That is very important. At some stage most of us have
come in during non-sitting periods to work as the
Speaker for a Youth Parliament, whether it is the
primary schools’ Parliament that is coming up shortly
or for the secondary students who come in here for their
Parliament. Those educational forums are extremely
important not only in giving them an opportunity to be
in the building but also to participate in a debate
structure which educates them on our democratic
process. Within that public relations and education
process Karen Dowling does a fantastic job.
In conclusion, I note the line item in the budget papers
for the 150th anniversary that is to occur next year. That
brings home the point that I am trying to make: we have
a beautiful building, and our parliamentary procedures
are a mixture of heritage and tradition and what we
need to do in the current day and age. Providing the
appropriate balance between the extent of the capital
works that are needed in this place and what we need to
do to bring our Parliament into the modern era is
sometimes a little difficult, but we are progressing in
that way. I commend the Speaker and the President for
putting together what is necessary for us to do the work
we need to do on an ongoing and sustainable basis.
With those few words, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The Appropriation
(Parliament 2004/2005) Bill is very similar to the bills
introduced in each of the 12 years that I have sat
through debates on them. I have to say that the big
change of importance here is having the
Auditor-General as an officer of the Parliament. That
was actually achieved in the last Parliament but having
that does add a different dimension to this bill before
the Parliament. It is of great importance, and it means
we have to ensure the independence of the
Auditor-General in his role and ensure his
independence not purely from the executive of this
government but from any government. There needs to
be that separation. It is of interest to note that in the past
debates on parliamentary appropriation bills speakers
on both sides have asked for exactly that.
I would like to quote from the Hansard of 14 May 1999
part of a speech by the then member for Sunshine, Ian
Baker. He said:
As for the financial independence of Parliament, it is always
oppositions that talk about parliamentary reform and
governments, whatever their political hue, never seem to
show a great deal of interest. I suggest that the Parliament’s
budget should be separate from that of the executive. The best
way to do that is to have Parliament take its budget before the
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and to establish a
tradition, custom and practice where the PAEC, on which I
sat for many years, reviews the approach made by the
Speaker and the President on behalf of Parliament for funds
so it is completely free from executive domination.

I happened to be on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee with Ian Baker. We discussed this at length,
and it would be a very valuable change to the way the
parliamentary appropriation is dealt with, particularly
now that the funds for the Auditor-General’s office are
part of this appropriation. I go on to quote Ian Baker
again:
Similarly, I suggest that those statutory and independent
watchdogs, the Auditor-General and the Ombudsman, and the
Electoral Commissioner should go to the PAEC with their
proposed budgets.

Again, getting that level of separation is I think well
and truly worth considering.
One issue in this appropriation identified by the
member for Box Hill and the member for Mornington
is the reduction of the appropriation to the
Auditor-General’s office. When you see that it has gone
from $23 000 down to $10 000 you have to accept that
this is made up for by the fact that the receipts that the
Auditor-General now gets can be held by him or by his
office, and that then adds to the income source of the
Auditor-General. But this is very open ended, and an
important point that was made earlier was that although
the Auditor-General’s office is a commercial
operation — and I applaud that move towards the
commercialisation of the Auditor-General’s office — it
should not be a profit-making operation. There will
always be that possibility that the Auditor-General’s
office will seek to maximise its returns, or a tendency
for it to do that, which is not in the best interests of the
role of the Auditor-General.
Having had three to four years on the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, you recognise quite clearly
that there has to be a good working relationship
between the Auditor-General and the clients he is
auditing in order to get the best outcomes from the
Parliament. If those clients believe they are being
charged a fee that is inappropriate to the service the
Auditor-General is giving then that relationship will
break down. It is important to remember that giving the
opportunity for the Auditor-General to retain the
receipts from accounts he or his office audits provides
for that opportunity to occur. It is essential that we
ensure that the Auditor-General’s office never, ever
gets into that situation.
I would like to comment briefly on the committees.
Having served on three committees — the Public
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Accounts and Estimates Committee, the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee and the Road Safety
Committee — with my friend and colleague over the
way the Government Whip, I have to say it is probably
the most satisfying part of the parliamentary procedure,
inasmuch as you are not only getting a good working
relationship with people on both sides of the house but
also doing something from which you can see a
productive outcome. Too often in this place at the end
of the day or the week you can wonder exactly what
you have achieved, but in the committees — and I am
sure, Acting Speaker, you would agree with me from
your experience on committees — you can actually see
something substantial that this Parliament has achieved
through your efforts.
Any suggestion by any party in this Parliament that the
appropriation to those committees should be reduced or
minimised or that the opportunity for those committees
to conduct overseas research be minimised is very, very
short sighted and narrow. I suggest that the work those
committees have done over the years that I have been a
member of Parliament has meant they are one of the
more productive areas of this Parliament. Again I quote
Ian Baker from the same appropriation speech:
One of the best features of parliamentary life for me has been
to work on parliamentary committees, because I have found
that is one of the few places here where one can get some
sense of cooperation and noble intention across the
hard-drawn party lines.

The hard-drawn party lines are there, but you still get
the cooperation and therefore you still get the
achievement.
The other area that is vital in the appropriation to
Parliament is the library. The service that the library
gives to us all is second to none. I have talked to
members in the New South Wales Parliament who have
compared with theirs the service we get through our
parliamentary library. Despite the fact that our
resources might be slightly less, our service is regarded
as one of, if not the best, in Australia. On that basis I
suggest that it is a service that is well and truly worth
the appropriation that it gets.
I will respond briefly to the comment made by the
member for Lara on the relationship between
Parliament and the government. I do not think it is
about the relationship between the Parliament and the
government; I think it is the relationship between the
Parliament and the executive that is important, and that
applies not only to Parliament and the parliamentary
appropriation but to the role of the Auditor-General. It
is essential that we retain that arms-length separation,
and it is also essential that we introduce a system, as
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was suggested by a former member for Sunshine,
which allows for a separation of appropriations so that
the executive cannot hold the purse strings for
Parliament or for the Auditor-General.

building. Clearly conditions in this building are
substandard. If you compare the conditions of this
building as a workplace with those of any other
Parliament in Australia, this one falls well behind.

In respect of sitting times, I accept that there will be
occasions when we need to sit late in order to get the
government’s business program through; but it has
always been a surprise to me to have heard in the past
speeches on the parliamentary appropriation which now
defy the reality of what is happening at the moment in
respect of family-friendly hours. I am glad the member
for Altona, who is also the Minister for Education and
Training, is here at the moment, because I will quote a
little bit of a speech of hers on the Appropriation
(Parliament 1998/99) Bill:

In his last speech in this place, which was on
parliamentary appropriation, the then member for
Sunshine, Ian Baker, suggested that if this place were to
be rebuilt the ministerial offices should be located here
rather than in offices over the road, so that when people
come to visit their ministers they actually come to the
Parliament and it then becomes a place of the people.
Frankly, I think that is a good idea. It is important that
we look at the possibility of rebuilding this place and
completing Parliament House.

As honourable family members will be aware, I have spoken
previously about having a family-friendly Parliament — that
is, a Parliament which actually operates to the benefit of
members and staff who work in this place. I and many
honourable members would like to see improved working
conditions in Parliament which reduce illness and make it a
happier place to work. This week is a good example of the
long sitting hours the house sits.

I understand the difficulty that governments of either
persuasion have. I also understand the justification for
having hours that better meet the needs of those who
work for us in this place — but you cannot have it both
ways. If you are going to promote that, you have to
stick to it. The difficulty is that we have talked about
the number of days, hours or weeks that we have sat
and criticised past governments for the lack of sitting
days and so on, but what we really need to do is sit
more days in order to avoid the late night sittings.
It is of interest to note a comment made in a past debate
on the appropriation for Parliament by the current
Minister for Transport, who is also the manager of
government business:
The government should be providing more parliamentary
time. The Victorian Parliament sits at one of the lowest levels
of parliamentary engagement of any chamber in Australia.
That is not good for Victoria, and it is not good for
democracy.

Those are the words of the minister when he was in
opposition. In fact in his term of office we have sat for
one week less than the absolute minimum for any week
during the Kennett years — so it is a double standard. I
say that if we get to the situation where we need to
restrict the sitting hours, then we must sit for additional
days or weeks and live up to the plea that the Minister
for Transport made in his earlier debate.
The last issue I wish to cover was raised by earlier
speakers, and it is to do with improvements to this

I quote from the parliamentary appropriation debate in
1997, when the current Premier, then in opposition,
said:
I am concerned about the Premier’s —

meaning the past Premier —
personal decision to prevent the refurbishment, development
and extension of Parliament House. I place on record the fact
that the opposition viewed that as an important project for the
future. Democracy would be better served if Parliament
House was a modern and efficient building in which to
work …

He then went on to say:
… members of the opposition and I am sure all members of
Parliament would wish that the project goes ahead … I give
the assurance that a future Labor government would also see
it as an extremely high priority. The building is a significant
place of democracy … ensuring that visitors to and people
working in this building have modern and up-to-date
resources and equipment. That is extremely important.
It is for those reasons that I have placed on record the
opposition’s view to the completion of this building.

In other words, in that speech he supported the
completion of Parliament House and made the promise
that a future Labor government would bring that to
effect. It is important that this actually occur.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I wish to make
a very brief contribution on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2004/2005) Bill. I believe the
Auditor-General and the Parliament would say that this
appropriation is adequate to discharge the duties of the
Attorney-General and his officers, as well as our own
duties.
Twelve months ago when we were debating the
parliamentary appropriation bill we as MPs, along with
the parliamentary departments, were faced with a key
challenge — that famous old IT system. I am pleased
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that as a result of the Auditor-General’s
recommendations and numerous complaints from
members of Parliament, the IT system has improved
dramatically. It was pleasing to hear the Deputy
Speaker comment in his contribution that IT in
Parliament is improving. It has become a site that those
from within our own government and outside are keen
to investigate.
Part of that, or I suggest the vast majority of it, is the
result of the very good recommendations of the
Auditor-General and the fact that the presiding officers
and the Parliament have taken on board and
implemented each of the recommendations.
In just a few minutes I will have the opportunity to
show some people around our magnificent Parliament
house.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms CAMPBELL — They can sing beautifully, and
if the member for Hawthorn likes to come out I am sure
that the children from my Glenroy West Primary
School will personally give him a fantastic rendition of
whatever he wishes — but back to the bill.
I want to pay tribute to everybody who ensures that this
Parliament is maintained to an excellent standard, and
that includes not only the very high standards
maintained within the infrastructure but also the
welcoming attitude to members of the public and the
ways in which our working lives are made as happy as
possible.
Just briefly I also want to pay tribute to all our
electorate officers. I know there will only be a few
members speaking on this bill, so I am sure on behalf of
everybody I pay tribute to our electorate officers, who
work so hard. In my case I particularly acknowledge
Kathleen, Jenny, Kerrie and one person who has been a
volunteer every Thursday for the last eight years — Joe
Mallia.
Others have had the chance to expand upon the
importance of the parliamentary committees in their
contributions. I want to acknowledge in particular the
work of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
executive officer and the staff with whom she works.
She is a wonderful leader and has managed to produce
outstanding reports that are held in high esteem
throughout Australia. It goes further than that, because
the work of the PAEC was acknowledged over
12 months ago by the World Bank and was recently
acknowledged again.
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I pay tribute to Gail Dunston in the parliamentary
library. Members have welcomed the introduction of
the electronic news services. I reflect on the days when
we were in opposition, which were a memorable
experience in one sense, but it is easy now to forget the
volume of work that had to be done. The parliamentary
library fulfils a vital role for the Parliament. It helps all
of us as members of Parliament, and I am sure
members of the opposition are able to obtain wonderful
research from the library which benefits all the citizens
of this state.
Finally, regarding the catering budget, I have noticed
through my work on the PAEC that the subsidy to the
dinning room has been progressively diminished.
Members of the public always say ‘Well done’ when
such a subsidy is diminished. The catering department
has been able to gradually curtail expenses due to the
good management of those involved and the
introduction of very innovative methods to increase the
usage of our catering facilities by members of the
public. With those few words I wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — The member for
Box Hill described this bill in terms of its maintaining
the status quo generally for the Parliament, and I think
that is right, but I want to raise one concern with regard
to the status quo. Pages 250 to 258 of budget paper 3
describe the appropriations for the Parliament, but there
is no reference in detail to the security of the
Parliament. I have raised this matter before. I am very
conscious that efforts have been made over recent years
to upgrade the security provisions in terms of entering
Parliament House. I am also conscious that the
parliamentary security officers are doing a reasonable
job and that the Serjeant-at-Arms, who is responsible
for all that, is trying very hard to upgrade security.
I have spoken in the past about security, and I have
raised the matter with previous Speakers. In particular, I
want to raise the matter of the security of the grounds. I
do not want to go into detail for obvious reasons, but
suffice it to say that the interface between the grounds
and the building — and it is a large building — is an
area where security should be of the highest order. All I
will simply say is that in order to secure this building
and the grounds as I believe they should be secured the
government and the Parliament should be giving
consideration to staffing levels, surveillance levels,
fencing levels and lighting levels.
I note on page 269 of budget paper 3 under the
reference to asset initiatives sourced from the
Department of Treasury and Finance there is a one-line
item on security and counter-terrorism outputs or
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anticipated outputs over the next four years. The
explanation goes to a few particular measures and then
there are the words ‘the enhancement of the security of
Parliament House’. I would simply urge the officers of
the Parliament and others with that responsibility to
look beyond just the building itself — we are all aware
of some of the matters that are going to be addressed
with the building — and look too at the grounds and the
interface between the building and the grounds.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — In summing up, I thank the members for
Box Hill, Swan Hill, Lara, Mornington, Oakleigh,
Benambra, Pascoe Vale and Hawthorn for their
contributions on this bill. The comments that have been
made demonstrate that on many issues we can work in
a bipartisan way. The discussion on this bill has also
demonstrated that we value very much the services of
all of those who work in the Parliament, not just the
members of Parliament. I again thank them for their
contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am very
pleased to be able to contribute briefly to debate on the
budget, and I am particularly proud of the fact that the
budget provides additional assistance to health care
card holders vis-a-vis municipal rate concessions. I
would like to inform the house that local residents in
the City of Whittlesea are very pleased, knowing they
have contributed to the introduction of this initiative.
Last year the senior citizens clubs, individuals in the
electorate and municipalities commenced a campaign
to lobby me and the government regarding the need to
increase the rebate for municipal rates for concession
card holders. I was pleased in November last year to
present to the house a petition containing over 1200
signatures in support of the increase in the rate. This
shows yet again that the government is prepared not
only to listen but to respond where appropriate to
matters that are important to the community. The lifting
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of the municipal rates rebate by $25 represents a
funding boost of $43 million over four years and will
benefit nearly 400 000 pensioner householders in
Victoria. I acknowledge and congratulate the many
residents of the City of Whittlesea who contributed to
lobbying the government and presenting the arguments
for the initiative that is in the budget.
I am also very pleased that the budget has made an
allocation of $14 million to the duplication of Plenty
Road between Centenary Drive, Mill Park, and Bethany
Court, South Morang. This has also been received
enthusiastically by residents who live along that stretch
of Plenty Road. The benefits of the duplication will
extend far beyond that section of Plenty Road; they will
extend deeper north into the City of Whittlesea, which
is one of the five growth corridors under the
Melbourne 2030 policy. It is a fine example again of a
government being prepared to introduce a notable and
significant change in planning direction with
Melbourne 2030 and also matching it with the
necessary infrastructure to make it a success. I am glad
the duplication of Plenty Road is an example of the
government being committed to seeing that the
Melbourne 2030 policy is a success.
We need only look at the growth in the area
immediately surrounding the section of Plenty Road to
be duplicated to see that growth is moving at a very
rapid pace. The City of Whittlesea is about to approve
an application for a planning permit for a facility with
120 beds and 28 private residential units adjacent to the
new South Morang Country Fire Authority station. The
station is another great initiative of the government, and
the South Morang CFA officers are finding their new
accommodation more than satisfactory. They are very
pleased with the outcome. Residential subdivisions
totalling more than 3000 allotments are currently before
the council, not to mention the strength of the
continuing growth in the new growth suburbs at the
northern end of the municipality.
I comment briefly on dental health. People know and
appreciate that public dental health is a federal
government responsibility — one only has to look at
the Australian constitution to clearly see that — yet the
federal government has failed time and again, budget
after budget, to contribute funds to public dental health
services. Fortunately the state government has been
prepared to apply remedies to ensure that public dental
health services are able to reach the most needy in our
community. I am also pleased to indicate regarding this
matter that the Minister for Health, through a budget
initiative, announced an allocation of an additional two
dental chairs for the Plenty Valley Community Health
Service valued at $340 000. That will contribute
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significantly to the amelioration of lengthy waiting lists
for public dental treatment in the area. That has been
greatly welcomed in and around my electorate.
I move to the broader issues of health, where the state
government is making amends for errors caused
because the federal government is derelict. Dental
health is but one area where this is the case. The state
government is very committed to the continuing
development of the Northern Hospital. Stage 1 of the
hospital redevelopment and extension will soon be
officially opened and functioning, and we look forward
in our local area to the funding being made available in
future budgets for the second stage of the development.
I am pleased with the health outcomes in and around
the electorate of Mill Park. The most recent statistics on
property prices published by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment show that the median
house price in the municipality of Whittlesea as
$224 000. This figure is well within the limit of
eligibility for the first home buyers cash grant of $5000.
This indicates that a great number of first home buyers
in the municipality will receive the cash grant, if they
have not already received the benefits derived from the
stamp duty exemption which has been extended for
concession card holders. I am pleased to support the
budget.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Given the substantial
time constraints for debate on this bill I will move
rapidly through my two portfolio responsibilities and
also deal with my constituency on matters arising out of
the budget.
In relation to the Attorney-General’s portfolio, it is
welcome news that the government is coming to
understand the significance of DNA testing and the
importance of investing not just in the forensic science
laboratory itself but of providing the 40 extra staff. The
most significant part of the extra staff provision is the
need for scientists. Despite calls from the opposition
and many other people regarding the concerns raised in
the legal profession about the security of DNA
testing — the mix-up with Jaidyn Leske is a case in
point — there is no doubt that DNA is a very important
tool in the administration of justice and the court
system for proving identity. It not only proves identity
but provides those who are innocent with a true
mechanism of demonstrating their innocence.
Accordingly it is welcome, but it a pity that it has taken
a number of years for the government to properly fund
the police forensic laboratory. There has been
considerable public exposure, with magistrates
releasing people charged with serious drug traffic
offences on bail after hearing evidence that the delay in
DNA testing could be as much as two years. There are
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many, many cases that will benefit from this pleasing
result.
I turn to public prosecutions. Parliament passed a bill
early this year regarding the provision of indemnity to
members of the Office of Public Prosecutions staff,
from the Director of Public Prosecutions down. The
opposition supported the bill, but I would have liked to
have a further extension of it to deal with the private
practitioners, particularly members of the Victorian bar,
who appear on behalf of the Director of Public
Prosecutions in trials. It is not an insignificant number,
and certainly a large number of prosecutions are
conducted in this state by members of the Victorian bar.
The Attorney-General indicated that members of the
Office of Public Prosecutions staff properly carry out
their jobs as officers and that is being limited without
their having that indemnity. Similarly that would
logically extend to members of the private bar. It would
seem to make sense to extend the indemnity to the bar
to enable all prosecutions to be conducted in the most
efficient and effective way.
Freedom of information (FOI) is still a difficult issue in
this state. There was an article in yesterday’s Age about
some of the more bizarre rejections on the basis of, for
example, not knowing what a contract was, a
requirement to define the term ‘invoice’, wanting to
know the meaning of a particular document and so
forth. The Attorney-General announced that he may
very well introduce legislation to extend the time limit
for FOI requests from the current 45-day period. I
suggest that that would be completely inconsistent with
his commitment to this house that he would properly
train the departments. Of course that will take
resources, but that is something he committed to. I
would have thought that rather than amending the act,
extending the time and not training the FOI officers —
as was demonstrated in yesterday’s article — the
Attorney-General ought to commit further resources to
ensure all Victorians have access to expeditious FOI
applications.
On the issue of speed cameras, I am somewhat
concerned that following the suggestion that a number
of people may be threatening to sue the government
over the bodgie speed cameras and their severe impact
upon people’s lives — that is, when people lose their
licences they lose jobs — the government, without even
a proper review, would introduce retrospective
legislation to prevent those people from suing. That is
just abhorrent. It should be condemned. In relation to
speed fines, the Monetary Units Bill went through this
place earlier this month. It is a matter of profound
concern that we now have a system in this state
whereby the Treasurer, without any reference to
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Parliament or the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, can increase penalty units and regulation
fees merely by the stroke of a pen. The Treasurer has
written to that committee and suggested that his
intention is to stick to the consumer price index, but as
we have seen with regard to judicial salaries and issues
concerning FOI and the Director of Public
Prosecutions, this government says one thing but does
something completely opposite.
I turn to my own constituency. The single biggest issue
in my patch is not the bats, it is probably the
redevelopment of the Kew Residential Services site. I
and many members of my community have condemned
the development that is going ahead because the
government is not offering choice to the residents. It is
certainly removing a large piece of public open space
that is adjacent to Yarra Bend Park. It proposes to build
an abhorrent high-rise, high-density development on the
Kew Residential Services site, which is completely
inconsistent with my — —
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — High-rise — five storeys. In my
patch that is high-rise, boyo!
The situation regarding Kew Residential Services is
that we still do not have any indication from the
government as to what impact that will have on schools
in my electorate. I am glad that the Minister for
Education and Training is in the house while I am
making this contribution. I have spoken in this place
before about overcrowding at Kew Primary School; I
have had dealings with the minister’s predecessor in
relation to the purchase of land next door to Kew
Residential Services; I have spoken to the current
minister about that matter; and I understand the
budgetary implications. The most important thing is
that we do not have any proposal for what the
government is going to do in relation to schools, given
that Kew Primary School and adjacent schools like
Kew East Primary School are probably overcrowded in
relation to the size of the land they occupy. Despite the
huge number of new home buyers or flat buyers who
will be purchasing accommodation at the Kew
Residential Services development there is no proposal
forthcoming from the government about what it is
going to do about public schooling in that area.
Road management is a significant issue. The use of rat
runs through places like Walpole Street, which I have
spoken about, which is also adjacent to the Kew
Residential Services site, will have an impact on the
local area. Again the government has not proposed any
concrete road management scheme or the way that that
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infrastructure will be addressed in the development.
Turning to roads generally, I recently welcomed the
building of a signalised crossing at the Anniversary
Trail for the benefit of not only two primary schools,
Our Lady of Good Counsel and Deepdene, but also
Bicycle Victoria. That organisation had been in contact
with me, and the local council had been prepared to put
in money some two to three years ago. Indeed it is a
matter I have raised with the member for Burwood on a
number of occasions. Finally the government, after a
very strong and spirited campaign by the local
community, in which I was able to participate in a small
way in this place, will come to the party and the
community will get its crossing some three years after
those overtures were originally made.
Concerning Doncaster Road, there is a profound
concern about the way the tram lines at the Balwyn
Road terminus impact upon the local road. The surface
is very rough, uneven and unsafe. As a result a number
of people have complained about the 1-kilometre
stretch from the North Balwyn Village to the Balwyn
Road terminus. Yarra Trams has upgraded the line all
the way through to the North Balwyn Village, but there
is still a gap of a kilometre that needs to be addressed.
I have raised concerns with the Minister for Transport
about the right-hand-turn lane at Wrixon Street, which
is just adjacent to Carey Grammar. It is a very
dangerous corner. VicRoads tells us that the accident
levels there are not high, but I think one is just waiting
to happen. We should have a right-hand-turn signal
operating there.
I raised the matter of the Bulleen Road overpass with
the Minister for Transport a couple of years ago. He
indicated it was a good idea to have VicRoads officers
assess the area. This was the issue where we had stones
and rocks — at one stage I brought into the house a bolt
about a foot long and about an inch in diameter which
had obviously fallen off a truck or a vehicle — which,
if they had been thrown up somehow, could easily have
gone through the grate on the side of the overpass,
fallen onto the freeway traffic below and caused severe
damage and injury if not death. The minister indicated
that it was a good idea that an assessment be carried
out. Hopefully that assessment has been carried out,
and perhaps not only on Bulleen Road — he indicated
it may have application right across the state.
Noise attenuation fences in my constituency are still an
issue. There are places, particularly in the so-called
Kew Island near Green Acres Golf Club — —
Mr Stensholt interjected.
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Mr McINTOSH — Indeed, as the member for
Burwood says, the fences have been built, but that was
money already committed by the Kennett government.
The problem is that the money that has been spent has
left two big holes. Near the Kew Golf Club and down
near Stradbroke Park large sections of the road are still
open and residents from those areas are still
complaining about the noise.
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — The member for Bentleigh
opposite is a constant interjector when I am on my feet,
and I am grateful for those interjections, because they
bring me back. He is laughing, he is smug. He might be
in government and can look after his constituency, but
all I can do is ask about and raise these matters. I will
continue to do so, and I will do that without fear or
favour.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Kew, without assistance.
Mr McINTOSH — It is certainly a matter of some
interest to me that this government is only interested in
looking after its own electorates.
Land tax is an issue in my electorate not only with
land-holders but also with small business people
particularly who are now being yoked with probably
further increases. Another issue is that of disabilities
and autism in private schools. I am glad the Minister for
Education and Training is in the chamber because it is a
matter I have raised with her in this house. There is
certainly an issue about the way people feel they are
discriminated against as to whether or not they go to a
private school or public school. A number of
headmasters and the Association of Independent
Schools of Victoria have raised this matter with me.
There should be some support for those families.
Ms Kosky interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — I hear the Minister for
Education and Training, which demonstrates she does
not care. She may say more money has been given, but
I am saying this is totally unfair. I raise the example of
constituents of mine who have two children at a private
school. They have a son with autism — and it is Autism
Awareness Week and I am wearing my badge as is the
member for Burwood; I notice the Minister for
Education and Training is not. Perhaps she may not
understand it. I am happy to meet with her and talk
about this matter.
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Ms Kosky interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — You are the one heckling me,
Minister.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Kew, through the Chair.
Mr McINTOSH — I come to the issue of bats. The
government has committed $1.7 million to manage the
bat issue in my electorate. I raised these matters with
the Minister for Environment. I hope some part of that
$1.7 million will answer two important questions for
my local community: what is the sustainable population
of bats, and how will the government control that
sustainable level given the fact that it seems to be
unable to control them in the botanic gardens? The
second issue relates to public health. We all know bats
create a public health concern because of their close
proximity to people, like at Fern Walk. Unlike
Horseshoe Bend, Yarra Bend Park is well used. There
are walking, jogging and cycling trails. Residences are
within 200 metres of where the bats are located. There
is a popular picnic area and it is close to places like
Studley Park and the Fairfield boatsheds.
I come to the issue of industrial relations, and I see I
have less than 2 minutes to talk about it. We have real
concerns in this state about industrial relations. The
minister is prepared to parade all the glorious things
about the budget, but there seems to be a complete
blind spot when this government comes to dealing with
the unions. I only have to rattle off the names.
There was the Saizeriya dispute, in which the
government was directly involved. It was a classic
demarcation dispute and not to do with workers or
wages. There was OMV, and record fines were
imposed this week by the Federal Court; $300 000 was
imposed on three unions because of an illegal strike.
OMV is an Austrian company, so not only Japanese but
also Austrian boardrooms are involved. The parent
company of Geelong Wool Combing is in Germany.
The Textile, Clothing and Footwear Union was unable
to come to the same deal that was done by the union in
New South Wales, where it protected 150 jobs up there,
but 100 jobs left Geelong. That is a disgrace.
There was an illegal picket down at the Age building
earlier this year by the AMWU. It got a Supreme Court
injunction, and of course the government was unable or
unwilling to enforce the rule of law against its union
mates.
The power strikes in this state still continue. This
government will tell us that it has settled this dispute.
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The most important thing is that these strikes still
continue. I have spoken to countless small business
people who have built factories, dairies and shops but
are unable to commence their business simply because
of rogue union behaviour. It is only when you get
something like the grand prix threatened that this
government will intervene and say it wants to protect
jobs and small business people. They are innocent
parties just going about their own lawful business. It is
a matter of deep regret.

