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Wednesday, 18 May 2005
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 248 to 258
inclusive will be removed from the notice paper on the
next sitting day. A member who requires a notice
standing in his or her name to be continued must advise
the Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Mitcham Road, Donvale: pedestrian access
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents from Manningham points out to the
house that elderly residents need pedestrian access across the
centre median near the Greenview retirement village in
Mitcham Road, Donvale.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria approve the necessary funds as quickly
as possible from VicRoads to enable the pedestrians to safely
cross Mitcham Road.

By Mr PERTON (Doncaster) (26 signatures)

Port Welshpool: Long Jetty
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria respectfully sheweth that Long Jetty at Port
Welshpool is listed on the Victorian heritage inventory as site
H8120-0018. It was built in 1936 with sustenance labour, was
a military installation during World War II and a key shipping
pier during the oil exploration. During all this time it has also
been a very popular fishing and walking destination for
tourists and local visitors to Port Welshpool.
And that the Long Jetty has been closed since June 2003,
following a fire, and despite repairs having been completed
has remained closed and has been declared by Gippsland
Ports to have reached the end of its safe and useful life for
commercial shipping.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that every possible
endeavour is made to reopen the Long Jetty at Port
Welshpool.

Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (408 signatures)
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Rail: Trafalgar station
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly assembled in Parliament:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the shocking
condition of the railway station building at Trafalgar in
Gippsland. This building, which is one of the most visible
focal points of the town, is rich in history and was, in the
glorious days of rail, the hub of the town and surrounding
districts.
Your petitioners therefore request that the government
undertake the appropriate works to bring the building to a
standard in which it may be gainfully occupied by business or
the community. It is further requested that the government, as
a priority, actively seek a suitable business or community
organisation to accommodate the building.

By Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) (799 signatures)

Rail: Gippsland line
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
We the undersigned call on the Bracks government to ensure
that when the fast train begins operation, all train services
passing through Latrobe Valley stop at the Latrobe Valley’s
major centres of Morwell, Traralgon and Moe.

By Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) (357 signatures)

Schools: religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of citizens of Victoria concerned to ensure the
continuation of religious instruction in Victorian government
schools draws out to the house that, under the Bracks Labor
government review of education and training legislation, the
future of religious instruction in Victorian schools is in
question and risks becoming subject to the discretion of local
school councils.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take steps to ensure that there is no
change to legislation and the Victorian government schools
reference guide that would diminish the status of religious
instruction in Victorian government schools and, in addition,
urge the government to provide additional funding for
chaplaincy services in Victorian government schools.
The petition of citizens of Victoria [is] concerned to ensure
the continuation of religious instruction in Victorian
government schools, and to provide additional funding for
school chaplains.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (62 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland South be considered next
day on motion of Mr WALSH (Swan Hill).

DOCUMENT
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DOCUMENT
Tabled by Clerk:
Ombudsman Act 1973 — Report of the Ombudsman on a
Review of Complaint Handling in Victorian Universities —
Ordered to be printed.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Calder Highway: duplication
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
duplication of the Calder to Bendigo is essential for
central Victoria as a road link and for road safety. The
federal Treasurer, Peter Costello, promised in October
2001 that the commonwealth would continue to fund it
in partnership with the state government and that as the
state committed to the construction the commonwealth
would match the funding under the roads of national
importance program.
I refer, for example, to the Kyneton–Faraday section of
road. The state government committed its half share
three years ago, but the federal government only came to
the party several months ago — finally buckling to
Labor. The Ravenswood–North Harcourt section is
finished and not a cracker has been put in by the federal
government. The state government has committed an
extra $58 million for the Ravenswood–Faraday section.
This section of highway can be finished in 2009 without
more delays, but all we have had so far have been
fob-offs from the federal government. The Liberals will
buckle at the knees. This can be built, and this will be
built by 2009.
Central Victoria and Labor speak unitedly, as one: we
want the duplication. The federal Liberal government
may object, protest and oppose but we will force it to
fund it by people power. We will fight and push until
this federal government is humiliated into coughing up.
The central Victorian Liberals are weak. The federal
government will not withstand the pressure. This road
will be built by 2009 as soon as the federal Liberals
buckle.