Treasurer seems not to know — which is that Victoria
is a major employment generator. Victoria has had
unemployment below the national average now for
almost four years — in fact, for 46 months.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

What we have is a problem of selective reporting by the
opposition. It seems so determined to talk down the
budget and the economy that it resorts to selective
figures. Each year it comes in here and tells us how we
have blown the budget by wasteful expenditure — that
we have blown the budget surplus and that we are
overtaxing Victorians, despite the fact that we have
delivered tax cuts which it never delivered in
government, even as we continue to deliver these solid
budget surpluses and keep our level of taxation below
the Australian average. Each year they still get up here
and complain that we are not spending enough in their
electorates, even as they complain we are wasting
money broadly in the state budget.

Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — In the short time I
have to speak on the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill I
want to reflect on the extraordinary contribution made
by the shadow Treasurer last week in his budget reply.
As part of that contribution the shadow Treasurer
claimed that all the economic indicators showed that
Victoria was being outperformed by the other states. He
tried to do this essentially by selectively quoting from
the economic indicators, particularly some of the older
economic indicators, without looking at the most recent
data. In doing that he basically ignored the information
and the statistics released by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) on Thursday, the very day he spoke on
the budget.
I thought I would look at these, because listening to the
shadow Treasurer would lead you to think that the sky
was falling in and the economy was about to collapse. I
thought I had better have a look to see what they
showed. We get quite a different picture.
On the retail and hospitality trade, the statistics show
that the larger increase in turnover in the retail and
hospitality services sector was in Victoria. On building
approvals, the ABS statistics show that the value of
non-residential building approvals in the private sector
was $447 million, or nearly half the $919 million across
the whole of Australia. They also showed that the total
value of new housing approvals by councils in the
March quarter was up 15 per cent year on year, or twice
the growth rate in the rest of Australia. That growth
lifted the total value of housing approvals in Victoria in
the year to March to a national record of $10.2 billion,
ahead of both New South Wales and Queensland. In
fact, in total Victoria accounted for a massive 35 per
cent of the value of all business and government
building approved by councils in the March quarter.
On the employment front there was more good news.
The ABS estimates that Victoria added a net 35 000
full-time jobs in the six months to March. This basically
confirmed what we know — except the shadow

On our population figures, despite the woe expressed
by the shadow Treasurer, the latest population data for
the year to September shows that Victoria’s population
grew by 1.3 per cent, which is the highest growth rate
in this state since the 1980s.

I thought I would look at the opposition’s scrutiny of
the government’s so-called waste. I went to the
opposition’s waste watch web site which is hosted by
the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva, a member for East
Yarra Province in another place. This is the web site
where the opposition lists what it deems to be the waste
of taxpayers money by the Bracks Labor government
over the last four years. What does it say after four
years? It has just one entry which says that the justice
department rewards fat cats with pay rises:
Figures compiled by the state Liberal Party —

which is undoubtedly an independent source —
show that on average, each senior bureaucrat received a base
salary of $135 000.

That is it; that is the only entry. After four years in
operation all it can do is find a few senior public
servants in the Department of Justice who it considers
are a waste of money.
Here we have it. The opposition keeps calling for
money to be spent in its electorates, claiming that the
government is wasting money, but it cannot actually do
the work to put that material on its waste watch web
site. It goes on whingeing and carping about the money
we are not spending in its electorates. It demonstrates
that the opposition has no ideas, no policies and
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certainly no alternatives. I commend the bill to the
house.

marketing of Victoria as a financial services hub in the
Asia–Pacific region.

Mr HOLDING (Minister for Manufacturing and
Export) — It is a great pleasure to follow the member
for Bentleigh in this place and to lend my support to the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill that is currently before
us and the budget initiatives that have been introduced
by the Bracks government. This is a responsible budget.
It has been carefully framed to balance the economic
development priorities of the state, which I will
comment on for a few moments, with the importance of
providing support and resources to families, particularly
in the area of housing affordability, in order to make
sure we make it easier for families not only in
Melbourne but right throughout the state.

A range of new initiatives to support our exporters are
contained within the financial services industry action
plan, Investing in Victoria’s Future, which I launched
on Monday and which will also support our financial
services industry. The plan that I launched is the first
financial services industry action plan to be introduced
by any state or territory government anywhere in
Australia, and it shows that supporting our financial
services industry is a high priority of the Bracks
government.

I will start by mentioning a couple of initiatives in my
two portfolio responsibilities, manufacturing and
export, and the financial services industry. I was very
pleased to join with the Premier in introducing our
Opening Doors to Export program, Labor’s plan for
supporting export growth in Victoria. It contains a
range of initiatives financial support for which is
contained in the bill we are debating, including the
provision of trade counsellors for emerging markets in
the Middle East, India and North Asia; the extension of
a range of export programs to make sure they cover
export assistance for our small and medium-sized
enterprises across all the facets of our business sector in
Victoria; and an increase in resources to our network of
Victorian government business offices throughout the
world to make sure they are able to better focus their
investment attraction activities and provide support for
Victorian exporters for the first time since 1995, when
that function was removed from them. So there is a
terrific package of initiatives to support exporters, and I
am very pleased to have worked across government and
across departments to make sure we have a
comprehensive range of programs to support Victorian
exporters.
In the financial services sector the budget contains a
range of initiatives built around the establishment in
Victoria of a centre for financial studies. We believe
this centre will add a lot to our financial services sector
in Victoria. It will build on our existing competitive
strengths in the areas of financial shared services and
funds management by adding a research capacity, for
which Victoria is already well renowned. There is
$1.8 million in the budget to support the establishment
of a centre for financial studies and encourage the
establishment of an Australian investment research
forum, as well as other initiatives to support our
exporting of financial services activities and the

The budget also includes a range of initiatives that
support families and local communities — and I will
mention just a couple of them in my electorate of
Lyndhurst. The budget includes $3.8 million for the site
acquisition, design and establishment of a new police
station in Springvale. I am very pleased about that. That
will make the local community feel safer and will build
on the additional police resources that were introduced
in that area by the Bracks government in the first term
of its administration. There is also funding for the
additional third lane of Cheltenham Road between
Springvale Road and the Dandenong central activities
district. This is a long overdue project. There is
$15 million over several years in the budget to support
that project, which will help make the roads in the
Lyndhurst electorate safer. There is also funding
through the Transport Accident Commission’s road
support program for the widening of Thompsons Road
in the vicinity of Evans Road in Lyndhurst — another
notorious black spot. There have been fatalities in that
area, and that funding will be welcomed by the
residents who use that stretch of road. There are also
resources for stage 2 of the Dandenong Hospital.
We are very pleased about all of these projects in the
Lyndhurst electorate. They will go a long way towards
adding to the other initiatives in the budget which
support families and support economic development in
this state and which do so within the context of being
fiscally responsible. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Victoria is
often adjudged to be the multicultural capital and
sporting capital of the world, and we have great
international competitive strengths in the area of food
production. On 23 August 2000 the Minister for State
and Regional Development noted that Victoria had
secured with the assistance of the Bracks government
the investment of $40 million in a food-processing and
packaging plant at Melton, creating 170 jobs in the
region. It was described as being a win-win situation
both for jobs in Melton and for flow-on jobs around the

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
Thursday, 13 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

state. Stakeholder agencies were praised by the
Treasurer, who said they had helped gain Saizeriya’s
support in choosing Victoria as a location for its new
plant, when it was originally planned that Brisbane
would be the area of investment.
The release goes on to note:
The partnership between Western Water, Melton shire and
the Department of State and Regional Development was a
key factor in demonstrating to this global company that
Victoria was able to meet the world-standard requirements.

The Treasurer noted that the government was:
‘… delighted that Saizeriya, which is dedicated to producing
high-quality value-added food products and delivering
world-class services, has chosen Victoria as the location for
its first investment outside Japan’.
Construction of the food-manufacturing and processing plant
was scheduled to begin —

in 2000 —
with operations starting in 2001.

Later on there was a further press release put out by the
Minister for State and Regional Development, who is
also the Treasurer, praising the investment by Saizeriya
in Victoria which would result in 170 new jobs and
many other benefits for the state. It went on to note that:
Saizeriya is the world’s largest chain of Italian restaurants and
operates over 400 outlets across Japan.
… the Melton plant would be the company’s first investment
outside of Japan, reflecting Victoria’s unique appeal as a
centre for food-processing operations.
‘When Victoria is chosen as the site for a Japanese plant that
will produce Italian cuisine, it is clear we are a significant
force in the global agribusiness sector’.
Mr Brumby said agribusiness was vital to the state,
employing around 250 000 Victorians, turning over
$13 billion per annum and achieving $5 billion in export
income.
‘The Bracks government is determined to do all it can to
encourage further sustainable growth in this key sector’.

What has happened between when those press releases
were put out and the present time? We have seen a
disgraceful union turf war that has forced the Japanese
food giant, Saizeriya, to shelve its plans to further
expand in Victoria. Jobs have been put on the line and
put on hold, and investment has been lost. As a result of
what has taken place, Victoria’s international reputation
has fallen very rapidly.
How many other Japanese food and agribusiness
investors will be investing in the state of Victoria as a
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result of the debacle that has taken place in the case of
Saizeriya? Saizeriya’s establishment in Victoria has
been marred by a dispute between the Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union and the National Union
of Workers. The completion of the first stage of the
project has been delayed because the two unions have
been having a fight as to who will represent the work
force. What will happen now is that fewer workers will
have jobs as a result of the demarcation dispute. In
addition, service industries such as transport will miss
out on revenue because the plans have been shelved,
and Victoria will miss out on $350 million of further
investment and hundreds of jobs because of this
industrial dispute.
The Treasurer and the Premier had spoken very
strongly in many forums about the importance of this
investment to Victoria. The failure of Saizeriya to
further invest in Victoria at this stage is a sign that the
Bracks government has clearly failed to generate
further jobs and further investment in the state of
Victoria.
In relation to the budget, there are a number of other
issues I would like to comment upon. The Bracks
government is reducing WorkCover premiums, but
there are a few important remarks to be made for the
public record. The average WorkCover premium was
lifted from 1.9 per cent in 1998–99 to 2.2 per cent of
payroll at a time when all other states maintained or
reduced their average premiums. This meant that
Victorian employers have paid an extra $700 million in
premiums above what they would have paid had the
premium remained at 1.9 per cent. The proposed
reduction of the premium is worth about $180 million a
year, but this will not come into effect until 2005. This
means that the WorkCover premium will draw in
another $250 million for another year above what it
would have if the premium had remained at
1.9 per cent. The reduction in premiums will
undoubtedly assist business, but business in Victoria
has already paid a very heavy price of over $1 billion in
increased or additional premiums since 1999.
Victoria’s goods for export have actually fallen to
$17.1 billion over the last year to February 2004. This
is $3.4 billion less than the previous year and
$5.5 billion below the level of two years ago. There is
less production coming out of Melton than what the
government envisaged and certainly what the directors
of Saizeriya envisaged when they decided to invest in
Victoria. The value of Victorian goods exported is now
less than when the Bracks government was first elected
in 1999. The export revenues of Victoria are actually
shrinking.
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The $30 billion export target by 2010 is a complete
sham. Total exports of goods and services reached
$29.6 billion in 2000–01 and $29.5 billion in 2001–02.
Since then export revenues have shrunk by over
$3 billion to $26.2 billion in 2002–03. The Bracks
government certainly is not leading the way and is
setting a benchmark that has already been achieved.
In relation to our economy, it is noteworthy that our net
interstate migration has plummeted from a net increase
of 5000 per year to a barely positive result, with the
state gaining just 39 people in the whole year to
September 2003. It is noteworthy that since the
benchmark of interstate migration figures was recorded
in the early 1970s, it was in 1998 or 1999 that Victoria
was achieving the first net gain in interstate migration.
Following the booming increase built during the period
of the former coalition government, 1992–1999, the
figures are now starting to drop back. Since the election
of the Bracks government, our economy has grown
more slowly than the national economy in three of the
last four years. In the year 2003 Victoria actually lost
6500 full-time jobs, while 120 500 jobs were created
nationally. The latest ANZ job advertisements for
March show Victoria had the weakest job market; with
a 12 per cent decline over the year to March compared
with a rise of 4.1 per cent across Australia.
Furthermore, Victoria has the worst industrial relations
record in Australia, with almost 40 per cent of the days
lost to industrial action throughout Australia over the
last 12 months. Saizeriya is a case in point where, as I
noted earlier, Victoria has missed out on a further
$350 million investment in exports and hundreds of
jobs because the Bracks government could not regulate
the unions. In terms of those job losses it is important to
note that these are jobs that affect people in the
workplace — transport operators, apprentices, men and
women who are meeting mortgage commitments in
Delahey, Caroline Springs and Melton. These are
people with real jobs and people with families to
support who will not have the opportunity to support
them as a result of reduced employment opportunities
in the region.
I note that this budget will be remembered because it is
a budget where pensioners were slugged to pay for
benefits. Examples are pensioners, health care card
holders and war veterans who will be paying for their
motor vehicle registration. That will be a landmark
element of this particular budget. There is no
justification for the people of a sector of Victoria’s
community who are the most vulnerable and have no
opportunity to increase their revenue base being
slugged $80 per year. It will be something like the Cain
and Kirner levy, only it is indexed according to the
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monetary units legislation. There will be no cessation of
this particular levy.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr THOMPSON — The member for Richmond is
a little bit perturbed by the mention of the Cain-Kirner
levy. That was the $100 tax introduced in 1992–93 to
turn the budget deficit into a state of surplus, and it
operated for two years. This impost on motor vehicle
registrations for pensioners, health care card holders
and war veterans has no sunset clause and will have an
even bigger impact on Victorians.
I turn now to my electorate of Sandringham. There is
no funding in this budget for a new police station at
Sandringham, despite a promise by the Labor Party on
the eve of the 1988 election or thereabouts that a new
police station would be built if the Labor government
was re-elected. The people of Sandringham are still
waiting for Labor to commit to that particular promise.
There is no funding in the present budget for beach
renourishment in an important part of the Sandringham
electorate adjacent to the Red Bluff Cliffs, or more
particularly the Red Bluff Hotel. There is some
commitment for cliff stabilisation works, but that is
only half the job and there needs to be an ongoing
commitment from the government to beach
renourishment works around Port Phillip Bay. At this
stage there is no commitment in the budget to assist
with the potentially dangerous situation that exists at
Mentone railway station during peak hour travel by
students and other rail commuters. This station is noted
as having the fifth largest volume of traffic in Victoria.
There have been other budget cuts over the last couple
of years that have impacted on the Sandringham
electorate. These include the proposed cutbacks in
preschool services run by independent schools; the
funding cutbacks initially proposed for the Berendale
special school. The local community worked very hard
to avert the impact of funding cutbacks and the increase
to staff-student ratios.
I should also mention the refusal by the government to
reverse its decision to close the Central Health
Interpreter Service. I understand that the funds initially
dedicated to this service may have been redeployed, but
there is still a great need for that service, particularly in
the Barwon region where the tyranny of distance exists.
The engagement of an interpreter travelling from
Melbourne is not necessarily cost effective in meeting
the needs of people who require an interpreter in parts
of Geelong and further afield in Colac and
Warrnambool.
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There is also the detrimental impact of the proposed
funding cuts to school sporting bodies which was
understood at one point to deprive Victorian
schoolchildren of the opportunity of participating in
sporting activities and of the opportunity to represent
their state in interstate competitions. I understand the
Bracks government has endeavoured to redress this
particular initiative, but time will tell whether that has
been successful.
We have the hypocrisy of the Labor Party in originally
supporting public housing rental payments at 20 per
cent of income, condemning the increase to 23 per cent
for existing tenants in 1997, but now being responsible
for lifting the payment to 25 per cent of household
income for such tenants, thereby imposing an increased
financial burden on public housing tenants, particularly
the elderly in the Highett community. We should not
forget the detrimental impact on the community of the
closure of the Moorabbin birthing centre and its
relocation to Dandenong, and the failure of the Bracks
government to fulfil its election promise to provide
choice to Victorian families by giving them a range of
birthing options. This birthing centre was a leader in its
model of care.
Another detrimental impact on the community is the
funding cut for the multipurpose taxi program, and in
particular the annual cap of $550. Despite public
pressure there will still be a range of people who still
will be unable to use a taxi for health services. They
will be unable to access a taxi for day programs and
they will be unable to visit their partners who are cared
for in hospitals or nursing homes. The quality of life of
a number of Victorians who had access to that service
but who no longer have it will be diminished. As I
noted earlier, there is a detrimental impact as a result of
the $78.50 increase in car registration imposed upon a
section of the Victorian community. This will remove
independence for a number of people, diminish their
quality of life and diminish their freedom of movement.
There is the detrimental impact of funding cuts by the
Bracks government to the services for autistic preschool
children from 12 hours per week to between 1.5 and
2.5 hours per week.
The budget contains a number of other measures which
will have detrimental impacts. One of these is the
financial impact on Victorian schools of the
incorporation of WorkCover premiums into their
budgets. The failure of the Bracks government to
abandon these proposals will severely reduce the funds
available to schools for spending on student education
and force them to increase annual voluntary parents
contributions, which will pressure parents further to
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increase fundraising programs for charges which should
be met by the government.
In conclusion I point out that Brett Foley, in an article
in the 5 May edition of the Australian Financial Review
entitled ‘Fines, gaming fees to the rescue’, with the
subheading ‘Tax and spend’, noted that:
The Victorian government is relying on property taxes and a
forecast substantial recovery in gaming revenue and traffic
fines to help fund higher wages and capital investment —

in this state.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr LONEY (Lara) — This was a great budget for
Lara, and for my region of Geelong. Before dealing
with specifics, I want to mention something relating to
my electorate that was raised by another speaker. The
member for Kew raised the matter of Geelong Wool
Combing Pty Ltd. Of course what he neglected to tell
this house was that there was a lockout, not a strike. It
was initiated by the employer, and conducted under
federal industrial relations laws that do not require
bargaining in good faith. Had those federal industrial
relations laws required bargaining in good faith, then
probably 100 workers in my electorate today would still
have their jobs and the company would still be
operating. The people who lost their jobs know that
Tony Abbott, the federal minister, was to blame for
that, and in August this year they will well and truly
sheet home the blame.
In relation to the effect of the budget on Lara, a number
of things are worth noting. My electorate of Lara now
extends to Werribee, and I am pleased that one of the
initiatives under this budget was $760 000 for
improvements at Iramoo Primary School. It is great
primary school and one that has been looking forward
for some time to this upgrade for technology-enhanced
classrooms so that it can complete the provision of
facilities in that area. It will be greatly appreciated.
There was also $2 million allocated for Lara Primary
School to do a major upgrade. Over the last three years
Lara Lake Primary School has been upgraded. The Lara
Secondary College, which the Liberal Party opposed
the building of, has now been constructed and
280 students are attending that school. I note that the
former Minister for Education is in the house, and I
point out that this school is going to be officially
opened next week. I am sure that the role of the former
education minister in getting that school in Lara off the
ground will be well acknowledged on that day.
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We also have a number of other education initiatives in
our area. Corio Primary School, Corio South Primary
School, Corio West Primary School, Norlane West
Primary School, North Shore Primary School and
Rosewall Primary School have all received grants
under the Schoolyard Blitz program. In speaking to
some of those schools I have been told that they are
looking forward to the improvements they will be able
to make to their school grounds.
As well as this there are the regional items, and in
particular the Geelong bypass. We have fulfilled our
commitment to Geelong with the provision of
$190 million, but of course there has been not 1 cent
from the federal government in relation to it. As I said
in debate yesterday, this is a compelling case. The
federal government will get to it eventually — we
know it will get there — but it is about time it simply
announced it.
There is a further $50 million for the redevelopment of
the Grace McKellar Centre. The Liberal Party’s policy
was to sell-off the Grace McKellar aged care services in
Geelong, but we are redeveloping the centre. There is
also $18 million for Geelong Hospital’s radiotherapy
services for cancer treatment, and that is very welcome
in my community.
I want to mention a couple of other initiatives. The
dental health initiative will be extremely important to
my electorate. Dental health is one of those things that
is quite often let go in low-income areas because people
cannot afford it. The fact that we are now taking steps
to improve the number of people who can access dental
health is welcome in my area. The improvement in the
education maintenance allowance is also welcome. I
was speaking to a school principal just this week, and
he said that of the many good things in the budget, the
one that would most benefit the community he was
serving was the increase in the education maintenance
allowance. His words were, ‘This will make a real
difference to people in this community’.
This is a great budget for electorates such as Lara. I
could keep talking about many of the initiatives in this
budget. I congratulate the Treasurer, and I look forward
to Lara receiving more of the same in the future.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to support my
colleague the member for Geelong and also indicate
what a fantastic Labor budget this is. I want to
concentrate on four areas that specifically impact upon
my electorate. They include the investment by this
government in public housing. In this budget an extra
$50 million has been invested in public housing, which
adds to the extra $40 million that was invested in last
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year’s budget. The announcement brings extra funding
of $283 million to social housing, money above and
beyond the government’s commitment under the
commonwealth-state housing agreement. This is an
extraordinary government investment to build back up
the fundamental infrastructure of public housing,
particularly in areas like mine that were so shamefully
neglected by the former government.
Dental funding is fundamental. As my colleagues have
indicated, the investment of $97.2 million over the next
four years to reduce waiting lists and improve access to
dental health for children and the disadvantaged is a
fantastic Labor initiative. The new funding of
$58 million will be used to treat an extra
131 000 concession card holders needing dental care.
We understand the fundamental nexus between poverty
and dental health. This government has specifically
addressed the fundamental health needs of people on
low incomes and people living in poverty.
As my colleagues have also indicated, the education
maintenance allowance — which, the member for
Bentleigh reminded me, has not been increased
since 1989 — has been increased by 60 per cent, from
$127 to $200 for primary school students and from
$254 to $400 for secondary school students. That is
going to have a really big impact on low-income
people. They will start next year knowing that $400 for
a secondary student and $200 for a primary student will
be made available for basic essentials such as books
and various pieces of equipment to give their children
the start they need to kick-off the teaching year. That is
a fantastic targeted result.
The importance of investing in another 250 teachers
goes without saying and yet again builds on this
government’s fundamental commitment to core service
delivery, particularly in the education area.
I want to touch on one other matter which has not been
given proper prominence, and that is the provision of
$78 million over the next four years for travel
concessions for health care card holders. Through this
initiative 230 000 people are going to be provided with
access to public transport. That again is a fantastic
targeting of people in most need who require the
opportunity to access public transport.
Mr Hudson — Never had it!
Mr WYNNE — They never had it, as the member
for Bentleigh indicates.
Needless to say, the increase in the concessions to
tertiary students has been welcomed. It is a great
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government commitment, delivered in full in this
budget.
As is well known in this house, I represent the largest
group of public housing tenants in the state, and it is an
honour for me to represent them. This budget delivers
in full to low-income people and to people in public
housing. It delivers a Labor budget. You have to
balance that commitment against the federal
government’s mean and tricky budget. Anyone earning
less than $52 000 a year will not feel any effect of the
tax cuts. That is a major miscalculation by the federal
government, and it will come home to roost whenever
the election is. The people whom I represent in the seat
of Richmond understand this state budget. It is targeted
at them, the people who really have difficulties. This
concession package and this budget are fantastic
outcomes for those people. I commend the budget to
the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Speed cameras: demerit points
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
answer yesterday in which he said that as a matter of
policy response, demerit points issued after the
decommissioning of fixed speed cameras were not
counted. I ask: what is the government’s legal advice
about the state’s liability and exposure to litigation for
fines and demerit points issued before 12 November
2003 by the same faulty cameras?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I reiterate that no
demerit points were issued and no fines were issued
past 12 November, but warning notices were issued.
Any legal advice the government has is protected by
legal professional privilege.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister, in this case the Premier, must answer the
question. I refer to a Speaker’s ruling that when
responding to a question, a minister must answer the
question rather than answer it generally. The Speaker in
question was Speaker Maddigan.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I thought it was quite clear that the Premier
did answer the question.
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Water: Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
Mr HELPER (Ripon) — My question is also to the
Premier. Given the federal government’s complete
neglect of regional Victoria by failing to fund its share
of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, can the Premier
advise the house about the implications of this approach
to government administration on the environment and
whether the merits of any alternative policy proposals
have been considered?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Ripon for his question. He and some other members of
this house would be acutely aware that the decision by
the federal government on three occasions, in three
budgets, to provide no funds for the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline is obviously a blow to the environment. This
project is good for the environment, it is good for the
economy and it is good for the people of the west of the
state.
The environment would benefit because of extra
environmental flows which would accrue to the
Wimmera and Glenelg rivers. That would be an
important environmental asset as well as being a
support for irrigators and would provide the capacity to
plan business and attract people back to that region.
This is one of the better projects for regional Victoria
and one of the better projects for the environment more
broadly. I can see many members in this house,
including from the opposition, nodding in accordance
with that. I refer back to during 2002 when the National
Party leader actually supported the government at that
time in the efforts to try and get funding for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. In a conference speech that
the National Party leader gave this is what he said:
As never before, country Victoria needs leadership.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — I am quoting it — it is getting
exposure. Your speech is getting the best exposure it
has had! The Leader of the National Party’s speech
continues:
The Nationals are providing it. We will go to the next
election —

in 2002 —
championing a range of innovative policy initiatives including
the construction of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline within a
time frame of 7 years instead of 10.

That was the aim. Three budgets have been handed
down but with no funding from the federal government
and no support for their local federal member of
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Parliament — and do you not feel for their local federal
member of Parliament, John Forrest? He is sticking his
neck out. He is effectively saying that he will stand up
for funding and support for the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline. I refer in particular to an article that appeared
in the Wimmera Mail-Times of 4 May, which states:
A frustrated John Forrest MHR has again assured Wimmera
people that a Wimmera–Mallee pipeline will be a reality.
‘I’ve staked my life on this project and it will be funded’, he
said several times yesterday.

You would think that the Leader of The Nationals in
the state would at least stick up for his local federal
National Party member and would at least support the
government’s position in advocating strongly for this
project for country and regional Victoria. I refer back to
the conference speech made by the Leader of The
Nationals, when he said:
As never before country Victoria needs leadership.

Where is the leadership now from The Nationals in this
state? Where is the leadership in arguing publicly for
this project to be funded in the future? All we hear is
silence — a mute Leader of The Nationals on this
question.
This project has strong environmental, economic and
social benefits. It is a high priority for this government
and one that has been funded by this government.
While we give high priority to environmental projects
in regional Victoria, such as the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline, all we hear from the other part of the once
coalition in this state — the opposition — is that its
priorities are elsewhere. We hear silence, and we know
that rather than funding the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
the Liberal Party wants to fund the undergrounding of
every powerline in the state at a cost of $6.8 billion.
What sort of priority is that for this state?

Bio 2004: genetically modified crops
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I do not
think I will dignify that answer with a response!
My question is to the Minister for State and Regional
Development. I refer to the news that Monsanto is
withdrawing totally from all genetically modified
canola trials because of the government’s GM
moratorium. I ask: will this be one of the biotech
success stories the minister and the Premier will be
promoting when they attend Bio 2004 in San Francisco
next month?
Questions interrupted.
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ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! Before I ask the minister
to answer, the Deputy Premier is absent again today
and questions will be answered by the same ministers
as before.
Questions resumed.
QUES
ITlHOUT
BioT
20IONS
04:genW
etica
ymodifiedNOT
cropsICE

Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — It is my understanding that some days
ago Monsanto made an announcement in relation to
wheat which of course has absolutely nothing to do
with the Victorian government — it is a different crop
to canola — there is wheat and there is canola. My
understanding is Monsanto has suspended some of its
research into genetically modified canola and that it has
done that right around Australia, not just in Victoria.
The Leader of The Nationals asked what we will be
doing at Bio 2004 in June. The Premier and I have
attended Bio every year — this is the only state in
Australia where that is the case.
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You ought to be proud of our
achievements in biotechnology.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, through
the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — To be fair to the Leader of the
Opposition, I saw in a recent interview that he said one
of the areas in which the Bracks government was
performing very well was biotechnology, and we are. I
thank him for that support.
There were more than 300 delegates from around
Australia at Bio last year. More than half of them were
from Victoria, and I think I can say with confidence
that more than half of the Australian delegates at this
year’s Bio conference will be from Victoria. Last year
we had the largest single announcement to come out of
Bio — the collaboration between Merck and Amrad,
which was valued at $179 million. That was one of the
10 biggest biotech deals in the world in 2003.
To conclude on this area of genetic research generally,
as I have said before to the Leader of The Nationals,
there are many aspects of genetic research. One in
which Victoria is leading the way is in relation to
genetic sequencing of marsupials where we have
contributed $4.5 million towards the national study of
the tammar wallaby. This is the first time Australia will
be leading the world in this area.
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Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The honourable member asks
why this is significant.
Mr Ryan — I didn’t at all.
The SPEAKER — Order! Perhaps if the Leader of
The Nationals stopped interjecting, the Minister for
State and Regional Development would be able to
answer the question.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. While I understand he
has some sort of fascination with the sexual proclivities
of the tammar wallaby, I would rather he talked about
the canola I introduced in the question I asked in the
first place.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BRUMBY — I recall answering a previous
question on this matter. I have advised the Leader of
The Nationals about the benefits that will come from
this project in relation to the tammar wallaby. One of
the things about the tammars is that if they break their
backs when they are young, they have the capacity to
regenerate and heal. Identifying the genes that enable
the spinal cord to regrow will be of huge interest.
The Premier and I are looking forward to attending Bio
again; we think it will be another great success for
Victoria. We will be meeting with many companies
from around the world. More than half of the Australian
delegates will be from Victoria, and it is another
example of the leadership the Bracks government is
showing in biotechnology.

Federal budget: land transport
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is to the
Minister for Transport. Given the arrogant snub the
federal government gave Victorian road and rail users
in its budget on Tuesday night, can the minister advise
the house of what alternative policy proposals he has
considered to address this issue and of the outcome of
those considerations?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
would like to thank the member for Geelong for this
question. He knows that yesterday in the house I
expressed my disappointment and that of this
government that Victorian families missed out on their
fair share of federal road funding in the recent federal
budget. Today I have to express my further
disappointment about the complete lack of federal
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funding for Victoria’s rail freight network. Once again
Victoria is being discriminated against, not only in road
funding but now also in rail freight funding. It is not
just roads that we are complaining about; we think the
commonwealth government should address funding
requests put forward by this government on rail as well.
We are trying to deal with road and rail freight here in
Victoria as a whole land transport system. One would
have thought that that was the sort of policy the federal
government would have been supporting rather than
what it is currently doing, which is just ripping off
Victoria. There is nothing new in what the federal
Treasurer, Peter Costello, or the Prime Minister, John
Howard, offered for Victorian rail freight. This is
despite Victoria being the freight and logistics centre of
Australia. We are the capital of freight and logistics not
just for south-east Australia but for the whole nation.
Instead of pouring rivers of money into New South
Wales, one would have thought that John Howard
would have been prepared to make money available for
the rail system here in Victoria. In last Tuesday night’s
budget the federal Treasurer, Peter Costello, confirmed
that he is putting $872 million into the New South
Wales rail network through the Australian Rail Track
Corporation. He went on to announce a further
$450 million for the ARTC but to date has failed to
commit even a cent to the rail network here in Victoria.
You would have thought Peter Costello would have
supported the Victorian economy, not because he is
Victorian but because Victoria is the capital of freight
and logistics for Australia — but there is not a cent!
Alternative programs and policies are available. We
have put forward alternative proposals like the Dynon
port rail link, which would provide improved assets for
the port of Melbourne, the leading container port for
Australia, but that was ignored in last Tuesday’s federal
budget. In terms of the Mildura rail line, we have asked
the federal government to contribute towards this
important freight corridor for regional Victoria, and it
has consistently, year after year, refused to contribute.
The Tottenham rail yards are an important part of the
great rail freight network. The efficiency and capacity
of the network would be increased by improving the
existing track and providing an extra track facility for
the ARTC standard gauge connection between
Tottenham and South Dynon. The whole of the
north-east rail corridor could be improved by the
attraction of funds from the commonwealth
government. We have asked it to provide the funds, but
again Victoria has been neglected in preference to its
giving the money to New South Wales. We in Victoria
wait with great interest to see what the federal
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government will do on 7 June and the details it will
provide of its expenditure all around Australia. But we
are very fearful that once again the federal government
will give our money, Victorian taxpayers money, to
paving the roads of New South Wales.

in 2003, and as such it has nothing to do with the
investigation currently being carried out. Therefore the
minister has a responsibility to answer directly the
question that was asked about the performance of his
department in 2003.

It has done it again in this budget — —

The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services to have finished his
answer, so I cannot rule on it.

The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the minister of
the requirement to be succinct, and I ask him to
conclude his answer.
Mr BATCHELOR — Yes. In conclusion, it is
worth recalling how the federal government is prepared
in this budget to put $70 million into the Western
Sydney Orbital — a tollway — in New South Wales
when it is not prepared to put money into a tollway in
Melbourne to help keep the prices down.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now clearly debating the question. It does
not relate to what the alternative policy is, nor to what
those outcomes are in Victoria. I ask you, Speaker, to
ask the minister to conclude his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, but I have already asked the minister to conclude
his answer, and I understood he was doing so. I will
now ask him to conclude his answer quickly.
Mr BATCHELOR — Clearly federal budget
funding for Australia is a bucket that is overflowing for
New South Wales. All we are asking is for our fair
share of road funding as well as our fair share for rail.

Speed cameras: accuracy
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer the minister to freedom of information
documents which confirm that speed cameras were not
checked for accuracy in 2003, and I ask: given last
year’s well-publicised problems with speed camera
accuracy on the Western Ring Road, why were no
accuracy checks carried out throughout 2003?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — As the Leader of the
Opposition is aware, the fixed speed cameras on the
Western Ring Road and on CityLink are the subject of
a comprehensive testing regime. We are currently
analysing those tests, and I suggest that the Leader of
the Opposition wait until the outcome of the results. I
suggest that he keep his — —
Mr Doyle — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, this has to do with government performance

Schools: government initiatives
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — My question is to the
Minister for Education Services. Can the minister
advise the house of the progress on the Bracks
government initiatives in relation to school capital
investment, including information technology
investment and student welfare and whether alternative
policy proposals have been considered?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Education Services) — I
thank the member for Bellarine for her question. I am
more than happy to report to the house on the massive
and unprecedented investment that the Bracks
government has made in education to build better
schools and to really support students. Looking at the
area of welfare, when we came to government there
were no welfare officers in our schools. We restored
them to secondary schools in our first term, and in our
second term we are rolling out our primary welfare
officer initiative, with funding of $45.5 million for
primary welfare officers throughout Victoria. We will
employ 256 equivalent full-time primary welfare
officers in those 450 primary schools. We understand
the need to better support students who may be falling
behind for a whole range of reasons, and we want to
support those students.
Members on this side of the house and some on the
other side appreciate our strong, record investment in
capital works. In the budget announced last week we
provided more capital works funding than the former
government provided in its last three budgets. We have
put a record amount of investment into our capital
works.
In the area of information technology we are committed
to improving bandwidth in our schools. Last week we
announced that more than 300 schools will receive an
upgrade of their ADSLs (asymmetrical digital
subscriber lines). Schools understand the importance of
this, which builds on the 900 schools that were
upgraded last year. Also in the area of information
technology we have funded 100 000 new computers for
schools since we came to office, and there is more to
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come. Thanks to the Bracks government, every teacher
has received a laptop computer.
I can inform the house that I am aware of an alternative
proposal around the area of providing a computer for
every student. It is a very costly proposal, and it is not
something that schools themselves even ask for,
because I think they understand and recognise that
education is more than just sitting a student in front of a
computer all day. The true cost of this proposal is at
least $700 million in the first year, and then there are
additional costs for technical support replacement and
other associated costs. It would come as no surprise to
members of the house to be told that this expensive and
irresponsible proposal comes from none other than the
member for Doncaster!
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, I
wonder whether the minister’s clipping service is
12 months late. This was a proposal made 12 months
ago.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms ALLAN — There is more from the member for
Doncaster. There are other alternative proposals in the
area of the school capital works and student welfare.
The member has committed to providing a primary
welfare officer for every school, at a cost of
$32.8 million; he has committed to providing
airconditioning in every classroom, at a cost of
$89 million; and he has committed to providing
sprinklers in every classroom, despite the Metropolitan
Fire Brigade saying that this is not necessary, at a cost
of $400 million. All his proposals together come to a
conservative estimate of $1.785 billion! We have to ask
where this money would come from.
This money would come from the sacking of
6031 teachers. That is how the opposition would fund
this proposal. Opposition members know that they
cannot afford these proposals. They go around making
these expensive and irresponsible policies, and to pay
for them they will revert back to their true form. Their
true form in government was to sack over
9000 teachers and staff. They would do that again if
they got back into government. They would have to
sack staff to pay for these irresponsible proposals. The
member for Doncaster and the opposition cannot be
believed or trusted when it comes to education.

Infrastructure: funding
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — My question is to the
Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to the report of the Allen
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Consulting Group entitled Funding Public
Infrastructure published in August 2003. This report
comprehensively evaluated different approaches to
public funding infrastructure and reported on the
analysis by the Centre of Policy Studies of the impact
of funding approaches on economic output and
employment. The report concluded that the best way to
fund public infrastructure was by government debt.
Will the government in the light of this report use the
best way of funding public infrastructure, government
debt, rather than the second best option of
public-private partnerships?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I thank the honourable
member for Mildura for his question. I think there is
probably a third option, which is that we fund
infrastructure directly from the budget — from the cash
position and the operating position of the budget —
which is predominately what the Bracks government has
been doing. The benefit of that option we have heard
today from the Minister for Education Services where
just in this one budget we have been able to provide three
times the amount of capital works for schools that
occurred under the previous Kennett government. We
have paid for that; there is no debt going forward. We
have not had to borrow and future generations do not
have to pay for that provision; we have already paid. I
think that is a strong financial position.
I make the point that when the Bracks government was
elected to office the Kennett government had been
spending around $900 million per year on capital works.
We have been averaging more than twice that amount —
more than $2 billion per year — and we have been
paying for all of that without borrowing and without
going into debt. We have more than doubled capital
works spending. We have lifted capital works spending
from 0.7 per cent to 1.1 per cent of GDP — gross
domestic product — and we have done it without
borrowing; in fact we have done it whilst we have been
reducing net government debt. Implicit in the member’s
question was that we may not be spending enough. I
reject that, since we are spending twice the amount spent
by the former government. We lifted the amount from
about $900 million per year to well over $2 billion per
year. This year we will spend $2.9 billion on capital
works.
My second point is about debt. We have got a good,
strong Victorian economy, and when you have got a
strong economy it is an opportunity to pay down debt.
We have paid down general government net debt from
$5 billion to just under $3 billion. The public debt
interest savings on that are $180 million per year, which
is now available to put back into additional services —
things like teachers, nurses and police.
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The third point that I make is related to the member’s
reference to public-private partnerships. We use
public-private partnerships for just under 10 per cent of
the total capital spend, which is about $1 in $10. We
have used it for projects like the County Court, we are
using it on Spencer Street station at the moment and we
have used it on a couple of water recycling projects. We
use it where it generates value for money for the
Victorian government. That is the test we put in place.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — It is going very well thank you,
and it is much better than the studio that the Kennett
government never built for Victoria. The Austin Hospital
is going well. The fast rail is going well. The biggest
rollout in school capital works is going well. The
biggest — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for Kew
and his associates to be quiet please and to allow the
Treasurer to conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — Victoria was starved of capital
works in the 1990s. It was starved in health, education,
road funding and public transport — you could not get a
cent. And if you lived in country Victoria, it was the
toenails — that is what is was! We have doubled it
without borrowing. We have got a judicious mix with
public-private partnerships. Most importantly we are
putting money into things that make a difference. You
will not find the Bracks government promising to spend
$6.8 billion to underground power lines. We are building
schools, hospitals, nursing homes — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals, on a point of order.
Mr Ryan — If that is the end of it, Speaker, I do not
need a point of order.

National Gallery of Victoria: Joseph Brown
collection
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for the Arts.
Can the minister advise the house about the
significance of the recent generous Joseph Brown art
collection gift to the National Gallery of Victoria and its
value to the people of Victoria?
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for the Arts) — I do
thank the member for Narre Warren South, who is
right, in that last week Dr Joseph Brown made the
largest and most generous gift of art to any Australian

Thursday, 13 May 2004

gallery or institution. It is a magnificent gift — over
150 paintings, sculptures and works on paper, which
are valued at present at around $30 million. It is an
extraordinary gift, and I do not think we can
overestimate how valuable this is to Victorians, to
Australians and particularly to the generations
following us.
The Joseph Brown collection, which will be housed in
two permanent galleries in the National Gallery of
Victoria at Federation Square, encompasses the who’s
who of Australian art right across the generations. There
are works by Glover, von Guérard, Streeton, Drysdale,
Boyd, Williams, Brack — that is Brack, not Bracks —
and McCubbin — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — I do know the Premier enjoys
the work of Bracks!
There are works by Margaret Preston, Jeffrey Smart,
Whiteley and Booth. Yet when he was standing in front
of one of the beautiful paintings by McCubbin entitled
Autumn Memories, Joseph Brown said in response to a
question:
I am not giving it away, because it is still here for me and for
everyone who is a citizen of Victoria and Australia. We are
all part owners of it.

That sums up the generosity of the gift.
It will be housed in the permanent collection, as I said,
in the two galleries from September, and entry to the
gallery is free. There have been 2.5 million visitors to
the National Gallery of Victoria at Federation Square
since it opened in November 2002. This will be open to
all Australians, all visitors and generations to come.
In conclusion, Dr Brown arrived in Australia as a
penniless refugee from Poland. I am told he bought his
first piece of art with his first pay packet. He went on to
become a great art dealer and a very significant
collector of Australian art. He now becomes one of the
nation’s great benefactors and is alongside Alfred
Felton, who changed the fortunes of the National
Gallery 100 years ago. As the Age said, the Joseph
Brown collection is a coup for the National Gallery of
Victoria and for the people of Victoria.
I place on record the government’s thanks to Dr Brown
and his family, to the Premier, who showed his
personal interest in this, and to Gerard Vaughan from
the National Gallery of Victoria for his work. As the
Age says, ‘This is a gift beyond price’.
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Speed cameras: accuracy
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. In May
2003 the Australian Capital Territory government
identified accuracy problems with its Poltech speed
cameras, the same cameras used in Victoria, and I ask:
given the minister and his department were aware of the
ACT’s concerns in May 2003, why did the minister do
nothing until 12 November 2003 when 40 separate
cameras were removed from service?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Before I get into the substance
of the question, I lament the Minister for the Arts
neglecting the member for Gippsland East in her list of
great Australian artists!
As I indicated earlier in my response to the Leader of
the Opposition, the government is carrying out a
comprehensive review of the operation of fixed speed
cameras — a thorough and comprehensive review with
nothing being left out.
The question the member has asked is in the same vein
as questions we have had from the opposition all week,
and all those questions will be answered once the
government has received, analysed and announced the
outcome of that investigation.

Federal budget: Aboriginals
Mr LIM (Clayton) — My question is to the
Attorney-General. Given that the federal budget
provided no assistance in bringing meaningful progress
for land justice to indigenous Victorians, I ask the
Attorney-General to advise the house of the
consequences of this for the administration of
government in Victoria and what needs to be done to
remedy this situation.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — Thirteen years
on from the recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody and
four years on from the reconciliation marches I guess
we could be forgiven for expecting that the indigenous
people of this nation would be firmly at the helm of
their own destiny. Yet in the wake of recent federal
decisions, including the decision to mainstream
Aboriginal legal services and the decision to abolish the
official indigenous voice without sanctioning an
equivalent, dispossession is still a tragic reality.
The federal budget did absolutely nothing to address
the horrifying statistics that see indigenous men
nationwide being 16 times more likely to be
incarcerated than non-indigenous men, and indigenous
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women and children being 19 times more likely to be
incarcerated than non-indigenous women and children.
Even a national newspaper described the federal
government’s contribution in the recent budget to
Aboriginal issues as meagre. We know that the amount
the federal government has allocated will go no way
towards addressing land justice or building autonomy.
In stark contrast, the Bracks government believes that
everybody, indigenous and non-indigenous alike, wins
when dispossession is dismantled and when
reconciliation is actually achieved. We believe that
governments have a responsibility to build trust,
equality and genuine partnership between indigenous
and non-indigenous people. That is why in last week’s
state budget we provided $31.8 million over four years
to assist in addressing dispossession of indigenous land
and culture, improved economic opportunities for
indigenous communities and expand our successful
Aboriginal justice agreement. This included some
$1.4 million for the Yorta Yorta land management
group.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HULLS — Despite the protestations of some on
the other side we have adopted the approach of
negotiation rather than litigation when it comes to land
management. I am immensely proud of the historic
agreement reached between this government and the
Yorta Yorta people. For five long years the mob
opposite used every legal tool at their disposal to thwart
and frustrate the Yorta Yorta from achieving
recognition of their cultural and spiritual connection to
the land. In stark contrast, the government undertook
negotiations based on cooperative planning, and that
resulted in a cooperative management agreement.
The historic agreement establishes a joint body
focusing on the Yorta Yorta involvement of managing
culturally significant areas of Crown land in their
original native title claim area. The Yorta Yorta are to
be congratulated for their persistence, their cooperation
and their commitment.
This is a win-win situation for the people of Victoria,
and I hope that everyone in this place would agree.
However, some in the community have stated, believe
it or not, that this historic agreement will send shivers
of alarm through the community. They have intimated
that this is a bad agreement. What narrow-minded
people would take that view? None other than the
members for North Eastern Province and Central
Highlands Province in another place, who should be
condemned by their leaders for their divisiveness and
xenophobia.
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Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Attorney-General cannot use the answer to attack the
opposition. I ask you, Speaker, to bring him back to the
question and relate his answer to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
should not make imputations about members in the
other place. I ask him to continue his answer.
Mr HULLS — I am not attacking, just condemning.
Can I also say that similar condemnation should be
reserved for small-minded journalists who gutlessly
attempt to pollute the Yorta Yorta’s legitimacy with
sickening jibes about their traditional typewriters —
jibes which in my view — —
Mr Plowman — On a further point of order,
Speaker, I believe now the Attorney-General is
debating the question. He has been speaking for over
5 minutes, and I ask you to bring him back to the
question and to conclude his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the first
part of the point of order but certainly the
Attorney-General has been speaking for 5 minutes and I
ask him to conclude his answer.
Mr HULLS — These types of views are more at
home in the days of the confederacy than in the
21st century. In conclusion, now more than ever we
need governments of courage to stand up for
reconciliation and to knock down prejudice, and
proudly we are such a government.
The SPEAKER — Order! Time for questions has
expired.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I
challenge the Attorney-General to have the courage to
name the journalist he is attacking.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

APPROPRIATION (2004/2005) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — It is my pleasure to
make a brief contribution today on the budget and
appropriation bill. The budget is a demonstrated
continuation of the delivery of the Bracks Labor
government’s vision of growing the whole of the state
of Victoria and of nurturing and supporting Victorian
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families, especially those families that live in the
heartland of the western suburbs.
My community is part of that heartland: the seat of
Tarneit takes in Werribee and Hoppers Crossing. I will
take a bit of time explaining the important and specific
announcements for my community that are in this
year’s budget. The first is the continuation of the
Building Better Schools program — a modernisation
worth almost $1.4 million for Mossfiel Primary School.
This will be stage 2 of Mossfiel’s upgrade and
redevelopment, and it will produce
technology-enhanced classrooms for a wonderful
primary school.
There will also be the renewal of residential facilities
for some of our most vulnerable children — that is,
children in care. There is a budget allocation of
$0.64 million to improve residential care for young
people. All of my local primary schools — all excellent
schools — have been provided for in terms of the
fantastic Schoolyard Blitz program. Glen Orden
Primary School, Glen Devon Primary School,
Woodville Primary School and the Warringa Park
School will each receive $5500 to make the necessary
schoolyard improvements that add to the self-esteem of
not just the school community but the whole
community in which each school operates.
As I have said this budget builds on each of the budgets
of both Bracks Labor governments, which have been
produced by a rather exceptional Treasurer. As a result
we have seen the establishment in my community of
the Wyndham Integrated Health Care Centre. This is a
$9.6 million primary health care centre that our
community waited for through the seven dark years of
the Kennett government. Whilst we were being
promised year in and year out that the centre was on the
top of the Kennett government’s agenda, that
government failed to deliver year after year. It took a
Bracks Labor government to bite the bullet and provide
this fantastic facility, which is already making a
wonderful contribution in our community.
The upgrade of the Werribee Mercy Hospital was also
provided for by the Bracks Labor government. It has
also been a long-awaited development, and work
commenced this year on that $10.6 million upgrade.
There have also been million-dollar upgrades in a
number of my schools, including Manorvale Primary
School, Iramoo Primary School, which waited 21 years
for any attention, and Werribee Primary School — and
now we can proudly add Mossfiel Primary School to
that list.
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The Bracks Labor government provided my
community with its first new bus services in nine years.
For a growth corridor to wait nine years for new bus
services was outrageous, but it was Minister Batchelor,
in the Bracks Labor government, who provided us with
over a million dollars for those services.
This government has given us the Werribee Vision,
Melbourne 2030 and fantastic road funding for both
black spots and upgrades — and the sensational
upgrade of the Princes Freeway is something we can all
be proud of. We have two new school precincts
awaiting development.
Globally we also have the creation of the domestic
violence division of the Magistrates Court, which will
have an important impact on the statistics relating to
family violence in my community. As the
Parliamentary Secretary for Women’s Affairs I look
forward to further developments in addressing issues
about and surrounding family violence. I congratulate
the Treasurer on another exceptional budget, and I look
forward to many, many more.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — It is a pleasure to
rise in support of the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill.
There are a number of key issues to come out of this
year’s state budget that relate to the electorate of Forest
Hill, including the Building Better Schools program,
which in part provides $1.7 million for the
modernisation of the Carronbank School and the
Princess Elizabeth Junior School. Residential facilities
for children in care will receive $0.53 million, which
will benefit young people in the electorate of Forest
Hill. Through the Schoolyard Blitz programs, the
Blackburn English Language School and the Burwood
Heights Primary School will each receive a $5500 grant
for schoolyard improvement projects.
The Tally Ho state emergency telecommunication
centre is receiving $1.7 million to expand and upgrade
its capacity. Dental health expansions and upgrades will
be seen in the Whitehorse Community Health Service,
with 10 new dental chairs being provided as a part of
the $2.5 million initiative at three community health
services across Melbourne.
Some of the projects included the historic clock tower
renovation, which was promised in May 2003 and
delivered in November 2003; the new Arrive Alive
school speed zones, which were promised in May 2003
and delivered in January this year; and the wetlands
project, which was given the green light in May 2003
and completed in October 2003.
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The state budget for 2004–05 is putting families first.
This is a major package for Victorian families. It
basically cuts living costs, investing strongly in vital
services like hospitals, schools and roads. In health, an
additional $1.6 billion will be used to treat an additional
35 000 hospital patients and 50 000 emergency
department patients. An extra 900 nurses and health
staff will be employed, which will ensure the financial
sustainability of the hospital system. Over four years
$58 million will be spent to cut the dental waiting list
and treat an additional 130 000 Victorians. One
hundred extra GPs will be hired in community health
centres to improve access to bulk-billed medical
services at a cost of $8 million.
The government continues to invest in education as its
top priority. This budget provides significant new
resources for building and upgrading schools, creating
new specialist facilities in secondary schools and
improving vocational education training programs.
The government will provide new cash grants of $5000
to assist Victorians to buy their first home. The first
home bonus will bring the total grant available to
Victorian first home buyers to $12 000 for properties up
to $500 000. The state government concession will be
reformed to target availability and ensure benefits are
directed to those Victorians most in need of support.
The Victorian economy is in a strong position, and the
government, in putting Victorian families and their
needs first and providing additional resources for
health, education and roads, has still maintained a
strong budget surplus. For this reason I congratulate the
Treasurer and commend the bill to the house.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am pleased to join in the
debate on the Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill. I note the
Treasurer is in the house, and I suppose saying he
should be congratulated is an understatement. The
2004–05 budget puts Victoria on track for a strong
operating surplus. I do not think anybody could be
prouder than the Treasurer in seeing a $545 million
surplus for next year while delivering substantial
economic and social benefits across the state.
It is also pleasing to see that the Bracks government has
put families first in this budget by cutting basic living
costs and investing strongly in vital services like
hospitals, schools and roads. Indeed the Bracks
government is taking the proceeds of this state’s strong
economic performance and investing them in the areas
that matter most to Victorian families. Victorian
families, of course, will see a cut in their taxes and
basic living costs which will deliver real hip-pocket
savings as well as a massive boost to the key services
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they rely on in their daily lives, like health, education
and support for those who are vulnerable or
disadvantaged. I would be neglectful not to mention
that an electorate like Clayton will benefit greatly,
given the profile of the electorate.

I thank the 70 members who contributed. A number of
speeches shone out. On the opposition side the speech
by the member for South-West Coast was a positive
contribution and stood in stark contrast to the
contribution from the member for Malvern.

It is most pleasing also to know that this year’s budget
delivers savings on basic costs like taking the kids to
the dentist, sending them to school or university, buying
a first home and taking out a mortgage on a new home.
The working people of Clayton will more than
welcome such a fresh change. I also mention that in the
services that are most important to the family, like
health and education, the government is delivering a
massive boost so that every student will have the
opportunity to succeed and to get the best possible
health care, no matter where they live.

The features of the budget, of course, include assistance
for first home buyers, tax reductions, the abolition of
mortgage duty, reductions in land tax, the business
package Victoria — Leading the Way and, of course,
the emphasis on families. It is noteworthy that this
budget puts families first, and a similar theme was
identified in the recent federal budget. The priority we
have given to families is the right one for Victoria and
has provided some leadership for Australia.

It is only appropriate that I mention some of the budget
highlights, which include: $2 billion to boost the health
system, which is a tremendous boost indeed;
$197 million for the Caring for Children package;
$1 billion in new funding for regional Victoria;
$552 million for an outer metropolitan and rural
Victoria roads package; the $149 million first home
bonus, which takes the total relief for Victorian home
buyers to $600 million over the next four years; and of
course the $10 billion in record infrastructure spending
over the next four years.
All this comes almost immediately after the strong and
powerful economic statement delivered by the Premier
and the Treasurer, Victoria — Leading the Way. We
have seen the reaction from the business community to
that statement, and now the reaction from all sectors in
the community — whether in the economics field, in
the media or in the welfare sector — has been positive.
People are pleased with the combination of a strong
economic and solid policy platform for Victorian
families. I am pleased to be part of this government,
and I am looking forward to a much stronger budget in
the year to come.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — It has been a long and
very positive budget debate. At the outset I want to
thank the member for Burwood, who is the
Parliamentary Secretary for Treasury and Finance, for
doing a fantastic job through this debate and for his
assistance to me in the preparation of the budget.
This year we have had a record number of speakers on
the appropriation debate, with 70 speakers from both
sides of the house. It shows that the budget is obviously
an important document, but it is equally important that
the house has a full and proper, constructive debate
about it. A variety of views were put in this debate, and

I conclude by again saying that it was a good debate.
Seventy speakers is a record number. I commend the
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

STATE TAXATION ACTS (TAX REFORM)
BILL
Second reading
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

As honourable members are aware, in the state budget
handed down on 4 May, the government announced
that it would introduce significant changes to the
Victorian taxation system that would deliver benefits to
all Victorians. Earlier, on 20 April, the government
issued its economic statement Victoria — Leading the
Way. That statement, widely acclaimed by the business
community, announced over $1 billion in land tax cuts
over the next five years. The principal objective of this
bill is to make the necessary amendments to the
taxation laws to implement these commitments.
The Land Tax Act 1958 is amended to give effect to the
most significant reductions in land tax for a generation.
In the business statement, the government
acknowledged that property values had risen strongly
across Australia in recent years. While this has
benefited many individuals and businesses, it has also
put upward pressure on the land tax burden faced by
many Victorians. The bill effects an increase in the
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tax-free threshold by a further $25 000 to $175 000.
Amendments to the Land Tax Act will also implement
the upward adjustment over two years to the land tax
brackets between $675 000 and $1 080 000, announced
in the economic statement. Most significantly, the top
land tax rate is reduced from 5 per cent to 3.5 per cent
by 2006–07, with a further reduction to 3 per cent by
2008–09. As a result of these reforms, approximately
24 000 Victorians will no longer be required to pay
land tax and an additional 21 000 will receive land tax
relief.

from 1 July 2004. Since 1999 Victoria has gone from
being the state with the highest number of business
taxes to having the equal lowest. The government is
also committed to ensuring that the state taxes operate
in a fair and equitable manner and that taxpayers are not
burdened by unnecessary complexities.

As announced in the budget, from 1 May Victorian first
home buyers will be paid an additional $5000 first
home bonus for any home purchase up to $500 000.
This bonus is additional to the government’s first home
owner grant (FHOG) and makes Victoria the only
jurisdiction to have increased the grants to first home
owners — from $7000 to $12 000. This will give a
significant helping hand to Victorian first home buyers
affected by buoyant property prices. The grant will
apply until 30 June 2005. Access to the current first
home buyer concession in the Duties Act 2000 will be
suspended while the more generous additional grant is
in place. Provision is made for any person who would
have been eligible for the conveyance duty concession
but who would fail to meet the FHOG eligibility criteria
to receive the $5000 first home bonus.

From 1 January 2005 employment agencies will be
liable for payroll tax for their on-hired workers, rather
than the clients of the agencies. This measure will
reduce confusion concerning who is liable for payroll
tax in respect of wages paid to agency workers.

The government recently announced a range of
significant additional assistance for pensioners and
concession card holders. The Duties Act provides an
exemption and concession from duty in respect of a
transfer of dutiable property to an eligible concession
card holder. This government last increased the
thresholds for this duty exemption and concession with
effect from 1 July 2002, to $150 000 (for a maximum
concession) and $200 000 (for a partial concession).
These thresholds will again be increased.
The threshold for an exemption from duty for eligible
pensioners is increased from $150 000 to $250 000 for
contracts entered into on or after 1 May 2004. The
thresholds of the concession currently available to
eligible pensioners, where the dutiable value of the
property is between $150 000 and $200 000, are
increased to $250 000 and $350 000 respectively. This
will apply to contracts entered into on or after 1 May
2004.
Since this government has taken office, it has provided
business tax relief of over $1 billion, including cutting
payroll tax, abolishing land tax for tens of thousands of
Victorians, abolishing duty on on-market and
off-market share transactions, abolishing lease duty,
financial institutions duty and abolishing mortgage duty

To this end, changes will be made to the Duties
Act 2000 and to the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971 to improve
compliance and to better align provisions with those
operating in all other jurisdictions.

An exemption from payroll tax will apply to wages
paid in respect of workers on-hired to a client that is
exempt under section 10 of the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971.
Not-for-profit group training companies, which on-hire
apprentices and trainees to host clients, will also be
exempt from payroll tax in respect of those employees.
An existing exemption for employment agency staff
on-hired for less than eight days per month will be
repealed as part of the new provisions.
The changes will make Victoria’s provisions generally
uniform with those applying in other jurisdictions,
which will ensure that the same rules apply for all
employment agency wages. Payroll tax liability will
also be in line with the usual employer-employee
relationship — that is, the agency as the employer will
be liable for the tax on the wages it pays to the worker
rather than a client being deemed liable to pay the tax
when it is not subject to a contractual obligation to pay
the worker. Compliance will be simplified and
improved and the rules concerning liability will be
clearer. Revenue leakage will also be prevented.
The 1 January 2005 commencement of these provisions
will give taxpayers time to adjust to the new
arrangements.
Amendments will be made to the Duties Act 2000 that
will empower the Commissioner of State Revenue to
obtain from taxpayers an independent valuation of
dutiable property when a complex transaction takes
place. This proposal seeks to overcome revenue leakage
and a lack of clarity under the existing legislation as to
the relative value of dutiable and non-dutiable property
in a transaction by putting in place clear valuation
requirements. The provision is modelled on those
existing in other jurisdictions.
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This measure will improve the ability of the
commissioner to ensure the appropriate amount of
conveyancing duty is paid. Specific requirements for
providing an up-to-date valuation will not increase
compliance costs for taxpayers. The provisions will not
apply to ordinary transactions but will normally only be
utilised in respect of complex business transactions.
Prudent purchasers and lenders will require valuations
before a transaction is completed. The powers will
improve the State Revenue Office’s access to these
valuations. These provisions are supplemented by
improved anti-avoidance measures. These provisions
will come into effect in relation to transactions that
occur on or after 1 July 2004.
Further, the rules for calculating the duty on high-value
property transactions conducted through private
companies and trusts are to be revised in light of current
business practices, which have the effect of reducing
taxation liabilities. The amendments to the land-rich
tests will apply from this day.
The fundamental basis of stamp duty is that changes in
beneficial ownership in land, however achieved, are
subject to conveyance duty. For reasons of equity and
revenue protection, it is essential that duties are applied
equitably and effectively.
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there will be an exemption from the provisions for a
trust which is declared by the Commissioner of State
Revenue to be a ‘declared public unit trust’;
the number of unit holders for a trust to qualify as a
public unit trust will increase from 50 to 300, with a
maximum 20 per cent holding by any associated
person;
wholesale unit trusts will be exempt from the
land-rich provisions unless an interest exceeding
50 per cent is purchased. Control tests will
distinguish wholesale trusts from private unit trusts,
based on holdings of particular investors and the
value of property held in the trust;
registration provisions will require certain types of
private and wholesale trusts to register with the State
Revenue Office;
an anti-avoidance provision will apply to overcome
schemes to circumvent the provisions. This will be
further reinforced by joint and several liability
provisions on both the acquirer and the corporation
in which the shares/units relate;

The amendments to the land-rich tests will ensure that
an appropriate amount of tax is collected on all
transactions in property involving land.

the conversion of private unit trusts into public unit
trusts as part of a sale arrangement and takeovers of
public unit trusts effectively converting them to
private unit trusts will in specified circumstances
also be dutiable; and

These changes comprise the best features of
comparable provisions applying in other jurisdictions.

certain unit buybacks, where legislated criteria are
met, will not trigger a duty liability.

The following changes will be made to the existing
tests:
the land proportion test, as a percentage of total
holdings of the land corporation, will reduce from
80 per cent to 60 per cent for both companies and
trusts;
the acquisition test for a private company and a
wholesale unit trust will reduce from a majority
interest to 50 per cent or more, and for a private unit
trust the acquisition test will be reduced to 20 per
cent or more;
the test for indirect ownership of property through
subsidiaries will reduce from 50 per cent to 20 per
cent or greater and will be based on the cumulative
percentage of each entity;
listed companies and trusts and public unit trusts will
continue to be exempt from duty;

The provisions have been designed to ensure that small
investors and purchasers of units in public unit trusts
will not be affected by the changes. The new regime
will also impose no real change for superannuation
funds or most small business.
The changes reflect the government’s commitment to a
taxation system that is fair and equitable, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BAILLIEU
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.
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OMBUDSMAN LEGISLATION (POLICE
OMBUDSMAN) BILL
Second reading
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This government is committed to maintaining the
highest standards of integrity within the Victoria police
force. Our current system of internal police
investigation, coupled with the investigative powers of
the Ombudsman has led to Victoria achieving these
standards.
The initiatives in the bill before the house will further
strengthen the powers of the Ombudsman to investigate
police and ensure that Victoria retains a police force
that operates in accordance with the highest ethical
standards.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Ombudsman
Act 1973, the Police Regulation Act 1958 and the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. This bill will:
1. create the new office of police ombudsman;
and
2. broaden the powers of investigation into
police matters and conduct.
The bill will amend the Ombudsman Act 1973 to
establish a new office of police ombudsman. The
Ombudsman will fill this office. The police
ombudsman will have all the functions of the office of
deputy ombudsman (police complaints), which will be
abolished. This reform will ensure that the Ombudsman
has clear and sole authority in the investigation of
police matters.
The Police Regulation Act 1958 will set out the powers
of the police ombudsman. Currently the Ombudsman
has the power to instigate an investigation in his general
jurisdiction, but not in relation to police. The
investigative powers of the deputy ombudsman (police
complaints) are only triggered by an official complaint
from the public.
This bill amends the Police Regulation Act 1958 to
enable the police ombudsman to conduct an
investigation on his or her ‘own motion’. The
investigation may be into the conduct of a member of
the force or any of the policies, practices or procedures
of the force.
In 1998, the Evidence Act 1958 was amended to give
royal commissions additional powers. This bill will
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provide the Ombudsman with some of the additional
powers given to royal commissions in 1998.
The bill will extend sections 19A and 19B of the
Evidence Act to investigations conducted by the police
ombudsman. These provisions clarify the extent of the
police ombudsman’s investigative powers and the
exclusion of the public, as provided by that act, from
any hearing that the police ombudsman may hold in
relation to an investigation.
It is the intention of the bill to abrogate the protection
against self-incrimination in certain circumstances. This
reform is consistent with the provisions applicable to
royal commissions under section 19C of the Evidence
Act.
Where the police ombudsman certifies in writing that
the provision of information in relation to an
investigation is necessary in the public interest, it will
not be a reasonable excuse for a person to fail to
provide that information on the ground that it may tend
to incriminate that person. The police ombudsman’s
certification will be conclusive.
In determining whether to provide a certification, the
police ombudsman may take into account whether the
investigation involves the review of established
procedures of the police force. He may also consider
whether it is unlikely that the information could be
obtained by other means.
Any information provided in circumstances where the
police ombudsman has issued a certificate is
inadmissible in judicial proceedings against the person
providing the information, except for offences relating
to the provision of that information, such as perjury.
Royal commissions currently have the power to enter
and inspect premises and to take possession of any
relevant document that they deem is reasonably
necessary. Consistent with these powers, the police
ombudsman will be granted certain powers of entry,
search and seizure, subject to obtaining a search
warrant from a magistrate.
I now wish to make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or
varying that section pursuant to this bill.
Clause 19 of the bill inserts a new section 129A(2) in
the Police Regulation Act 1958. It will provide that it is
the intention of section 86J of the Police Regulation Act
1958, as that section applies on or after the
commencement of the bill, to alter or vary section 85 of
the constitution.
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Section 86J of the Police Regulation Act 1958 currently
limits the liability of the deputy ombudsman (police
complaints) and the capacity for any person to bring
proceedings against the deputy ombudsman, to those
acts that are done in bad faith. It also limits the scope of
orders that may be made by a court in relation to the
deputy ombudsman and prohibits the deputy
ombudsman from being called to give evidence.

The bill will make consequential amendments to the
Whistleblowers Act by replacing the references to the
office of deputy ombudsman with references to the
office of police ombudsman. It is necessary therefore
that the police ombudsman be protected in the same
manner as the deputy ombudsman has been, as he or
she will be performing the same functions as the deputy
ombudsman.

The bill will make consequential amendments to
section 86J by replacing the references to the office of
deputy ombudsman with references to the office of
police ombudsman. As the police ombudsman will be
performing the current functions of the deputy
ombudsman it is necessary that the protection afforded
to the deputy ombudsman under the current law, also be
provided to the police ombudsman.

The bill will also indirectly extend the application of the
protection afforded in relation to legal proceedings
under section 107 by extending the investigative
powers of the police ombudsman and the circumstances
in which he or she can obtain information. In order to
be effective, the police ombudsman’s use of the broader
investigative provisions in the bill must be covered by
the protection offered by section 107. The exercise of
the police ombudsman’s broader powers may otherwise
be significantly hindered by numerous legal challenges
and proceedings on grounds other than that currently
provided in the Whistleblowers Act.

By extending the investigative powers of the police
ombudsman and the circumstances in which he or she
can obtain information, the bill will also indirectly
extend the application of section 86J. In order to be
effective, the broader investigative scope contained in
the bill must be covered by the protection offered under
section 86J. The exercise of the police ombudsman’s
broader jurisdiction may otherwise be prohibited by
numerous legal challenges and proceedings on grounds
other than that currently provided in the legislation.
Finally, the bill will make certain amendments to the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. Currently, the
Whistleblowers Act provides that the deputy
ombudsman (police complaints) may investigate certain
complaints in relation to any member of the police
force under the whistleblowers scheme. The
amendments will ensure that the powers available
under that act to investigate police matters will be
consistent with the additional investigative powers to be
provided under the Police Regulation Act 1958.
I now wish to make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or
varying that section pursuant to this bill in relation to
the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001.
Clause 26 of the bill will insert a new section 110(2) in
the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. It will provide
that it is the intention of section 107 of the
Whistleblowers Act, as amended by clause 25 of the
bill, to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution.
Section 107 of the Whistleblowers Act currently
provides for the protection of the deputy ombudsman
(police complaints) in relation to legal proceedings in a
similar manner to that of the Police Regulation Act
1958.

As all members will, of course, agree, that it is vital that
Victoria maintain a police force of the highest ethical
standards, they will all welcome this bill, which fulfils
the government’s commitment to ensure the highest
standards of integrity and professionalism in Victoria’s
police force.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DOYLE
(Leader of the Opposition).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.

HEALTH SERVICES (GOVERNANCE AND
ACCOUNTABILITY) BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill is designed to further improve the governance
of public health services and hospitals, and to reinforce
the government’s policy of ensuring that public health
services and hospitals are, and remain, publicly
operated. It is also designed to facilitate the
reorganisation of public health services and public
hospitals when this is necessary in the public interest.
In recent years, there has been increasing recognition of
the importance of good governance of both public and
private sector organisations.
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Essentially, the term ‘governance’ refers to the way in
which organisations are structured, operated and
controlled to achieve their strategic goals, and maintain
sound relations with their stakeholders. Governance is
also about fostering organisational accountability and
the highest standards of organisational behaviour.
Our public health services and hospitals are among the
most important institutions in this state. They hold a
very special place in the hearts and minds of all
Victorians. Public hospitals range from the small
country hospitals that play an essential role in rural
communities, through to the major teaching hospitals
that are centres of excellence in patient treatment and
care, and clinical research.
The government believes that a humane and
compassionate society ensures equal access to health
care for all its citizens, based on clinical need rather
than the individual’s ability to pay. The assurance that
comes from knowing that quality health care is
available when illness or misfortune strikes us, or our
loved ones, is of inestimable value to each and every
one of us. It demonstrates, in the most practical way
possible, that each individual is cared for, and valued,
as a member of our community.
Therefore the Victorian government is resolutely
committed to Medicare and the public health system,
which must remain accessible to all. Public hospitals
remain the cornerstone of Medicare, providing
treatment and care free of charge to all persons who
elect to be public patients.
The governance of public health services and hospitals
is a particularly complex and demanding task.
Collectively, these agencies absorb a large proportion
of the state budget overall. They face significant
challenges due to increasing demands for health
services, rapidly changing technologies and increasing
consumer expectations. Under the Medicare principles,
they must provide timely treatment and care to all
public patients. It is therefore essential that appropriate
governance arrangements are in place for all of our
public health services and hospitals.
In 1999, the government took important initial steps
towards enhancing the governance of health services by
commissioning the ministerial review of health care
networks chaired by Professor Stephen Duckett. That
review made recommendations about the configuration
of health services in the metropolitan area, and the
governance of those agencies, which were implemented
on 1 July 2000.
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In 2003, to build on the work of the ministerial review
of health care networks, the government established a
panel to advise on ways to further enhance the
governance and accountability of both metropolitan
health services and certain large regional public
hospitals. The Victorian public hospital governance
reform panel comprised Ms Gabrielle Kibble AO (who
chaired the panel), Mr Bernie McKay and Mr Syd
Bradley, MBE. The panel was ably assisted by its
executive officer, Dr Tia Negerevich of the Department
of Human Services.
The panel consulted with board members and chief
executive officers of metropolitan and regional
hospitals and other key stakeholders, and produced a
report containing recommendations for changes to the
Health Services Act and to administrative practice.
I wish to record the government’s thanks to the
members of the panel, and to all those who assisted the
panel, for their efforts.
Like the ministerial review of health care networks, the
governance reform panel concluded that the current
organisational model of metropolitan health services
(that of public statutory authorities governed by boards
comprising individuals drawn from the community)
was basically sound.
However, it identified some additional opportunities for
enhancement of the governance arrangements for
metropolitan health services and large regional public
hospitals. This bill implements the panel’s
recommendations for legislative change.
I will now turn to the provisions of the bill.
This bill contains amendments to the Health Services
Act to:
introduce a new class of public hospital to be known
as a ‘public health service’ which will apply to
public hospitals in the metropolitan area and also to
certain specified regional public hospitals;
establish consistent governance and accountability
arrangements for all public health services;
clarify the roles and responsibilities under the act of
the boards and the chief executive officer of a public
health service, the minister, and the secretary of the
Department of Human Services;
establish a new instrument for ensuring
accountability of public health services, to be known
as an annual statement of priorities;
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ensure that our public hospitals remain publicly
operated by repealing or sunsetting current
provisions of the act with respect to privately
operated hospitals; and
enable the reorganisation of public hospital services
to ensure that these services are provided effectively,
efficiently and economically and in accordance with
the other objectives of the act.
Implementing the recommendations of the
governance reform panel
The panel noted that different governance arrangements
apply to metropolitan health services and those large
regional public hospitals that were within the scope of
its review. It recommended that identical governance
structures should apply to all of these agencies.
To implement this recommendation, the bill will
change the status of these particular agencies by
creating a new class of public hospital entity under the
Health Services Act known as a ‘public health service’.
All of the metropolitan health services and the five
regional public hospitals designated in the bill (namely,
Barwon Health, Ballarat Health Service, Bendigo
Health Care Group, Latrobe Regional Health and
Goulburn Valley Health) will become public health
services.
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The panel identified a lack of clarity and no shared
understanding about the respective functions of the
parties that play principal roles in the governance of the
public hospital sector overall; namely, the boards and
chief executive officers of health services and hospitals,
the Minister for Health and the Department of Human
Services. It recommended that the roles and
responsibilities of these parties should be specified in
the Health Services Act.
The bill implements this recommendation, with some
modifications that ensure that the changes fit within the
existing structure of the act.
To clarify the performance expectations of public
health services, the panel recommended the
development of a new high level and focused
accountability instrument that clearly sets out the
agreed performance expectations of each public health
service.
The bill implements this recommendation by enabling a
statement of priorities for each public health service.

This is merely a change of status under the act. It will
have no impact on the staff of these agencies, or the
services that they provide.

To assist the government to take timely remedial steps
to assist hospitals that may be experiencing difficulties,
the panel recommended that the minister should have
the capacity to appoint one or two delegates to the
board of a public health service. It also recommended
that the act should enable the minister to issue written
directions to boards, and should enable external audits
of public health services to be commissioned when
necessary. The bill implements these recommendations.

Under part 12 of the bill, a body remains the same body
despite its change of status or classification under the
act, or the fact that it is established under, and governed
by, different provisions. For example, the incorporation
of these bodies is not cancelled, but is to continue
unaffected. The overall effect of this part is to ensure
that the property, rights and liabilities of a body subject
to this part, and the eligibility or entitlement of such a
body to benefit from a trust, are not disturbed despite its
change of status under the act.

The role of a delegate is to assist the board and to be a
conduit between the board and the minister. The
delegate will not be a board member, and therefore will
have no decision-making authority. However, the board
will be able to take advice or information provided by a
delegate into account in making its decisions. The
delegate will have access to all material that is available
to the board, and will have the capacity to provide
information he or she obtains in that capacity to the
minister or the secretary.

However, this change will mean that these large
regional public hospitals are subject to the same
governance arrangements as their metropolitan
counterparts.

The bill enables the Minister for Health to give written
directions to a board of a public health service or public
hospital for the purpose of giving effect to the objects
of the act, where the minister considers that such a
direction is in the public interest.

The bill also recognises that, in future, if their
circumstances change, it may be appropriate for
additional regional public hospitals to be reclassified as
public health services. Therefore, it also enables other
designated rural or regional public hospitals to change
their status and become public health services, where
this is desirable from time to time.

Before issuing a direction, the minister must consult the
board of the agency that will be affected. The bill
provides that a minister must not give directions about
the health care or services provided or proposed to be

HEALTH SERVICES (GOVERNANCE AND ACCOUNTABILITY) BILL
Thursday, 13 May 2004

ASSEMBLY

1321

provided to an individual, or the employment of an
identified person.

officers apply to both public health services and public
hospitals under this bill.

There is a clear public expectation that the government
will respond appropriately to legitimate concerns about
financial management, patient care, efficiency and
similar matters that, from time to time, are raised about
public health services or hospitals.

Ending privatisation of public hospitals

When such concerns are raised, an external audit may
be appropriate to ascertain the true state of affairs and
identify whether there are issues that require attention,
or simply to ‘clear the air’ and assist in restoring public
confidence in the organisation.

The bill provides that no further agreements can be
made under section 69B of the act to create privately
operated hospitals. This will not apply to agreements in
relation to the new Mildura Base Hospital, which is
currently a privately operated hospital.

Therefore, the bill empowers the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services to appoint external
auditors who have appropriate knowledge and expertise
for the particular task at hand to carry out audits of
agencies, when this is in the public interest. The terms
of reference for an audit will define the parameters of
the auditor’s role.

The bill also repeals division 7 of part 3 of the act,
which enables agreements for the management of
public hospitals by the private sector as a precursor to
transforming them into privately operated hospitals.

An important feature of this bill is that it implements
the government’s policy of ensuring that public
hospitals remain publicly operated.

Enabling the reorganisation of public health
services and public hospitals

As recommended by the panel, the bill enables the
secretary of the Department of Human Services to
approve the terms and conditions of employment of
public health service chief executive officers, including
the criteria for the payment of any performance bonus.
This will ensure that, in future, the terms and conditions
of employment of all chief executive officers will be
consistent with the whole-of-government standards for
executive employment in public authorities, as
determined by the government sector executive
remuneration panel.

A clear theme underpinning the governance reform
panel’s report is that the government of the day must
have the ability to plan public hospital services to
ensure that they meet the changing health needs of
Victorian communities effectively and efficiently.

A significant issue identified by the panel is the tension
that can exist between the duty of boards to act in the
interests of their particular health service, in
circumstances where this may conflict with the interests
of the wider public hospital sector. The panel
recommended that boards and chief executives of
public health services should have explicit capacity
under the Health Services Act to make decisions that
take into account the interests of the wider public
hospital sector. The bill implements this
recommendation.

From its inception in 1988, the Health Services Act has
enabled the Governor in Council to make orders in
council effecting the amalgamation of public hospitals
and other registered funded agencies, when this is
required in the public interest. Since the 1980s, various
public hospital amalgamations have occurred, resulting
in numerous multicampus public health services and
hospitals in metropolitan, regional and rural Victoria.

Although the panel’s report focused on ‘public health
services’, it is clearly important to ensure that
appropriate statutory accountability mechanisms are
also in place for other regional and rural public
hospitals. Therefore, the capacity to appoint delegates
to boards, the ministerial directions power, the audit
provisions and the secretary’s power to approve the
terms and conditions of employment of chief executive

As has been demonstrated over the past two decades,
from time to time, this necessarily entails reorganising
public health services and hospitals, in order to better
equip them to meet new management challenges and
service demands, and to ensure equitable access to
health services for growing populations.

The government has recently announced that it intends
to disaggregate Women’s and Children’s Health into
two specialist stand-alone public health services that
will continue to deliver the highest standards of care to
Victorian women and children.
This organisational change will assist in achieving the
completion of a major government project on time and
on budget — a state-of-the-art new women’s
hospital — by establishing a separate board and chief
executive officer for the Royal Women’s Hospital that
can focus specifically on this critical and complex task.
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It will also enable the board and chief executive officer
of the Royal Children’s Hospital to concentrate
exclusively on delivering high quality care to children,
and on planning for the future redevelopment of the
Royal Children’s Hospital.
One of the key objectives of this bill is to facilitate the
proposed organisational change to Women’s and
Children’s Health efficiently and effectively.
Therefore proposed new part 13 of this bill will enable
the creation of successor ‘public health services’ and
the allocation of property, rights, liabilities and staff of
Women’s and Children’s Health to these successor
agencies.
However, part 13 is not limited to enabling the
reorganisation of Women’s and Children’s Health. It
will also enable the reorganisation (that is,
disaggregation in whole or part) of other multicampus
public health services or public hospitals, and the
transfer of their property, rights, liabilities and staff to
successor agencies, should this be required at some
time in the future. These provisions will complement
the existing provisions of the act that enable the
amalgamation of registered funded agencies, when
required from time to time.
Proposed new part 13 of the bill is modelled on the
transitional provisions contained in part 9 of the Health
Services Act. Those provisions were used to effect the
disaggregation of the former health care networks and
the transfer of their property, rights, liabilities and staff
to successor metropolitan health services in 2000.
Proposed new part 13 will enable various different
reorganisation scenarios to occur such as allocation of
the property, rights, liabilities and staff of an existing
‘transferring’ agency to one or more newly created
successor agencies or existing agencies, and
cancellation of its incorporation where appropriate.
In each case, a transferring agency and a receiving
agency must be a public health service or a public
hospital.
Accordingly, proposed new part 13 of the bill enables
the Governor in Council, on the recommendation of the
Minister for Health, to make a range of orders in
council that may provide for, among other things:
the creation of one or more new public health
services or public hospitals, and the transfer of
identified property, rights, liabilities and staff of a
disaggregating (transferring) public health service or
public hospital to it or them;
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the appointment of first boards, acting chief
executive officers, and first bylaws of new entities,
in circumstances where new entities are created;
the transfer of identified property, rights, liabilities
and staff of a public health service or public hospital
to an existing public health service or public
hospital;
the appointment of an administrator or
administrators to facilitate the change process; and
a clear ‘chain of succession’ in relation to transferred
property and rights and liabilities.
Proposed new part 13 also provides a mechanism to
enable the transfer of staff between agencies, with all of
their rights and entitlements preserved and with
continuity of service.
Trusts
This bill also contains provisions to preserve the
operation of trusts, and to transfer their application to
the appropriate successor of an agency that is
reorganised under proposed new part 13.
This means that the successor agency will be eligible or
entitled to benefit from a trust. It is intended to ensure
that a trust does not fail simply because of the changes
to the legal structures which govern public health
services or public hospital services. Donations for
public health care can therefore continue to be used for
the benefit of the community.
Over time there have been a series of alterations to the
corporate status of public hospitals within Victoria. The
act contains provisions to ensure that, whenever this
occurs, trusts in relation to that agency are to be applied
in favour of its successor.
For instance, where a trust was created in relation to an
agency which was amalgamated, and there has been a
sequence of subsequent amalgamations or aggregations
involving any of the various successors of that agency,
the ultimate successor of all of these ‘former agencies’
is able to benefit under that trust.
The act provides that the agencies now in existence are,
for the purposes of trusts, the successors of the agencies
that they immediately replaced, and also of all of the
former agencies that, at any time, were amalgamated, as
part of the chain of succession leading up to their
creation.
Further, in 2000 the act was amended specifically to
enable the restructuring of the 7 former health care
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networks (metropolitan hospitals) and the creation of
12 successor agencies known as metropolitan health
services. Under division 5 of part 9 of the act, four of
these networks were transformed into successor
metropolitan health services. The act currently provides
that all trusts in relation to each of those particular
networks (and their former agencies) are to be applied
in favour of their successor metropolitan health
services.
However, three networks were disaggregated and were
succeeded by a number of different designated
successor agencies. It was not appropriate for the act to
enable only one successor metropolitan health service
to succeed an entire disaggregating network for the
purposes of trusts. Therefore ss 214 and 215 of the act
enabled the making of orders in council designating
appropriate successor agencies for the purposes of
trusts or specified classes or categories of trusts in
relation to the former networks, their various campuses
and all of their former agencies.
The current bill builds upon all these provisions by
applying a similar model in relation to the
reorganisation of agencies. It is intended that these
provisions will further build on the chain of succession
for public hospitals which has been established
pursuant to the act as a consequence of previous change
processes and which provides for trusts to be construed
accordingly.
Therefore proposed new section 266 enables the
Governor in Council to make orders designating an
agency as the successor of a designated agency that is
being reorganised (a transferring agency) for the
purposes of any trust or class or category of trusts in
relation to that transferring agency. This will ensure that
trusts specified in that order in relation to the
transferring agency (or in relation to the bodies that it
succeeded for the purposes of a trust) are to be applied
in favour of the successor agency specified in the order.
The bill provides that regard must be had by the
minister to the campuses which are to be operated by
the proposed successor agency in recommending that
such an order be made. This is intended to enable trust
funds or property to ‘follow the campus’.
Section 5A of the act will continue to apply to all trusts
which are applied in accordance with this act. This
makes it clear that if the person who has created the
trust specified the particular purposes of the agency for
which the trust was created, such as the treatment of
children, then the trust may only be applied to the
successor agency for a similar or corresponding
purpose.
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Statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975
I wish to make a statement under section 85(5) of the
Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 51 inserts new sections 243 and 270 into the
Health Services Act 1988. Sections 243 and 270
respectively provide that nothing done under proposed
new part 12 or 13 gives rise to any cause or right of
action or application before any court or tribunal.
Clause 49 inserts a new section 157H which provides
that it is the intention of sections 243 and 270 to alter or
vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
The reason for altering or varying section 85 is to
ensure that nothing done under part 12 or 13, including
the following —
the reclassification (change of status) of metropolitan
health services and designated public hospitals as
‘public health services’;
the creation of new public health services or public
hospitals;
the reorganisation of public health services or public
hospitals;
the allocation of property, rights and liabilities and
trusts and the transfer of staff;
the appointment of an administrator to a public
health service or public hospital; or
the cancellation of incorporation of a public health
service or public hospital —
is delayed or prevented by legal proceedings.
This provision is considered necessary to enable the
change of entity status or reorganisation of public
health services or public hospitals to proceed in an
effective and coordinated manner, and without
disruption to the provision of health services.
Conclusion
This important bill will further improve the governance
of Victoria’s public health services and hospitals.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.
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AMBULANCE SERVICES (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill provides the foundation for excellence in
governance for all three of Victoria’s ambulance
services. In so doing it addresses problems identified by
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service royal
commissioner in the governance arrangements under
the current Ambulance Services Act.
The proposed new governance provisions are modelled
on those recommended for major metropolitan and
regional health services by the Victorian public hospital
governance reform panel established by the
government last year. The reforms recognise that the
ambulance services are major health service providers
by aligning the governance provisions of the
Ambulance Services Act to those applying to public
hospitals under the Health Services Act. The bill
establishes the foundation for best practice
accountability and governance arrangements.
In summary, the bill provides that the Minister for
Health be given new powers in relation to ambulance
services to take remedial steps for the purpose of
assisting the board of an ambulance service, if
necessary, to improve its performance. In particular, the
bill provides that the minister be given a power to
appoint a delegate to the board of an ambulance service
and a broad power to issue directions to boards.
Each ambulance service will be required to work with
the Secretary of the Department of Human Services to
develop an annual agreed statement of priorities. The
statement of priorities will represent an agreement
between the minister and the ambulance service on the
key performance expectations for the ambulance
service and the measures against which its performance
may be judged.
The bill provides that an ambulance service is not
required to enter into a statement of priorities if the
service’s annual revenue is less than an amount to be
prescribed. It is the government’s intention that the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service and Rural Ambulance
Victoria will be required to enter into a statement of
priorities but that the Alexandra and District
Ambulance Service will not be required to do so, given
the relatively small size of this service.
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Of course the community has a right to expect that
appropriate governance and accountability structures
are in place for all ambulance services, including the
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service, and it is for
this reason that the government is also proposing to
make other changes to the governance arrangements for
this service.
The bill includes amendments in relation to the
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service. This
service provides ambulance responses in the towns and
surrounding areas of Alexandra, Eildon and Marysville.
Formed in 1948, the Alexandra and District Ambulance
Service has a long history of service to the community.
These services are dependent upon the dedication of the
members of the community who volunteer substantial
amounts of their time to train and respond to calls for
assistance. I wish to particularly acknowledge these
volunteers and offer them the government’s thanks for
their commitment to their communities and the
generosity of spirit that underpins the work of
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service.
While the structure of the Alexandra and District
Ambulance Service as an unincorporated association
may have been appropriate when it was formed more
than 50 years ago, it is not appropriate today. The
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service, although a
largely volunteer service, is nonetheless part of the
public emergency ambulance services. It has the same
privileges as the other public ambulance services,
including providing and charging for emergency
responses, identifying itself as an ambulance service
and using emergency lights and sirens. It is clearly time
for the governance and accountability structures for the
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service to be
equivalent to those that apply to our other public
ambulance services.
To this end, the bill includes provisions to repeal the
special provisions that currently apply solely to the
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service under
section 23 of the act. Subsections 23(8) through
to 23(11) of the act provide that an order to abolish this
ambulance service (and only this ambulance service)
must be tabled in Parliament and may be disallowed by
either house of Parliament. The bill repeals these
provisions.
The government’s intention is to enable the Alexandra
and District Ambulance Service to be reformed as a
new incorporated ambulance service under the act. The
legal structure of the Alexandra and District Ambulance
Service will change but the volunteer nature of the
service will continue and the property and assets that
belong to the Alexandra and District Ambulance
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Service will remain in their current location. Once the
new incorporated ambulance service is formed, it will
have an appointed board of directors rather than an
elected one. The government will seek the input of the
existing board and the local community prior to
formulating recommendations for appointments to the
board.
The amendments in relation to the Alexandra and
District Ambulance Service herald a new beginning for
the service and recognise its place as a public
ambulance service subject to the same level of
accountability and good governance the community has
a right to expect of all of its public ambulance services.
The bill clarifies the role of the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services in relation to all of
Victoria’s ambulance services and extends the
department’s auditing powers.
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providers of non-emergency transport services and the
need to ensure the services they provide are safe. These
non-emergency transport services perform a key role in
the health sector that is distinct from the work of the
public emergency ambulance services.
In the interest of public safety, it is important to ensure
that the vehicles belonging to the public ambulance
services remain distinct, highly visible and easily
recognisable. In an emergency situation there is a need
to quickly identify the staff and vehicles of an
ambulance service (and not confuse them with those of
a private provider) so that the emergency can be
managed most effectively and efficiently. It is for this
reason that the bill includes a provision to extend the
regulation-making power under the act to include a
power to regulate the use of the word ‘paramedic’ on
vehicles operated by a person required to hold a licence
under the Non-Emergency Patient Transport Act 2003.

A range of other technical amendments are also
proposed to ensure better accountability and the timely
sharing of information and address deficiencies in the
act noted by the royal commissioner.

I commend this bill to the house.

The bill also recognises that while good governance
provides the foundation for excellence, the public face
and core of our ambulance services are the paramedics
and ambulance community officers who respond to our
calls for help in an emergency. It is an unfortunate
reality that ambulance personnel are being subjected to
increasing rates of assault and obstruction. Any
interference with a paramedic endangers not only the
paramedic but the patient as well, particularly given the
time critical nature of many ambulance responses.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.

The bill provides for a new offence provision to be
included in the Summary Offences Act 1966. This new
provision will render it an offence to hinder, obstruct or
assault operational ambulance personnel. The provision
fulfils the public assurances given by the Premier in
October 2003 following a series of attacks on
paramedics. The bill also amends the Ambulance
Services Act 1986 to further strengthen the power of
police to remove from the scene of an emergency any
person interfering with the work of the ambulance
service and makes it an offence to wilfully make a false
report to an ambulance service.

The Mental Health Legislation (Commonwealth
Detainees) Bill makes important amendments to the
Mental Health Act and the Crimes (Mental Impairment
and Unfitness to be Tried) Act, to provide for persons
found not guilty of federal offences due to mental
illness.

The bill also extends the regulation-making power
under the act to enable regulations to be made to limit
the extent to which the word ‘paramedic’ may be used
on vehicles operated by a person required to hold a
licence under the Non-Emergency Patient Transport
Act 2003. The new Non-Emergency Patient Transport
Act 2003 recognises the important role of such

Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).

MENTAL HEALTH LEGISLATION
(COMMONWEALTH DETAINEES) BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be
Tried) Act provides for persons who are found not
guilty of a Victorian offence because of mental
impairment. Such a person who is ordered by a court to
be detained in an approved mental health service is
called a ‘forensic patient’.
The Mental Health Act sets out when persons may be
treated for mental illness without their consent,
including the provision of involuntary treatment to
forensic patients.
These acts provide a comprehensive regime for forensic
patients detained under Victorian legislation.
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Persons charged with federal offences in Victoria must
be dealt with in accordance with the Commonwealth
Crimes Act. Section 20BJ of that act provides that
where such a person has been found not guilty due to
mental illness, the court must order the person’s
detention in a state prison or hospital.
A Victorian approved mental health service that detains
a person pursuant to section 20BJ does not currently
have the power to provide mental health treatment to
that person where that person cannot or will not
consent. In addition, such a person will not have access
to the same rights and leave that a Victorian forensic
patient would have, and there are no powers in
Victorian legislation to apprehend the person should
that person abscond.
The bill addresses these issues with amendments that
extend the Victorian forensic mental health regime to
persons detained under the commonwealth act.
Amendments to the Mental Health Act
The amendment to the definition of ‘forensic patient’ in
the Mental Health Act will enable Victorian approved
mental health services to provide involuntary mental
health treatment to persons detained pursuant to the
commonwealth act.
These persons will also be subject to the Mental Health
Act’s other provisions relating to forensic patients,
including the power to apprehend and return patients
who are absent without leave in Victoria.
The amendments also provide that:
persons detained under the commonwealth act will
be informed of their rights under both the Victorian
and commonwealth legislation; and
the Victorian chief psychiatrist cannot directly
transfer such patients to another mental health
service, but may recommend to the commonwealth
Attorney-General that a transfer order be made under
the commonwealth act.
Amendments to the Crimes (Mental Impairment
and Unfitness to be Tried) Act
The bill amends the Crimes (Mental Impairment and
Unfitness to be Tried) Act to provide that the forensic
patient leave regime in Victoria will apply to federal
forensic patients, except for extended leave. The
exclusion of extended leave avoids inconsistency with
the commonwealth act.
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The forensic leave panel, chaired by a Supreme Court
judge, may grant on-ground leave and limited
off-ground leave to forensic patients. Access to such
leave improves forensic patients’ prospects for recovery
and rehabilitation. In addition, the authorised
psychiatrist can grant special leave where there are
special circumstances, such as a need for medical
treatment. The amendments will provide that federal
forensic patients may also apply for, and be granted,
these different types of leave.
Importantly, the amendments provide for a warrant to
arrest a federal forensic patient who is absent without
leave and leaves Victoria. This is based on the existing
power in the act to arrest Victorian forensic patients
who leave the state without permission.
Victoria’s mental health legislation achieves the
appropriate balance between the needs of mentally
impaired offenders, the safety of the community and the
concerns of victims.
This bill will extend Victoria’s forensic mental health
regime to provide for the appropriate treatment of
federal forensic patients in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.

PHARMACY PRACTICE BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Regulation of the pharmacy profession in Victoria dates
back to 1876 when the first Pharmacy Act was passed.
That act established the Pharmacy Board of Victoria,
created the Register of Pharmacists and established
offences for misuse of professional titles.
Pharmacists have a long and proud tradition of
providing high quality pharmacy services to the
Victorian community. This state’s regulatory
framework provides an essential basis for safe
medication practices and ensuring continued protection
of the public.
The Victorian government is a strong supporter of
maintaining the community pharmacy sector as a
specialised provider of health services delivering
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convenient access to prescription medicines and
medicines advice throughout Victoria. The pharmacy
sector needs to be efficiently regulated to maintain
professional standards and it must be competitive on
price and service to consumers.
The current Pharmacists Act was enacted in 1974. It is
the last of the Victorian health practitioner registration
acts to be modernised in line with contemporary
regulatory policy. Many of the provisions of this bill
maintain, modernise and strengthen the protections for
public health and safety already found in the current
Pharmacy Act.
Regulation of ownership
The current act prohibits anyone other than a registered
pharmacist or a friendly society from owning a
pharmacy business. It also restricts to three the number
of pharmacies a pharmacist can own, and prevents a
pharmacist from adopting a corporate structure. These
restrictions have been subject to a national review under
national competition policy.
The final report of the national review, titled National
Competition Policy Review of Pharmacy, dated
February 2000, recommended limited deregulation of
the ownership arrangements for pharmacy businesses.
The review recommended removing any cap on the
number of pharmacies a pharmacist may own, allowing
friendly societies to continue to own and operate
pharmacies unrestricted, and allowing pharmacists to
adopt a corporate structure to carry on their pharmacy
businesses.
The Council of Australian Governments (COAG) also
established a senior officials working group (SOWG)
that examined the national review recommendations
and, broadly, supported their implementation.
Following this COAG process, the Victorian
Department of Human Services released a discussion
paper in August 2002, inviting interested parties to
comment on the national review and COAG senior
officials working group recommendations and their
implications for Victoria. The discussion paper also
canvassed a wide range of other reforms proposed to
bring pharmacy legislation up to date.
Twenty-four submissions were received, and extensive
consultations were conducted over a number of years
with parties such as the Pharmacy Guild, the
Pharmaceutical Society, APESMA, the Australian
Friendly Society Pharmacies Association, the Victorian
Friendly Society Pharmacies Association, and of course
the Pharmacy Board of Victoria. A number of concerns
were raised about the proposed changes and the
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potential impact these changes might have on the
viability of community pharmacy.
It has been a long and complex review process
conducted at both national and state levels. I would like
to thank all those who contributed their views,
particularly those in leadership roles in pharmacy
industry groups.
Victoria was advised by the National Competition
Council (NCP) in late 2003 and again on 15 April 2004
of its expectation that all states and territories
implement the recommendations of the national review
and the COAG senior officials working group report.
Failure to comply with NCP reforms is expected to
result in financial penalty. Victoria currently faces a
suspended penalty of $9.48 million for failure to
demonstrate sufficient progress with implementation of
NCP reforms.
Yet at the same time the Prime Minister announced he
would act to prevent community pharmacy being
undermined and specifically said that he would prevent
chain stores like Woolworths owning or operating
pharmacies within their stores.
Victoria has therefore sought clarification of the federal
government’s position on pharmacy regulation directly
from the Prime Minister. To date this advice has not
been forthcoming. However, it is expected that the
advice, when received, will reflect the position adopted
by the Prime Minister in relation to New South Wales,
that is, provided the Victorian limit on ownership of
pharmacies by pharmacists is increased to a maximum
of five, the federal government is expected to restore
the component of Victoria’s suspended NCP payments
that is attributable to implementation of pharmacy
legislation reforms.
This is the position that is now reflected in the bill.
Future reforms
The federal government exercises significant control
over the operation and viability of community
pharmacies in Victoria via the pharmaceutical benefits
scheme (PBS). Since 1990, the federal health minister
and the Pharmacy Guild of Australia (PGA) have
negotiated five-yearly formal agreements (the
Australian community pharmacy agreement) that
control the number and location of PBS-approved
pharmacies.
A pharmacy or pharmacy department that wishes to
dispense PBS-subsidised medicines must be approved
under the National Health Act 1953. Approval numbers
issued for this purpose are specific to each pharmacy
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premises. It is not commercially viable to open a
pharmacy without PBS approval, therefore it is the
major determinant of the number and location of
pharmacies in Victoria.

relation to practitioners who have engaged in
unprofessional conduct, unsatisfactory professional
performance or who may be suffering from ill
health;

The purpose of this bill is to protect the public by
providing for the registration of pharmacists and
regulation of their practice. The bill also provides for
regulation of the ownership and operation of pharmacy
businesses.

make an order for the board’s costs against a
registered pharmacist following a formal hearing
finding of unprofessional conduct of a serious
nature;

In line with the federal government’s determination, the
bill lifts the cap on the number of pharmacies a
pharmacist can own, from three to five. It does not
introduce any new restrictions on the number of
pharmacies a friendly society can own.
The Victorian government believes that the community
pharmacy sector should become more competitive over
time. However, this should not occur through sharp
policy reversals or major changes to ownership rules
that would result in centralised control of pharmacy
chains. There is a need for a consistent federal
commitment to the future of community pharmacy and
action to address some of the anticompetitive
arrangements that operate at the national level before
further action is contemplated at a state level.

conduct, either on its own motion or in response to a
notification, a performance review or a performance
assessment where a pharmacist’s performance may
be unsatisfactory;
require pharmacists who have not practised for two
years or more to undergo retraining prior to
registration or renewal of registration;
enter and search premises with a warrant and inspect
premises without a warrant when the pharmacy is
open for business;
respond to breaches of good advertising practice
using its powers to deal with unprofessional conduct,
rather than prosecution through the Magistrates
Court.

General provisions of the bill

Ownership of pharmacy businesses

In general terms, the bill is similar to the Medical
Practice Act 1994, as updated in 2000 and 2002. There
are, however, some differences.

Part 3 of the bill sets out the persons who are legally
entitled to own or have a proprietary interest in a
pharmacy business. A pharmacist will be able to own a
pharmacy business either as an individual, in
partnership with another pharmacist or as a director and
shareholder of a corporation that is wholly owned by
registered pharmacists, that is, all directors and
shareholders are registered pharmacists.

I do not propose to outline all the provisions in detail.
The provisions are designed to ensure that the
pharmacy board has sufficient powers to:
maintain a register of pharmacists with detailed
information that can be accessed by members of the
public via the board’s web site or its office;
register pharmacy students so that the board may
regulate their participation in supervised training
within the pharmacy;
provide interim registration of pharmacists in order
to streamline administrative processes;
register non-practising pharmacists so that those who
might otherwise let their registration lapse may
retain ownership of their pharmacies or maintain a
connection with the profession to increase the
likelihood of their return to practice;
receive and investigate notifications, conduct
hearings and make findings and determinations in

However, a pharmacist or a pharmacist-owned
corporation will be unable to own or have a proprietary
interest in more than five pharmacies, regardless of the
ownership structure through which this interest is
exercised.
Friendly societies
In relation to friendly-society-owned pharmacies, there
is little change to the current arrangements, except in
one very important respect. The bill tightly defines
what a friendly society is for the purposes of ownership
of pharmacies. It makes clear that only those entities
that retain a mutual structure that delivers benefits to
members rather than profit to shareholders fit this
definition.
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If a friendly society demutualises, that is, it no longer
satisfies the test of mutuality to be applied by the board,
then it will no longer be defined as a ‘friendly society’
for the purposes of this bill and consequently, after
12 months, will be unable to own and carry on a
pharmacy business. This is consistent with the national
review recommendations.
Any wholly pharmacist-owned corporation that owns
more than five pharmacies will be capped at its current
holdings and will be unable to buy any new pharmacies
in excess of the cap, but will be able to relocate an
existing pharmacy business.
All friendly societies that own pharmacies in Victoria
will have to continue to satisfy the mutuality test and
will be required to disclose to the board on request
details of structure, ownership and operational
arrangements. The government will continue to monitor
the friendly society pharmacy sector to ensure that it
operates in a manner consistent with the role and
function of friendly societies as not-for-profit mutual
corporations. Action will be taken if attempts are made
to use this ownership category to evade the cap on
pharmacist ownership.
Regulation of pharmacy businesses
The board’s powers to regulate all pharmacy businesses
are to be significantly strengthened. At present the
board has the power to approve the premises from
which a pharmacy operates, but does not have sufficient
powers to deal with proprietors of pharmacy businesses
who are not registered pharmacists, such as friendly
societies. These new powers will ensure that the board
is well equipped to protect the standard of pharmacy
services whatever the setting, the business structure or
ownership arrangements.
The board’s power to approve a pharmacy business will
extend to the premises as well as the operation of the
business and the pharmacy services provided from the
premises. It will also have the power to refuse to
approve or to revoke an approval of a pharmacy
business if there is a serious risk to public health and
safety. This is in addition to its powers to immediately
suspend the registration of a pharmacist or pharmacy
student if the public is at risk.
The board will also have the power to attach conditions
to the approval of a pharmacy business. Since
pharmacy services are subsidised from the public purse,
pharmacists are expected to play an important role in
the delivery of health services, including public health
programs. It is intended that the board use its approval
powers to ensure that the commitment to the delivery of
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public health programs is maintained and enhanced,
whether the pharmacist is a sole trader or working
within a large corporation.
Location of pharmacies
In relation to location of pharmacies, there have, at
various times in Victorian history, been pharmacies that
have operated from department stores and other
businesses. There is nothing in this bill, nor in the
current legislation, that prevents a pharmacist
co-locating within the premises of another business as
long as ownership of the business is retained by the
pharmacist (or wholly pharmacist-owned corporation).
It is the federal government that controls the exact
location of pharmacies, through the allocation of
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme approval. It is
understood that these controls will continue to be
tightly applied and that the federal government has said
it will not approve expansion of supermarkets into
pharmacy provision.
Given the active role that the board has taken since its
inception to inspect and approve pharmacies, issue
guidelines and directly address any unsatisfactory
standards of practice, I am confident that this bill
provides strong powers for the board to vigilantly
protect the public.
Incitement of unprofessional conduct
Pharmacists are under a professional and legal
obligation to provide services that are in the best
interests of their clients. This includes the supply,
compounding and dispensing of scheduled and
unscheduled medicines. It also includes the counselling
and public education that pharmacists carry out to
promote the best use of medicines by the individual and
the community.
The bill contains a number of provisions that are
designed to protect a pharmacist from any interests or
influence that might compromise or undermine
professional decision making. First, the bill makes it an
offence for any person or corporate entity to direct or
incite a registered pharmacist to engage in
unprofessional conduct. This offence is broader than
similar provisions in the Medical Practice Act, in
recognition of the significant non-pharmacy retail
component, and the potential for the profit motive to
adversely affect good pharmacy practice.
Second, the bill includes a provision that makes void
any clause in a contract that gives to a person other than
the owner of the pharmacy business the right to control
the way the business operates or the right to receive
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benefits that vary with the profits or takings of the
business. This provision replicates an existing provision
in the current act and simply supports and gives effect
to provisions in the bill that define what it means to
have a ‘proprietary interest’ in a pharmacy business.
These provisions, when combined with other controls,
are designed to protect the public and ensure
high-quality pharmacy services.
The bill provides for the approval and regulation of
pharmacy departments within hospitals and public
health facilities. The bill also establishes regulatory
controls over the operation of a pharmacy depot. These
provisions will allow the controlled provision of
pharmacy services where pharmacists and their clients
are separated by distance. This will allow
improvements in pharmacy services in rural and remote
communities under the scrutiny of the board.
Membership of the board is to be between 10 and
12 members, with provision for legally qualified and
community members. Any member of the board is
eligible to hold the position of president or deputy
president whether or not they are registered
pharmacists. This is to increase flexibility in
appointments and ensure the public interest is protected.
Development of this bill has involved extensive
consultation over many years. I congratulate and thank
all those who have contributed to its development.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.

SUSTAINABLE FORESTS (TIMBER) BILL
Second reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — On
behalf of the Minister for Environment, I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to provide a framework for
sustainable forest management and sustainable timber
harvesting, to ensure that there are appropriate
legislative mechanisms for the operations of VicForests
within state forests, and to make other amendments to
the Forests Act 1958 and the Conservation, Forests and
Lands Act 1987. This bill is a further significant step
towards this government’s commitment to achieving
environmental sustainability, and a more sustainable
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and commercially viable hardwood forestry industry in
Victoria.
The Bracks government has made considerable
progress towards ensuring that our forests have a
sustainable future. In those areas where the forest is
used for timber harvesting it has undertaken a voluntary
licence reduction program to reduce hardwood sawlog
volumes allocated on licence by 32 per cent. In
response to the licence reduction program the
government provided assistance to those mills that
closed and to the associated workers and contractors.
The government also established the timber towns
support program and the timber towns investment
support program.
As part of the Forests and National Parks (Amendment)
Act 2003 the government removed the requirement to
supply hardwood sawlogs within a margin of plus or
minus 2 per cent of the sustainable yield figures
specified in the third schedule. It has a policy
commitment to creating a new Otways National Park
and to phasing out logging and woodchipping in that
region by 2008.
Various of these measures have addressed over
harvesting and have been critical to ensuring the future
of the Victorian timber industry. Ensuring our forests
are managed sustainably and balancing the competing
purposes for which it is used is a complex task.
Ensuring conservation and biodiversity values,
recreation opportunities, the protection of catchments,
ensuring the longer term viability of businesses and
communities that make a livelihood from parts of the
forest estate and provide us with a range of valuable
timber and other forest products, is an ongoing
challenge.
To assist with implementing these goals, in October
2003, the government established VicForests to
separate the commercial timber harvesting functions
from the policy, regulatory and stewardship functions
that are undertaken by the Department of Sustainability
and Environment. One of the purposes of this bill is to
support the operation of VicForests.
I turn now to the provisions of the bill.
Sustainable forest management
This government is committed to considering the
environmental, social and economic aspects of its
decisions. It is for this reason that it brought in the
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Act
2003.
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That act established the Commissioner for
Environmental Sustainability with the strategic
functions of reporting and advising the minister on
various matters, giving legislative force to the
objectives and guiding principles of ecologically
sustainable development. These same principles and
objectives have been included in this bill as a guide to
decision makers managing our forests.
The government is now repealing the sustainable yield
provisions from the Forests Act. The notion of
‘sustainable yield’ as a constant flow of sawlog
provided annually from each forest management area is
not in line with sustainable forest management
practices. In its place, the government is reinforcing the
importance of ecologically sustainable development by
developing a new framework for assessing the
condition of the whole forest estate.
The Victorian government has actively worked to
progress sustainable forest management. It is a privilege
to be the member of government who introduces
outcomes from those considerations — which had their
beginnings at the Rio Earth Summit in 1992.
One of the outcomes of the Rio Earth Summit was the
1995 Montreal process criteria and indicators
developed for temperate and boreal forests. The
Montreal process criteria and indicators provide a
common understanding of what is meant by sustainable
forest management. They help describe, assess and
evaluate a country’s progress towards this goal at a
national level. Australia is one of 12 countries that are
members of the Montreal process. Forests in these
countries cover 60 per cent of the world’s forests.
Under this bill the government is committing to the
development of criteria and indicators to assess the
condition of our state forests. We will base them on the
Montreal process.
The criteria and indicators will apply across the forest
estate and will help the government pursue its
commitment to sustainability by providing assessments
of the condition of a range of elements in the forest
rather than specify the volume of sawlog that is taken
out of it. Criteria currently under consideration include:
the conservation and maintenance of soil and water
resources;
the maintenance of ecosystem health and vitality;
the conservation of biological diversity; and
maintaining and enhancing the socioeconomic
benefits of forests for society.
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The public will be involved as this system is developed.
Under this bill the Secretary of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment is required to report on
the status, performance or achievement of the
indicators. This data will be gathered from a variety of
sources, including VicForests who will contribute to
this process as a government partner. Information
gathered for these reports will give a detailed picture of
how our forests are faring and enhance our future
management of them.
This government inherited areas of state forests that
were depleted by overcutting. It has spent $88 million
in industry restructuring to get the industry into a better
state and to improve our forests. It is going to keep
working on them.
The other key sustainability measure introduced by this
bill is the sustainability charter. Under this charter, the
government will outline its objectives for the
sustainability of the forest and for the timber harvesting
industry. VicForests will be required to respond to the
government’s sustainability agenda by developing
initiatives and targets to progress the charter. It will
include these in its statement of corporate intent and
report on the outcomes of these initiatives as part of its
normal business reporting. In this way the government
will continue its management and oversight of the
forest estate and VicForests will undertake its
commercial timber functions, while both will work
towards achieving the government’s vision.
Sustainable timber resource planning
About one-third of Victoria is public land. Of this,
about half is state forest. Eighty per cent of the forest is
used by the community for purposes other than
commercial timber harvesting. The other 20 per cent is
used to supply timber for furniture, flooring, building
products and paper. Less than 2 per cent of this area is
harvested each year. It is then regenerated to ensure
access to a sustainable resource.
As part of Our Forests, Our Future the government is
providing funds to accelerate the completion of the
statewide forest resource inventory. When completed at
the end of 2005 it will provide a best-practice-consistent
spatial database for determining future timber resource
availability.
After consideration of timber resource data, the current
reserve system established through previous land-use
planning processes, including the regional forest
agreements, parameters set by the code of forest
practices for timber production and the various sets of
management prescriptions, the department will
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undertake a sustainable timber resource planning
process. As part of this planning process there will be
consultation to ensure that all views are considered.
Based on the outcome of these considerations an
allocation order will be made. It will allocate timber
resources to VicForests. This is how VicForests will get
the right to access timber in state forests. For
transparency this order will be published in the
Government Gazette.
The allocation order is not the mechanism by which
changes are made to land in state forest available for
timber harvesting. Members will be aware that there is
a range of government processes by which land-use
changes may occur. For example, the government may
refer a matter to the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council. In response there may be a
decision to change land tenure and to add forested land
to a national park via a specific legislative amendment
passed by the Parliament.
The allocation order is a 15-year rolling plan that
includes a map of allocated timber resources and
describes the forest stands to which VicForests will
have access. It also describes the activities which
VicForests is permitted to undertake and the terms and
conditions to which its access is subject.
The allocation order will set sustainable limits around
the resources allocated to VicForests and provide it
with the means to operate independently within those
limits. The department will remain the forest steward
but no longer undertake commercial timber harvesting.
This gives effect to the government commitment to
separate the commercial functions from the policy and
regulatory functions.
The allocation order will be reviewed every five years.
This bill establishes the criteria that must be considered
as part of each review. These include a range of
sustainability factors, compliance matters and
VicForests’ existing timber supply commitments. After
each review the order may be extended for a further
five years and amended or varied. This bill contains
provisions that can be used to transition the changes.
The bill also allows for a review of the allocation order
in various circumstances, including where the minister
considers there has been a significant variation to the
timber resources — for example, if there have been
serious bushfires in timber harvesting areas or where
there has been any significant reduction in the land base
zoned for timber harvesting.
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Commercial timber harvesting
As the house would be aware, VicForests will
undertake the commercial functions in state forests.
These commercial functions fall into various
categories:
managing commercial relationships with the timber
industry, the existing timber licences and entering
into new contracts for the sale of timber;
undertaking pre-harvest activities including planning
and scheduling harvesting operations;
timber harvesting and associated activities in line
with the code of forest practices for timber
production; and
post-harvesting activities including regeneration and
overseeing coupe rehabilitation.
As part of its pre-harvest activities VicForests will
develop a timber release plan. The timber release plan
will be based on the timber resources in the allocation
order. It is VicForests’ detailed harvest planning tool,
indicating the coupes selected for harvesting and
providing details about their location, any access roads
to be constructed and the approximate timing of
proposed harvesting activities. As part of its planning
processes VicForests will consult locally about the
operational impacts of its activities. This is in line with
a good neighbour approach.
As DSE will no longer be involved in commercial
timber harvesting it is necessary to transfer existing
sawlog licences to VicForests. Accordingly the bill
defines ‘transferred licences’, and part 4 of the bill
provides that a transferred licence may be managed,
administered and enforced by VicForests. The licences
have been divided geographically into the east and west
of the state. In the first instance licences in the east will
transfer. Licences in the west will transfer subsequently.
To ensure that VicForests has necessary powers in
respect of the transferred licences, part 4 empowers
VicForests to undertake specific functions in relation to
those licences and gives it the powers necessary to
manage the licences until expiry. All commitments to
supply timber resources under those licences for the
period of the licence will be honoured.
A key function of VicForests will be to develop and
manage an open and competitive sales system for
timber resources. The form of this system is up to
VicForests. However, it will replace the current
licensing and administered pricing system, which will
come to an end. As Our Forests, Our Future indicated,
this is to ensure that there is enhanced competition and
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efficiency. It is important that VicForests, as the new
commercial timber body, is given every opportunity to
develop a new sales system. Timber industry
participants will deal with VicForests on a commercial
basis. To give effect to this changed policy position
VicForests will not be able to reissue or renew licences.
However, all current sawlog licence-holders will be
able to compete in the new system.
Clauses 27(a) and 30(a) of the bill provide that a
‘transferred licence’ as defined in the bill expires at the
end of its term and that VicForests is not empowered to
renew or reissue any transferred licence or grant further
licences or permits. Neither will the secretary issue new
licences for timber harvesting over areas to which a
timber release plan applies, as those timber resources
have been allocated to VicForests.
Section 85 statement
I wish to make the following statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 of the
reasons why it is the intention of clauses 27 and 30 of
this bill, and proposed new section 52AA of the Forests
Act, being inserted by clause 108 of this bill, to alter or
vary section 85(5).
Clause 95(1) of the bill states that it is the intention of
section 27 to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution
Act 1975. Clause 95(2) of the bill states that it is the
intention of clause 30 to alter or vary section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975. Clause 125 inserts new
section 98 into the Forests Act. New section 98 states
that it is the intention of section 52AA of the Forests
Act to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act
1975.
As I have already noted, the bill transfers the
management, administration and enforcement of certain
existing licences and permits (defined as transferred
licences (east) and transferred licences (west)) from the
secretary to VicForests and VicForests will manage,
administer and enforce these transferred licences until
their expiry.
Clauses 27 and 30 of the bill provide that any
entitlement, right or purported right a holder of a
transferred licence (as defined) may have for that
licence to be renewed or reissued, or to have a further
licence or permit granted, ceases to exist and that no
proceedings may be taken in respect of any loss,
damage or injury from or arising out of the loss of that
entitlement, right or purported right. Further, the
clauses provide that no compensation is payable in
respect of any loss, damage or injury from or arising
out of the loss of any such entitlement, right or
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purported right, or as a result of the enactment of the
clauses dealing with each type of licence.
Proposed new section 52AA is being inserted into the
Forests Act by clause 108 of the bill and relates to the
secretary’s powers under section 52(6) of the Forests
Act, which are being repealed by clause 107 of this bill.
At present, section 52(6) enables the secretary to write
informing a holder of a licence or permit referred to in
section 52(6) of the period for which a further licence
or permit will be granted.
Proposed new section 52AA of the Forests Act operates
in a similar way to clauses 27 and 30 of the bill. It takes
away any entitlement, right or purported right of a
holder of a licence or permit referred to in section 52(6)
to have their licence or permit renewed or reissued. The
proposed section further provides that no proceedings
may be taken in respect of any loss, damage or injury
from or arising out of the loss of such an entitlement,
right or purported right or as a result of the enactment
of that section, and that no compensation is payable in
respect of any loss, damage or injury from or arising
out of the loss of any such entitlement, right or
purported right, or as a result of the enactment of the
section.
Clauses 27 and 30 of the bill and proposed new
section 52AA of the Forests Act (as inserted by
clause 108 of the bill) are necessary to give effect to the
changed policy position as reflected in the bill, that is,
to put an end to the current licence system in relation to
timber harvesting.
As members will have noted, VicForests will be
managing transferred licences until their expiry. The
government supports a sustainable timber harvesting
industry, and VicForests will continue to meet the terms
of existing licence commitments to current
licence-holders for the remainder of their current
licence periods. In line with its functions, VicForests
will then progressively move to new commercial
arrangements of its own making. Beyond meeting these
existing commitments the government does not wish
VicForests to be hampered with questions about any
ongoing obligation to further extend licences. Any
ongoing question about the renewal or reissue of
licences under the current provisions of the Forests Act
will jeopardise this key element of the reforms. The
government is firm about the introduction of a new
system for the pricing and sale of timber resources. The
government wishes the licensing system to end in a
clear and orderly manner, and it wishes to provide
VicForests with a clean slate for its new system.
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Timber harvesting operations
This bill also introduces some new powers to assist the
management of operations in state forests.
One of the features of this bill is the establishment of a
regime for the licensing of timber harvesting operators.
Currently forest operators are licensed in line with the
timber harvesting regulations. It has been decided to
repeal these regulations and enact a more clearly
articulated scheme. Appropriate safeguards in terms of
the right to make submissions and appeal rights have
either been preserved or enhanced.
All current licence-holders will transition to the new
scheme.
The bill also contains some new offence provisions in
relation to the conduct of timber harvesting operations
and general enforcement provisions in line with powers
in other legislation. Our native timber is a precious
resource, and authorised officers operating in state
forests should have appropriate powers to assist them
carry out their stewardship activities. There are also a
range of offences and strong penalties for persons who
are convicted of illegally harvesting timber and in so
doing impact on the sustainability of our timber
resources, or VicForests’s business or both.
This government has a strong commitment to safety in
our forests. Concerns have been raised about how this
is currently being managed. Therefore the government
will immediately establish a working party to advise it
on this matter. Following consideration of the working
party’s advice the government will undertake any
necessary legislative amendment.
Fire provisions
This bill contains new provisions in relation to fire
suppression and prevention.
Our experience in managing the 2003 Victorian
bushfires and participating in the subsequent inquiries
has provided us with an opportunity to think through
Victoria’s bushfire fighting capacity. We are aiming to
improve Victoria’s firefighting responsiveness by
undertaking fire management activities throughout the
year, not just over the fire season.
There is no intention that changes to forestry should
leave Victoria in a position where it is less able to
respond to the threat of bushfire than in 2003. It is for
this reason that the bill includes provisions for the
secretary to enter into agreements with VicForests in
relation to fire suppression and fire prevention and,
where there is such an agreement in place, for the
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secretary to direct VicForests’ staff to undertake fire
suppression works. There is also a capacity to direct
VicForests’ customers to make their employees, plant
and equipment available to assist in fire suppression
activities.
These provisions will benefit all. The state gains
valuable and immediate assistance in times of natural
disaster and our forested lands are better protected. The
provisions reflect current timber licence conditions that
require those timber industry participants who are in the
forest with personnel, plant and equipment to assist
with bushfires. The agreement negotiated by the
secretary will ensure that VicForests’ staff directed to
assist with the state’s fire effort are appropriately
trained and that there is appropriate recompense for
this. VicForests’ customers will also be recompensed
for the use of their employees, plant and equipment.
Amendments to Forests Act and the Conservation
Forests and Lands Act
The bill contains various amendments to the Forests
Act 1958 needed to support the separate operations of
VicForests. There are amended definitions and
redundant provisions are repealed.
The bill also contains various amendments to the
Conservation Forests and Lands Act 1987. The most
important of these is to update the provisions for the
making of a code of practice. The current provisions
contain such a complex process that the provisions are
rarely used. The more simple process contained in this
bill should enable codes to be made more easily.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HONEYWOOD
(Warrandyte).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.

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

This bill includes a number of measures that continue
the government’s strong commitment to the safety of
Victorians by ensuring police are appropriately
empowered to capitalise on the investigative potential
of DNA and fingerscan technology. Specifically, the
bill will amend the Crimes Act 1958, to:
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empower senior police officers to authorise the
carrying out of non-intimate forensic procedures —
including procedures to obtain a DNA sample — on
persons who are held in custody and suspected of
having committed a serious crime(s);
validate forensic procedure orders made against
offenders;
clarify that offenders who are the subject of an
application for a forensic procedure order do not
have a right to be given notice, or to be heard, unless
the offender is a child; and
provide that fingerprints taken by Victoria Police
using fingerscan technology may be admitted as
evidence in court proceedings.
The bill will also make a miscellaneous amendment to
the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958, to provide for
the creation of the position of deputy president of the
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board.
DNA Amendments
DNA technology is a significant investigative and
evidentiary tool, the value of which lies both in its
ability to implicate a suspect in a specific crime, and to
eliminate people from suspicion.
The government is committed to ensuring that police
have appropriate powers to investigate crime and bring
guilty persons to justice. This goal needs to be balanced
with safeguards to fundamental rights and the
protection of suspects from unfair and unlawful
treatment. The proposed amendments to the DNA
sampling regime strike an appropriate balance between
the public interest in effective law enforcement and the
public interest in protecting the rights, liberties and
physical integrity of suspects and offenders.
Senior police officer may authorise forensic
procedure
The forensic procedure provisions in the Crimes Act
1958 enable forensic samples to be taken from suspects,
offenders and volunteers. The Crimes Act 1958 also
allows DNA information derived from such forensic
samples to be included on a computerised database for
comparison against unsolved crime scene evidence. A
suspect may currently only be compelled to provide a
forensic sample under a court order.
The bill will streamline the existing system and bring
the Victorian forensic sampling regime into line with a
number of other Australian jurisdictions by allowing a
senior police officer to authorise the carrying out of a
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non-intimate forensic procedure against a person who is
in custody and is suspected on reasonable grounds of
having committed a serious crime. In deciding whether
or not to authorise the conduct of a forensic procedure,
the senior police officer must broadly be satisfied of the
same matters that a magistrate must currently be
satisfied of in order to grant a compulsory procedure
order.
The bill contains various safeguards intended to protect
persons who are the subjects of compulsory procedures
from unlawful and unfair treatment, to ensure the
integrity of the DNA evidence obtained from the
procedure and to reduce the possibility of this evidence
being ruled inadmissible in subsequent criminal
proceedings. These safeguards include:
police will not be able to authorise the carrying out
of a forensic procedure in respect of a person who is
a child or incapable of providing consent due to
mental impairment;
the suspect or the suspect’s legal practitioner (if any)
must be given a reasonable opportunity to inform the
senior police officer prior to authorisation being
given of any reasons why the procedure should not
be conducted;
an authorisation must be in writing and a copy must
be provided to the suspect prior to the conduct of the
procedure; and
information about police authorised forensic
procedures must be included in the Chief
Commissioner of Police’s quarterly DNA reports to
the Attorney-General.
Orders against offenders
The Crimes Act 1958 sets out the procedure by which
police may apply to the Magistrates or Children’s
courts for an order allowing the taking of a forensic
sample from a person found guilty of a serious offence.
The relevant provisions came into effect on 1 July 1998
and allow applications to be made to the court in
respect of:
offenders found guilty of a serious offence prior to
1 July 1998, provided they are serving a term of
imprisonment or period of detention; and
offenders found guilty of a serious offence after
1 July 1998, whether or not they are serving a term
of imprisonment or period of detention.
Serious offenders found guilty prior to 1 July 1998 have
generally not been given notice of an application for a
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forensic procedure order made against them or given a
right to be heard by the court. An initial legal challenge
to this procedure on the basis that it denied prisoners
their natural justice rights to notice and a hearing was
brought before the Supreme Court in December 2000 in
the case of Lednar and Ors v. The Magistrates Court
and Anor. In that case the Supreme Court held that in
the context of the relevant provisions of the Crimes Act
1958 the rules of natural justice did not require a
prisoner to be given notice or a hearing in determining
an application for an order for a forensic procedure.
However, a further legal challenge was brought before
the Supreme Court on the same basis in April 2003 in
the case of Pavic v. The Magistrates Court. In that case
the Supreme Court quashed a forensic procedure order
on the basis that it was not Parliament’s intent to
exclude the natural justice requirement to provide a
prisoner with notice and a right to be heard. As a result
it could be argued by other prisoners that orders made
by the Magistrates Court without giving them notice or
a hearing are invalid.
Since the same procedural requirements apply in
relation to findings of guilt entered both before and
after 1 July 1998, the bill validates all orders made
against serious offenders. If these orders are not
validated, valuable DNA information may have to be
removed from the DNA database, potentially
jeopardising the investigation and prosecution of crimes
and threatening the deterrent value of the DNA
database against future offending. Furthermore,
requiring police to apply for new orders would impose
a significant financial and administrative burden on
both Victoria Police and the courts, and may expose
offenders to a further intrusion in their lives if an
additional forensic sample was taken.
The bill also provides that a serious offender who is the
subject of an application by police for an order for a
forensic procedure does not have a right to be given
notice or a hearing. However, certain safeguards will
continue to apply in relation to hearings for these
orders:
the applications will be heard in open court;
the court must take into account the seriousness of
the offence and must be satisfied that the making of
the order is justified in all the circumstances; and
the court may make such inquiries on oath or
otherwise as it considers desirable. In this regard, the
bill expressly provides that the prisoner or offender
may address the court in response to any inquiry that
the court considers appropriate to make.
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The bill also provides that child offenders have a right
to be given notice and a limited right to be heard in
respect of an application for an order allowing a
forensic sample to be taken. This recognises the
particular vulnerability and special needs of children.
Fingerprint amendments
Like DNA technology, fingerprinting is a key
investigative and evidentiary tool at the disposal of
Victoria Police. It is important to ensure that the
legislative framework supports police in the appropriate
application of technological developments in the
fingerprinting field.
Victoria Police has installed ‘Livescan’ fingerscanning
devices at 27 police stations across Victoria through a
government investment in excess of $5 million over the
next five years. Fingerscan technology enables the
capture of digitised finger and palm print images
(fingerscans) instead of using the traditional and messy
method of ink-pad, roller and paper. Fingerscan
technology was initially introduced into Victoria as part
of the criminal justice enhancement project (CJEP) with
the aim of improving the care and efficient custodial
management of accused persons by enabling their rapid
and reliable re-identification across various custodial
settings. Because fingerscans taken for CJEP purposes
were not intended to assist criminal investigations, a
new section was inserted into the Crimes Act 1958 to
provide that fingerscans could be taken for
identification purposes only and are not admissible as
evidence in court proceedings.
The bill will amend the Crimes Act 1958 so that
fingerprints taken from suspects using Livescan devices
may be admitted as evidence in court proceedings.
Existing cautioning and destruction requirements in the
Crimes Act 1958 will apply to fingerprints regardless of
the means by which they are collected, i.e., whether by
ink-pad and paper, or Livescan device.
Allowing fingerprints taken using fingerscan devices to
be admitted as evidence will ensure that the full benefit
of Livescan technology may be realised.
Enhanced efficiency and utility
Livescan devices will be linked to the national
automated fingerprint identification system (NAFIS),
enabling the rapid identification of a suspect who is
arrested if they are already known to police. Prompt
identification of suspects will ensure that police are
alerted to any outstanding warrants against the person
or warning flags that may have a bearing on appropriate
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custodial management. This will minimise processing
time and avoid the taking of messy ink-pad fingerprints.

Statement under section 85 of the Constitution Act
1975

Enhanced security and safeguards

I wish to make the following statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975.

Fingerprints captured using Livescan fingerscan
technology will be instantaneously and securely relayed
in digital form to the Victoria Police fingerprint branch.
Details of the officer who takes the fingerprints are
recorded, and hard copies may only be printed at the
fingerprint branch, where they are automatically date
and time stamped. This audit trail:
facilitates timely and effective compliance with the
destruction requirements in the Crimes Act 1958, by
ensuring that records are kept of all copies
generated;
enhances the integrity of the chain of evidence;
safeguards individual privacy by ensuring any
unauthorised access to fingerprint information may
be traced to the responsible officer(s); and
generally strengthens accountability and provides a
more transparent, secure system for the management
of fingerprint data.
Creation of the position of deputy president,
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board

Clause 20 amends section 464ZI of the Crimes Act
1958 to provide that it is the intention of section 464ZH
as amended by clause 19 of the bill to alter or vary
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 19 of the bill substitutes section 464ZH(a) of the
Crimes Act 1958 to extend the immunity from civil or
criminal proceedings granted by that section to persons
acting under an authorisation given by a senior police
officer under section 464SA.
The reason for this extension of immunity is to ensure
that medical practitioners and others assisting in the
conduct of compulsory procedures in accordance with
an authorisation under section 464SA have the same
protection as in the case of other procedures conducted
under the subdivision. That protection was originally
inserted in order to ensure that persons with the
necessary skills such as medical practitioners and
nurses were not unwilling to carry out forensic
procedures because of the fear of litigation by
disgruntled persons. That unwillingness could
undermine the objective of the legislation.

The bill will also create the new position of deputy
president of the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency
Services Board, enabling better succession planning
and thereby enhancing corporate governance
arrangements.

I commend the bill to the house.

The Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board
is currently comprised of seven members, one of whom
is appointed president. There is no capacity within the
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 to formally
appoint a nominated successor to succeed the president
of the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services
Board.

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

This is hampering the ability of the Metropolitan Fire
and Emergency Services Board to engage in orderly
formal succession planning.
The Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 will be
amended to create the position of deputy president,
ensuring that a deputy president can be appointed on
the recommendation of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. This will allow the Metropolitan
Fire and Emergency Services Board to better plan its
succession arrangements and thereby improve its
corporate governance arrangements.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 May.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Wild dogs: control
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The issue I wish
to raise for the attention of the Minister for
Environment is the marked increase in the number of
sightings of wild dogs in north-eastern Victoria. I ask
that the minister not allow any reduction in the funding
of the wild dog program, and in particular that the
government not go ahead with the sacking of the two
dogmen, one in the Ovens area and the other, John
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Blair, from the Upper Murray. It is my understanding
that these two dogmen were employed by the state
government using fire recovery funding to meet their
salaries. It is also my understanding that these funds run
out at the end of December this year, and that is why
these two dogmen will be sacked. Both of these
dogmen are now fully trained and competent at the job.
You cannot pick up these skills overnight; it takes some
years before becoming fully skilled in the art of
trapping and poisoning wild dogs.
The recent spate of killings is now matched by
sightings of many more dogs than ever before.
Lawrence Enever at the top end of the Mitta Valley
advised me that they are seeing and hearing these dogs
on a regular basis, and they now seem to be running in
packs. A farmer in the Dartmouth area said he and his
wife found six dogs pulling down a calf, so as the sheep
become scarcer in these areas the calves are now at risk.
Getting back to the sheep, I want to refer to some
comments made by a farmer, Mr Smith, of the Upper
Tallangatta Valley. His comments are reported in an
article in the Border Mail of 3 May. I quote:
On Friday Mr Smith spent three hours picking up several
sheep that had been chased by dogs and were too exhausted
to move.
…
He said the amount of flesh eaten from the two killed sheep
suggested the kills were done by a pack of dogs rather than
individual animals.

A federal inquiry has been established to determine
how widespread this is and how much damage these
predators do. It is estimated they can cause about
$420 million of damage to the agricultural industry
annually.
I will now quote from the Weekly Times of 5 May:
The Victorian government has banned the state’s wild dog
management committees from making submissions to a
federal inquiry into pest animals in agriculture.
Department of Sustainability and Environment staff have told
farmers, who sit on Victoria’s two wild dog committees, they
are prohibited from making submissions on behalf of the
committee to the federal inquiry.
…
North-east committee chairman, Marilyn Clydsdale, said that
while individuals could make submissions DSE had told the
committee it could not.
‘Speaking as an individual, not as the chair, I would see
nothing wrong with a committee putting forward
submissions’, Ms Clydsdale said.
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It is appalling that the government is taking this
position to ban the opportunity of these people to put in
submissions.

Neighbourhood houses: networks
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — The action I seek is
from the Minister for Community Services. I ask her to
provide further support for neighbourhood house
networks. These community education and meeting
places are the cornerstone of community building,
providing information for new arrivals in the
community and assisting with adult working,
networking, child care and children’s activities.
Typically, a neighbourhood house offers support,
friendship, resources and information for all members
of the community. They can be critical focal points for
migrants and other displaced persons as they provide a
link to services and networks, not only in the local
community but also in the wider Victorian community.
In my electorate there are five neighbourhood houses
from Burnley through to Fitzroy, with staff and
volunteers committed to providing the best possible
service and activities for their communities. As you
know, Acting Speaker, on a number of occasions I have
spoken about one in particular — the Fitzroy Learning
Network — which has been a standout in providing key
services to refugees, temporary protection visa holders
and asylum seekers, who need the most basic support
such as English language skills and, more importantly,
social support at times of great crisis, being people who
have been displaced from their own communities.
Since 2000 the network has worked with more than
300 people released from immigration detention
centres, providing them with support to establish
themselves in the community. The Fitzroy Learning
Network has also established a computer club house, a
technology-based after-school program for
disadvantaged students aged between 8 and 18 years,
and it is a great joy to go there and see the children
working on the computers after school, many of the
children coming from the high-rise estates.
The important thing about neighbourhood house
networks is that support workers based within clusters
of these neighbourhood house networks provide
important resourcing to the network. In that context I
am seeking from the minister her support to further
strengthen the resources available to those networks to
support in a centralised way those people based at
neighbourhood houses who are delivering fundamental
services on the ground — really the glue that holds
together many of those local community networks —
and are providing such fundamental support to some of
the most vulnerable people in our community.
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Neighbourhood house networks are an important
element of the neighbourhood house system, and I urge
the minister to see if she can provide further support to
those networks.

Bairnsdale Secondary College: council
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Education and Training relating to
Bairnsdale Secondary College. The action I call for is
that the minister fully investigate allegations of vote
rigging or electoral fraud in the school council elections
this year and report to Parliament and the school
community.
The allegations have been made by Mr Ewan Waller, a
candidate for the election. Mr Waller is quoted in an
article from the East Gippsland News of 24 March
2004 as stating:
Voting scrutineers reported a batch of some 90 votes that
were not registered over the counter against parents’ names as
requested, all in similar envelopes and appeared all cast for
the same three candidates.
This batch of votes changed the outcome of the election.
…
The question is, who would do this and why? Why would
anyone, or group, make such a clumsy attempt to ‘stack’ the
council? Are there things to hide or questions to be avoided
by setting up a perceived benign council?
And, if reports are correct, a similar exercise happened last
year too, indicating an ongoing problem.

Mr Waller is not alone. I understand that an officer of
the regional office, Mr Henry Scholtes, has partially
investigated the matter and has produced a document
which has been sent to the legal branch. However, there
is concern in the school community that he did not
interview members of the school council and staff who
might have had relevant information. Members of the
school council, staff and parents want this matter
cleared up quickly so that the school and its
administration can then get on with the job of teaching
children.
These are bizarre allegations. Why would someone rig
a school council election? These are not the only
allegations of vote rigging in local schools, so I ask the
minister, in addition to looking at this particular
Bairnsdale Secondary College, to report to Parliament
and the community on this bizarre behaviour.
Odd as it seems, a vote-rigging allegation was made at
a nearby primary school. A parent who offered to
scrutinise was refused and went to see the member for
East Gippsland. Strangely, the principal of that school
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then approached the parent, raised the visit with the
local member and told the parent not to bother to
interfere as the member for East Gippsland was a
friend. These are, as I said, strange allegations. One
wonders why there would be vote rigging in a state
secondary school or indeed a state primary school, but
the allegations have been made in good faith and
publicly by a parent. These allegations have caused
great concern among both the successful and
unsuccessful candidates standing for the school council,
and in order to clear up this problem at an otherwise
very good school — which has educated, among others,
members of Parliament — these matters need to be
cleared up. I ask the minister to do that.

Seniors: funding
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I rise to bring to
the attention of the Minister for Aged Care in another
place an issue surrounding funding and services
provided for senior Victorians. I seek from the minister
an undertaking that quality services and the necessary
funding are provided to this important part of our
community.
The ageing of our community presents governments
and the wider community with new challenges. Senior
Victorians are a valuable asset and an integral part of
our community. They are also one of the more
vulnerable groups and quite often require extra
assistance. Senior Victorians have the greatest health
needs and have the most to gain from maintaining
healthy lifestyles, mobility and active engagement in
community life. I understand that the Bracks
government contributes over $363 million every year in
providing services for senior Victorians. The Bracks
government invests more in aged care than any other
state, and Victoria has the highest number of nursing
beds in our public health facilities than any other state.
Following its election the Bracks government expanded
the home and community care program by $41 million
in its first term, and it has committed a further
$69 million over the next four years. The government
has also established a new Office of Senior Victorians
to provide a coordinated whole-of-government
response to issues affecting older people. The Bracks
government is also funding positive ageing programs
and investing in the rebuilding of nursing homes
throughout Victoria.
Most recently, the Bracks government has provided
$43 million over four years to increase the rate
concessions given to pensioners by local government
and $15 million over four years to index concessions
for water rates and council rates. The government will
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also spend an extra $58 million over four years to boost
public dental treatment for low-income earners and
reduce waiting lists. Pensioners and senior Victorians in
particular will benefit from the implementation of the
strategy.

withheld from the staff at the special developmental
school, the staff involved in the management of the
youth program and the staff at the live-in respite
service, which this young man also accessed along with
other young people.

However, in recent weeks many people have raised
with me concerns regarding services for seniors. Many
people feel that more can and should be done for senior
Victorians. They are right, but in order for this to
happen the federal government must provide Victoria
with its fair share of funding. The Howard government
does not appear to give services for Victorian seniors a
high priority, as Victoria receives the lowest per capita
commonwealth funding for aged care of all the states.
Victoria at present has a bigger shortfall in nursing
home beds than any other state. Victoria is 4090 short
of the commonwealth’s own benchmark.

Similarly the young lady who assisted in this sexual
assault had a history of inappropriate sexual behaviour,
but again DHS did not pass on this information, which
was very relevant to her management and to
appropriate professionals at other services who were
providing a service to her. I am advised that the DHS
knew the history and knew the risks but simply did not
advise the fellow professionals involved in the
supervision and care of these clients and other clients
exposed to them, owing to its interpretation of the
privacy act.

I ask the minister to act to ensure that all senior
Victorians, regardless of whether they are self-funded
retirees or pensioners, continue to receive support and a
high level of services. I also ask the minister to
maintain pressure on the federal government to ensure
that Victoria gets its fair share of funding in this vital
area.

Human Services: client protection
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The issue I
raise is for the Minister for Community Services, and
the action I seek is that the minister instruct all
Department of Human Services (DHS) staff to pass on
relevant information to agencies to protect clients in the
community. I bring to the attention of the house a tragic
incident where a 17-year-old girl with severe
intellectual disabilities was sexually assaulted and raped
by a teenage male client, who was aided and abetted by
another female client. The incident took place while
they were with a group of teenagers with intellectual
disabilities at an after-hours, government-funded
program. Both the male and the female perpetrator had
recently transferred to the local special developmental
school from the local government secondary college.
Through their attendance at the special developmental
school they became involved in the after-hours
program.
The male, I am advised, was and still is a client of the
DHS. He was expelled from the local secondary college
for inappropriate behaviour, including the attempted
rape of a fellow student and other sexual misbehaviour.
However, due to an overzealous interpretation and
implementation of the privacy act, this young person’s
sexual misconduct and hence risk to others was not
passed on by DHS case managers. Indeed it was

There are several issues which arise here. Is it
appropriate for slow learners with serious behavioural
problems to be shifted from a secondary college to a
special developmental school and cause disruption as a
result? Are the perpetrators in proper programs such as
the MAPPS program? I am advised that the male
perpetrator has simply been shifted to another country
town, and I wonder whether the people now involved in
providing supervisory care know of the risk.
Why did the Department of Human Services not offer
proper counselling to the families and staff involved in
the youth program that was affected? Clearly all
relevant information about a client should go with that
clients to other professionals involved in their
management and supervision. That is in the best
interests of the client and other clients and is necessary
for the safety of the community. I urge the minister to
take up this very serious issue.

Bennettswood Bowling Club: grant
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I wish to raise a
matter with the Minister for Sport and Recreation, and
the action I seek is that he support the application by the
Bennettswood Bowling Club through the City of
Whitehorse for a Sport and Recreation Victoria grant
towards a new synthetic green. It always gives me great
pleasure to speak about the Bennettswood Bowling
Club in Station Street in my electorate, which is just
next door to the creek and on the other side of the
motel, and across the road a little way up is the Box
Hill golf course. It is a great club with a very warm
heart and a terrific sense of community — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr STENSHOLT — Yes, if you wanted to play a
game of solo you could probably go down there this
afternoon and have a game. John Williams chairs the
board, the indefatigable Ann Peake is the secretary and
Barbara O’Brien keeps the finances in shape. Margaret
Goldie is the ladies president, and Isobel Oldacre is the
secretary. On the men’s side Ron Walker is the
president and Brian Peake keeps the family tradition
going by being the men’s secretary.
The club runs a couple of greens all year round, and in
the winter it has other indoor activities — including, as
mentioned, solo. It strives to be a strong community
club. In the season just passed the men’s teams were
successful in getting promoted. I am afraid, though, that
the ladies were not so lucky this year. But most
importantly, all the members have fun. They even had
me out there trying to bowl. I was not a very good
learner, so I do not think I will become a crackerjack
bowler.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — No, I had a bit of trouble. I
was thinking of bowling overarm rather than underarm,
but that is just because of an experience with New
Zealand a few years ago!
Over the last few years we have discussed installing a
synthetic bowling green, and finally last year the
committee decided to put in an application through the
City of Whitehorse for funds to build such a green. I
had a yarn with Margaret Goldie, and she asked me to
write a letter, which I was happy to do on behalf of the
club, requesting assistance for a new synthetic green.
As I said in the letter supporting the application:
I have always been impressed by the strong community spirit
shown at the club.

A new eight-rink synthetic green would enable the club
to play all year round rather than for a little more than
half the year and would make the best use of the club’s
facilities. It has a very strong record of promoting
bowls as a sport in the local community, including
among disabled bowlers. I note the club’s recent
initiative to get local schools such as Roberts
McCubbin Primary School in Box Hill South involved.
The new synthetic green would give great impetus to
the club, which I know works to ensure that it has a
wide range of activities and events beside bowls. For
example, just recently it held an organ recital which
attracted close to 150 people. This is a very well used
venue, and I ask the minister to support the application
for a grant.

1341

Police: numbers
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The action I ask of the minister is to clarify
the Bracks Labor government’s election promise to
deliver an extra 600 police in this term of office.
The Bracks government went to the 1999 election and
promised to appoint 800 police, which it delivered on. I
think it appointed a few extra above the 800, but there
seems to be some concern about its promise at the 2002
election to appoint an extra 600 police. In the first term
of this financial year the Bracks government added
41 extra police, and our sources at the police academy
and the Police Association indicate that there will
probably be about 40 this financial year, which will
mean a net increase of 81. It means that there will be
519 police needed in the next two financial years for the
government to deliver on its promise of an extra
600 police.
The 2004–05 Victorian Budget Overview reveals more
smoke and mirrors surrounding this much-touted
increase in police numbers. The graph on page 19 of the
budget overview clearly shows that the estimated
number of police, including recruits, will be only
10 770 as of June 2006, compared to 10 342 as at June
2002, which means that the government will be
172 police short of the 600 promised. In other words, in
this term of government it will only deliver 428 police,
not 600 as promised. If the graph or the details are
incorrect, then the minister has the chance to clarify that
the budget papers are wrong, and that they will deliver
on their 600.
The second concern I have, and which I ask the
minister to clarify, is that the graph also includes
recruits. The election promise was for 600 police on the
beat, the same as the election promise in 1999, which
was for 800 police on the front line. We have become
very concerned with the figures becoming a little
rubbery when the document says ‘Additional police
numbers — number of police and recruits’, which is not
what the government promised initially.
I ask the minister in good faith to clarify the election
promise of 600 police and indicate that he means an
additional 600 in this term of government.

Dr Elizabeth Burchill
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to raise an
issue for the attention of the Minister for Health relating
to the extraordinary, and I do not use that word lightly,
contribution of the late Dr Elizabeth Burchill, who was

ADJOURNMENT
1342

ASSEMBLY

probably, if not definitely, the most outstanding nurse
ever to be born and who served Victoria. What I am
hoping is that the minister or her department can
consider an appropriate way to honour the memory of
Elizabeth Burchill for her awesome contribution.
I hope in the brief time available to me I can impart to
the house a summary of the extraordinary life of
Dr Elizabeth Burchill. She was born in January 1904
and died one month and a day short of her hundredth
birthday in December last year. She was educated at the
then Camberwell State School and the Ladies Business
College. She obtained a certificate in general nursing
from the Prince Henry’s Hospital in 1929; later
achieving a certificate in midwifery from the Royal
Women’s Hospital. Between 1930 and 1932 she nursed
at the Australian Inland Mission at Innamincka. She
then completed a certificate in infant welfare from the
Tweddle Baby Hospital in Footscray.
In 1937, demonstrating extreme courage, she served as
a member of the British ambulance unit caring for
refugee children during the Spanish Civil War. She
returned to Australia and nursing at Labrador and then
went to London where she did postgraduate studies at
Brompton hospital. For six years she was a captain in
the Australian Army in the second AIF. In 1946 she
spent a year at Radio Shepparton as the chief woman
announcer. Between 1958 and 1971 she nursed
variously at Thursday Island, New Guinea, Europe, the
United States of America and Canada.
She turned her hand to literature and wrote an
extraordinary amount, publishing Labrador Memories,
the renowned Innamincka, which many of us would
have heard about, New Guinea Nurse, Thursday Island
Nurse, The Paths I’ve Trod and Australian Nurses
Since Nightingale
That was not all. She found time to be a foundation
member of the Maroondah Singers and later in life
turned her life to further education, achieving a
bachelor of arts degree from Monash University in
1981. When I was at Monash University in the early
1990s doing a part-time masters degree, I was a
classmate of hers when she completed her masters
degree at the ripe old age of at least her late 80s.
I doubt whether there would be too many people who
have made such an awesome contribution. I am not
sure whether there are any nursing awards in her name,
but there certainly should be. Her life touched
thousands of others, if not tens of thousands of others.
She was associated with some of the great events of the
20th century and of the history of this country. I think it
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would be very fitting if there were an award in the
name of Dr Elizabeth Burchill.

Massage industry: regulation
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is for
the Attorney-General and I ask that he pass this on to
the Minister for Consumer Affairs in the other place.
The action I am seeking of the minister is to investigate
the massage therapy industry with a view to
considering whether regulation is warranted. I raise this
issue because in May 2004 a man by the name of
Norman Douglas Wilson, who ran a business called
Lavendula, The Alternative Health Studio, located at
152 Church Street, Brighton, right next door to my
electorate office, was jailed after having been convicted
of rape and sexual assault. The offences were
committed on the premises, allegedly during the course
of business. Victims were aged between 29 and 56, and
numerous complaints were made to police.
Judge Nixon said at the trial:
It’s an extraordinary situation that in an industry involving
medical implications, that anybody can purport to treat
patients who are virtually naked.

He went on to recommend that the government look at
regulating the industry.
The issue, unfortunately, was drawn to my attention as
far back as May 2002, when a constituent, a mother,
wrote to tell me that her daughter had experienced what
she termed intimidating and inappropriate behaviour
from the man who is now jailed. The woman wrote to
me to say:
I dread to think that others like my daughter might face the
actions of this middle-age predator, and I hope that you will
be able to do something, in your capacity as my local
representative, about its prevention in the future. Please give a
thought to what may be happening next door when you are in
your office in Brighton.

I wrote to the Attorney-General explaining my
dilemma — that I wanted to warn women in my
electorate not to patronise this business while also
referring to the fact that he was entitled to a fair trial.
The Attorney-General supported that. The then
Minister for Consumer Affairs wrote to me
subsequently saying that there was not sufficient benefit
to regulate the industry and told me:
I have no information to suggest that such practices would in
any way be representative of the … industry …

That is my point. The Minister for Health subsequently
made the point that self-regulation is best. This is a
clear case of the failure of self-regulation. The police
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can only prosecute what they term ‘street offences’.
This man continued in business for two years with
members of the Brighton community knowing what a
demon or vulgar individual he was. He has quite rightly
been jailed. I do not like regulation, but there are no
controls over this industry, and I urge the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Consumer
Affairs to look at the industry to see whether regulation
is warranted, and to act on the recommendations of
Judge Nixon.

Commonwealth Games: shooting events
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — The action I seek is
from the Minister for Commonwealth Games in the
other place. I call on him to consider venues and capital
works needed to ensure the running of the
Commonwealth Games events proposed in my
electorate of Evelyn. The proposed events will be clay
target shooting at the Melbourne International Gun
Club. It is a magnificent venue set amongst a vista of
beautiful rolling hills in the Yarra Valley.
I am looking forward to being part of this event — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Ms McTAGGART — Yes, clay target shooting.
Recently quite a few members of this place attended a
day at the gun club — the members for Forest Hill,
South Barwon and Mornington and members from the
other side — and we had a great day. Greg Chan, the
Olympic coach, was there, as were former Olympic
champions Russell Mark and Lauryn Ogilvie. I was
privileged to have a go and shot four out of five in my
first practice, so they were looking to sign me up. It was
great fun.
Noting that this is situated in the Yarra Valley, it will
certainly promote tourism to the region. The Bracks
government has put a lot of money into promoting the
Yarra Valley, and we look forward to that. We have
fine venues, fine wineries, food and produce in that
region. I am sure we will be glad to support it.
The constituents of Evelyn will be delighted to get
behind this event, including schoolchildren looking to
volunteer, and the residents will be delighted to be
hosting the event. The Shire of Yarra Ranges is also
supporting what we look forward to putting on as a fine
event. I call on the minister to ensure that these capital
works are made available, and that we can put on a
first-class event.
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Responses
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — The member for Richmond raised with me
issues about neighbourhood houses and their funding.
He pointed out that they are a key organisation in our
community networks, that they are part of our social
fabric, and he gave the example of the Fitzroy Learning
Network. The centre provides services to new migrants
and vulnerable people in the public housing areas
around Fitzroy. The services are highly valued, they are
quite unique in the community, they are staffed by
volunteers and they are greatly valued by the
government. We are very pleased to support the work
of neighbourhood houses.
I am pleased to announce to the house that we have been
able to grant $80 000 to neighbourhood houses — —
Honourable members — Hear, hear!
Ms GARBUTT — Indeed, for their community
development work. We are going to place $5000 with
each neighbourhood house network. Each
neighbourhood house would be a member of its
regional network — there are 16 across the state. The
networkers provide coordination and advice, assist with
implementing programs and are a key role for
neighbourhood houses, so we are happy to provide
$5000 to each network.
The grant will be broadly for community development
work. We want to keep it flexible, because each
network is different and has different issues and
different neighbourhoods to respond to, so of course the
responses are different. I imagine that the response in
the area served by the member for Richmond would be
quite different from the responses that the networker
would come up with in my area. The neighbourhood
house networker in my area resides at Watsonia
Neighbourhood House. It is an excellent
neighbourhood house — I used to be the president there
for a few years — and it responds to its distinct
neighbourhood, as does the Fitzroy Learning Network
as well.
We are more than happy to provide extra funding to
support the work of neighbourhood houses. Members
would be aware not only that neighbourhood houses
provide assistance to new migrants — for example, in
the member for Richmond’s area — but that many of
them in rural Victoria responded magnificently to the
bushfires at the time and became real neighbourhood
and community hubs, centres of communication and
support. They respond to their neighbourhoods in the
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most appropriate ways possible, and we are happy to
fund that further support.
The member for South-West Coast raised some serious
concerns about the administration of after-hours
services and the behaviour of a disability service client.
I would be pleased to have any information that the
member has, and I will get the region to follow that up
seriously and quickly.
The member for Benambra raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment; the member for Doncaster
raised a matter for the Minister for Education and
Training; the member for Forest Hill raised a matter for
the Minister for Aged Care in another place; the
member for Burwood raised a matter for the Minister
for Sport and Recreation in another place; the member
for Scoresby raised an issue with the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services; the member for Mitcham
raised an issue for the Minister for Health; the member
for Brighton raised an issue for the Attorney-General;
and the member for Evelyn raised an issue for the
Minister for Commonwealth Games in the other house.
I will ensure that those issues are raised with those
ministers and responses supplied.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.32 p.m. until Tuesday, 25 May.
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Massage industry: regulation, 1342
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1126
Grievances
Central City Studios: contract, 1156

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1217
Members statements
Iraq: conflict, 1152
Yarra Ranges: Durham Road day care centre, 1087

BEATTIE, Ms (Yuroke)

Members statements
Spencer Street station: ministerial responsibility, 1085

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1255

BAILLIEU, Mr (Hawthorn)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1253
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1294
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration (Amendment) Bill,
1110, 1111
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill, 1121
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Amphetamine and party-drug use, 1179

BARKER, Ms (Oakleigh)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1238
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1290

Grievances
Federal budget: education, 1169
Members statements
Budget: northern suburbs, 1090
Building industry: safety induction, 1274
Points of order, 1245

BRACKS, Mr (Williamstown) (Premier and Minister for
Multicultural Affairs)
Bills
Ombudsman Legislation (Police Ombudsman) Bill, 1078, 1317
Questions without notice
Budget: concessions, 1183
Federal budget: outcomes, 1184
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Government: performance, 1071, 1186
Murray River: management, 1072
Premier: VicRoads database, 1189
Speed cameras: demerit points, 1305
Water: Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, 1305
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CARLI, Mr (Brunswick)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1218

CLARK, Mr (Box Hill)
BRUMBY, Mr (Broadmeadows) (Treasurer, Minister for
Innovation and Minister for State and Regional Development)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1314
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 1229
State Taxation Acts (Tax Reform) Bill, 1079, 1314
Questions without notice
Bio 2004: genetically modified crops, 1306
Federal budget
families, 1190
outcomes, 1073
Infrastructure: funding, 1309

BUCHANAN, Ms (Hastings)

Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1279
Members statements
Federal budget: outcomes, 1154
Points of order, 1278
Questions without notice
Government: performance, 1186

COOPER, Mr (Mornington)
Adjournment
Ambulance services: Mornington Peninsula, 1265
Bills

Adjournment
Tourism: Oberon project, 1265
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1135
Members statements
Pelican Park Aquatic Centre, 1088

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1201
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1288
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill, 1119
Private Security Bill, 1099
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Amphetamine and party-drug use, 1178
Members statements

CAMERON, Mr (Bendigo West) (Minister for Agriculture)
Bills
Sustainable Forests (Timber) Bill, 1081, 1330

CAMPBELL, Ms (Pascoe Vale)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1222
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1293
Members statements
Budget: education allowance, 1277
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee

Mornington Peninsula: radiotherapy, 1152
Petitions
Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls, 1081, 1149, 1271

CRUTCHFIELD, Mr (South Barwon)
Members statements
Local government: G21, 1275

D’AMBROSIO, Ms (Mill Park)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1295

Budget estimates, 2003–04, 1179
DELAHUNTY, Mr (Lowan)
Adjournment
Baimbridge College, Hamilton: sports stadium, 1261
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Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1196
Members statements
Libraries: rural and regional, 1087

iii

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1139
Members statements
Tourism: bed and breakfast guide, 1086

Rulings, 1245
ECKSTEIN, Ms (Ferntree Gully)
DELAHUNTY, Ms (Northcote) (Minister for Planning, Minister
for the Arts and Minister for Women’s Affairs)

Bills

Points of order, 1124

Members statements

Questions without notice
National Gallery of Victoria: Joseph Brown collection, 1310

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1181

Breast cancer: Mother’s Day Classic, 1156
Questions without notice
Child care: places, 1076

DIXON, Mr (Nepean)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1210
Members statements
Point Nepean: future, 1272

GARBUTT, Ms (Bundoora) (Minister for Community Services)
Adjournment
Responses, 1266, 1343
Questions without notice
Child care: places, 1076

DONNELLAN, Mr (Narre Warren North)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1182
Members statements
Wellsprings for Women: 10th anniversary, 1273
Questions without notice

GILLETT, Ms (Tarneit)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1312
Members statements
Autism Awareness Week, 1276

Federal budget: road funding, 1074
GREEN, Ms (Yan Yean)
DOYLE, Mr (Malvern) (Leader of the Opposition)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1190
Points of order, 1308

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1214
Members statements
Anzac Day: Yan Yean, 1083
Country Fire Authority: Yarrambat brigade, 1156

Questions without notice
Budget: concessions, 1183
Premier: VicRoads database, 1189
Speed cameras
accuracy, 1071, 1308
demerit points, 1305

DUNCAN, Ms (Macedon)
Adjournment
Planning: Macedon Ranges, 1261

HAERMEYER, Mr (Kororoit) (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and Minister for Corrections)
Questions without notice
Road safety: speed cameras, 1071
Speed cameras
accuracy, 1075, 1308, 1311
legal advice, 1074
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HARDMAN, Mr (Seymour)
Adjournment
Seymour: Olympic pool, 1144

ASSEMBLY

11, 12 and 13 May 2004

Members statements
Bunyip River: sedimentation, 1088
Points of order, 1151

Members statements
Seymour: health services, 1275

HOWARD, Mr (Ballarat East)
Bills

HARKNESS, Mr (Frankston)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1209

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1200
Members statements
Autism Awareness Week, 1084

HELPER, Mr (Ripon)

HUDSON, Mr (Bentleigh)

Adjournment

Bills

Local government: Jobs for Young People program, 1263
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1243
Questions without notice
Water: Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, 1305

HERBERT, Mr (Eltham)

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1299
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill, 1118
Members statements
Coatesville Primary School: walking bus, 1278
Points of order, 1114

HULLS, Mr (Niddrie) (Attorney-General, Minister for Industrial
Relations and Minister for Workcover)

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1195
Members statements
Biota Holdings, 1154
Questions without notice
Federal budget: education, 1188

HOLDING, Mr (Lyndhurst) (Minister for Manufacturing and
Export, and Minister for Financial Services Industry)
Adjournment
Responses, 1146
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1300
Private Security Bill, 1102

Bills
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration (Amendment) Bill,
1107, 1108, 1109, 1110, 1111
Courts Legislation (Funds in Court) Bill, 1126
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill, 1122
Crimes (Amendment) Bill, 1079, 1334
Domestic Building Contracts (Amendment) Bill, 1079, 1237
Fair Trading (Consumer Contracts) Bill, 1079, 1236
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill, 1235
Judicial Salaries Bill, 1079, 1235
Questions without notice
Federal budget: Aboriginals, 1311

INGRAM, Mr (Gippsland East)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1133

HONEYWOOD, Mr (Warrandyte)
Bills
Mitcham-Frankston Project Bill, 1078
Business of the house
Program, 1083

Members statements
Rail: East Gippsland line, 1086
Rulings, 1114, 1120, 1279, 1281, 1284
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JASPER, Mr (Murray Valley)

LANGUILLER, Mr (Derrimut)

Bills

Adjournment

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1227
Members statements
Apex: Wangaratta road safety school, 1084
Water: storages, 1272
Petitions
Planning: rural zones, 1271
Rulings, 1122, 1124

Disability services: autism, 1264
Bills
Private Security Bill, 1100
Members statements
Australian-Polish Community Services: achievements, 1150
Coolaroo West community house, 1085
Questions without notice
Government: performance, 1071

JENKINS, Mr (Morwell)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1252

LEIGHTON, Mr (Preston)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1259

KOSKY, Ms (Altona) (Minister for Education and Training)
Adjournment
Responses, 1266
Bills

Members statements
Practice nurses: subsidy, 1152
Questions without notice
Federal budget: outcomes, 1073

Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1295
Points of order, 1078
Questions without notice
Federal budget
education, 1188
tertiary education and training, 1077

LIM, Mr (Clayton)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1313
Members statements
Building Business Bridges to Asia, 1089
Questions without notice

KOTSIRAS, Mr (Bulleen)

Federal budget: Aboriginals, 1311

Adjournment
King and Victoria streets, Doncaster: traffic lights, 1144
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1222
Private Security Bill, 1101
Distinguished visitors, 1238

LINDELL, Ms (Carrum)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1242
Questions without notice
Federal budget: outcomes, 1184

Members statements
Minister for Information and Communication Technology:
overseas travel, 1085

LANGDON, Mr (Ivanhoe)

LOBATO, Ms (Gembrook)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1210
Members statements

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1204

Gembrook: Spin In Day, 1089
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LOCKWOOD, Mr (Bayswater)

McTAGGART, Ms (Evelyn)

Bills

Adjournment

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1199
Private Security Bill, 1102
Members statements
Bayswater: reference group, 1153
Questions without notice
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Commonwealth Games: shooting events, 1343
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1129, 1130
Members statements
Autism Awareness Week, 1276

Federal budget: health, 1187
MARSHALL, Ms (Forest Hill)
LONEY, Mr (Lara) (See also DEPUTY SPEAKER, The)
Adjournment
Industrial relations: workplace agreements, 1141
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1303
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1285
Grievances

Adjournment
Seniors: funding, 1339
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1313
Members statements
Rotaract: leadership training, 1088
Salvation Army Red Shield Appeal, 1154

Federal budget: outcomes, 1173
MAXFIELD, Mr (Narracan)
LUPTON, Mr (Prahran)
Bills
Courts Legislation (Funds in Court) Bill, 1125
Members statements
Bodies corporate: legislative review, 1155
Monsignor Gerald Cudmore, 1086

McINTOSH, Mr (Kew)
Adjournment
Fruit bats: Kew, 1143
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1296
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration (Amendment) Bill,
1103, 1107, 1108, 1109
Courts Legislation (Funds in Court) Bill, 1123
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill, 1111
Crimes (Amendment) Bill, 1079
Domestic Building Contracts (Amendment) Bill, 1079
Fair Trading (Consumer Contracts) Bill, 1079
Judicial Salaries Bill, 1079
Members statements
Federal budget: terrorism, 1273

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1247
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Amphetamine and party-drug use, 1177
Members statements
Pakenham bypass: funding, 1151

MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1225
Members statements
Elizabeth Monteree, 1150
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Budget outcomes, 2002–03, 1175

MILDENHALL, Mr (Footscray)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1226
Private Security Bill, 1098
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MORAND, Ms (Mount Waverley)
Adjournment

ASSEMBLY
Questions without notice
Federal budget: roads, 1185

Water: conservation rebate, 1146
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1213
Members statements
Monash: National Volunteer Week, 1155

NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine)
Adjournment
Youth: Advance program, 1262
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1205

MULDER, Mr (Polwarth)
Adjournment
Disability services: Colanda therapeutic pool, 1262
Bills

Members statements
Newcomb Secondary College: Beacon project, 1084
Questions without notice
Schools: government initiatives, 1308

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1137
Members statements
Rail: V/Line alcohol service, 1274
Questions without notice
Speed cameras
accuracy, 1075, 1311
legal advice, 1074

OVERINGTON, Ms (Ballarat West)
Adjournment
Hilton Fabrics, Ballarat: government assistance, 1142
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1128
Members statements
Ballarat: Excellence in Learning Awards, 1277

MUNT, Ms (Mordialloc)
Adjournment

Questions without notice
Federal budget: tertiary education and training, 1077

RBA Computing Pty Ltd: government assistance, 1143
PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
NAPTHINE, Dr (South-West Coast)
Adjournment
Human Services: client protection, 1340
Bills

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1239
Members statements
Cardinia-Casey community health ball, 1273

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1206
Members statements
Federal budget: outcomes, 1151
Rail: level crossings, 1275
Points of order, 1073, 1080, 1312

PERTON, Mr (Doncaster)
Adjournment
Bairnsdale Secondary College: council, 1339
Grievances
Schools: maintenance, 1166

NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1256
Points of order, 1167

Members statements
Autism Awareness Week, 1150
Points of order, 1167, 1309
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PIKE, Ms (Melbourne) (Minister for Health)
Bills
Ambulance Services (Amendment) Bill, 1080, 1324
Health Services (Governance and Accountability) Bill, 1080, 1318
Mental Health Legislation (Commonwealth Detainees) Bill, 1080,
1325
Pharmacy Practice Bill, 1080, 1326
Personal explanation, 1229
Points of order, 1280
Questions without notice
Federal budget: health, 1187
Monash Medical Centre: waiting lists, 1188

PLOWMAN, Mr (Benambra)
Adjournment
Wild dogs: control, 1337
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1240
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1291
Sustainable Forests (Timber) Bill, 1081
Business of the house
Program, 1082
Members statements

11, 12 and 13 May 2004

Members statements
Mountain Goat Brewery: award, 1272
Warrnambool: May Racing Carnival, 1272
Questions without notice
Federal budget: families, 1190

RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of the National Party)
Adjournment
South Gippsland Secondary College: funding, 1142
Bills
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration (Amendment) Bill,
1104, 1109, 1110, 1111
Courts Legislation (Funds in Court) Bill, 1124
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments) Bill, 1115
Grievances
Building industry: warranty insurance, 1161
Points of order, 1073, 1114, 1124, 1307
Questions without notice
Bio 2004: genetically modified crops, 1306
Hazardous waste: Baddaginnie-Violet Town, 1076
Murray River: management, 1072
Rail: regional links, 1184

SAVAGE, Mr (Mildura)

Food Allergy Awareness Week, 1083
Points of order, 1072, 1074, 1186, 1188, 1305, 1308, 1312

POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton)
Adjournment
Planning: Parkside Gardens, Shepparton, 1145
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1215
Members statements

Adjournment
Country Fire Authority: Mildura driver, 1264
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1219
Grievances
Hazardous waste: containment sites, 1171
Members statements
First Mildura Irrigation Trust: initiatives, 1274
Points of order, 1149

Shepparton: radiology, 1153
Questions without notice
ROBINSON, Mr (Mitcham)
Adjournment

Infrastructure: funding, 1309

SEITZ, Mr (Keilor)

Dr Elizabeth Burchill, 1341
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1194

Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1251
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Members statements
Brimbank: government initiatives, 1090
Taylors Road, St Albans: grade separation, 1089

Members statements
Elm leaf beetle, 1275
Yarra Valley Salmon Farm, 1151

Rulings, 1167
THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
Bills
Ambulance Services (Amendment) Bill, 1080
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1249, 1250
Health Services (Governance and Accountability) Bill, 1080
Mental Health Legislation (Commonwealth Detainees) Bill, 1080
Pharmacy Practice Bill, 1080
Questions without notice
Monash Medical Centre: waiting lists, 1188

Adjournment
Rail: Mentone station, 1140
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1300
Members statements
Rotary: Namibia library, 1276
Petitions
Police: Sandringham station, 1149

SMITH, Mr (Bass)

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)

Bills

Bills

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1244
Members statements
Federal budget: outcomes, 1153

Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1221
Members statements
Education: funding, 1155
Questions without notice

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Judy Maddigan)
Absence of minister, 1071, 1184, 1306
Rulings, 1072, 1073, 1074, 1078, 1080, 1149, 1151, 1154, 1186,
1187, 1188, 1189, 1190, 1305, 1307, 1308, 1309, 1312

STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)

Federal budget: land transport, 1307

WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1131
Appropriation (Parliament 2004/2005) Bill, 1284
Business of the house

Adjournment

Program, 1082

Bennettswood Bowling Club: grant, 1340
Grievances
Federal budget: outcomes, 1159
Members statements
Malvern: government initiatives, 1271

SYKES, Dr (Benalla)

WELLS, Mr (Scoresby)
Adjournment
Police: numbers, 1341
Bills
Private Security Bill, 1090
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee

Adjournment
Hazardous waste: Baddaginnie-Violet Town, 1260
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1257
Private Security Bill, 1095

Amphetamine and party-drug use, 1176
Members statements
Autism Awareness Week, 1087
Petitions
Police: Somerville station, 1081
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WILSON, Mr (Narre Warren South)
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1247
Questions without notice
National Gallery of Victoria: Joseph Brown collection, 1310

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond)
Adjournment
Neighbourhood houses: networks, 1338
Bills
Appropriation (2004/2005) Bill, 1304
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration (Amendment) Bill, 1105
Members statements
Edith Morgan, 1277
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