War veterans: concessions
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — Surely the time is
well overdue for the Bracks government to stop
ignoring the need for it to grant concessions to war
veterans who qualify for disability pensions of 100 per
cent or more and who use toll roads. As an example I
instance a constituent who is 79 years old and who has
a veterans disability pension in excess of 100 per cent.
He has to travel regularly from Mornington to
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Richmond for radiotherapy treatment and is forced to
drive himself there and back. To make the driving
easier and faster he uses CityLink, but it costs him
$5.56 each day, or $17.80 per week. That is a big chunk
out of his disability pension.
In New South Wales the state government provides for
veteran disability pensioners of 100 per cent or more by
enabling them to use toll roads at no charge. It is time
that the Bracks government did the same for veterans in
Victoria. Granting such a concession would not even
create a blip on the financial radar screen of the state,
but it would provide some much-needed relief for a
deserving group of war veterans. Only a very mean
government would deny them this assistance.

Maggie McCallum
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — I rise today to
celebrate the life of Magdalene McCallum, or Maggie,
as she was known. Maggie was a beautiful young
woman who battled a rare auto-immune disease which
was diagnosed when she was only 10. Maggie spent
12 months in the renal unit at the Royal Children’s
Hospital after her kidneys were damaged. At 16 she had
a kidney transplant with a kidney donated by her mum,
Rosemary. Maggie promised the nurses in the unit:
When I get rich and famous, you will never want for anything
in this ward, and kids won’t ever have to be sick from kidney
problems because I am going to fund all the research for it.

Maggie always dreamed of being a model, and this
dream was to become a reality when she won a
competition to travel to Italy for a photo shoot for
Marie Claire. On 15 May 2004 Maggie was tragically
killed in a car accident, and her dream was never
realised.
I never knew Maggie McCallum, but I do know some
dear friends of hers and her family: Jan, Tony and
Courtney Knox. When Jan rang to invite me to a
fundraiser to remember Maggie, the Magical
Masquerade Ball, I was pleased to be able to attend. I
would like to commend Maggie’s mum, Rosemary, for
her commitment to fulfilling Maggie’s wish by working
with the Royal Children’s Hospital renal auxiliary unit
to organise the outstanding event. The address of
12 Elizabeth Street, Kensington, was transformed into a
magical place for the masquerade ball. Candelabra,
ornate mirrors, romantic corners and smoke machines
all contributed to the most perfect place to honour
Maggie.
One special feature was a video of Maggie’s journey
from a little girl with her pony to her receiving
treatment in hospital, and having fun with her friends
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and family and some beautiful modelling pictures. This
was a very emotional and powerful insight into the life
of a very special young woman who was loved by all
who knew her. My special thoughts go to Rosemary
and Andrew McCallum and their family. Fly high,
Maggie, on butterfly wings.

Rural and regional Victoria: water storages
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — With the
continuing dry conditions in country Victoria and the
many areas that are now drought declared, I call on the
Minister for Water to again consider providing financial
assistance for domestic water storages for those people
not connected to reticulated water supply systems. The
house will be aware that financial assistance is provided
for the installation of household water tanks in cities
and towns with a reticulated water supply, but is not
allowed for those living on farms or in an out-of-town
country situation.
I have made extensive representations to the minister
asking him to revise the guidelines on the basis that
those people not connected to a town water supply are
often in a desperate situation regarding household water
and should be encouraged to install, and be financially
supported in installing, water tanks. The earlier
responses from the minister supported water savings
schemes for those connected to reticulated systems on
the basis of encouraging reduced water consumption,
but indicated that those in country situations are more
aware of the need for water conservation and do not
require assistance. Not only do we have a program that
is discriminating against country people not connected
to a reticulated water supply system, but we also have a
government that does not recognise the special
difficulties those in country areas face in maintaining
their own domestic water supply.
I call on the minister to immediately revise the water
tanks supply scheme so that it includes all Victorians
and end discrimination against a section of country
people, many of whom are in a desperate situation and
need financial support from the government.

Caravan parks: residents
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Members of this
house would be aware of the mobile offices that I have
set up throughout my electorate since my election to
Parliament. Last week I put in place two mobile offices
at caravan parks within my electorate, one at Blue Gum
caravan park in Officer and one at Warburton caravan
park. I have never been made to feel more welcome
than I was by the residents and managers who call these
caravan parks home.
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They form their own mini-communities, supporting and
helping each other, and were delighted that for the first
time a member of Parliament had taken time out to visit
them and listen to their needs and concerns. I have to
say that it was most pleasurable conducting these
discussions around a camp fire. Some residents have
lived for years, even decades, within these parks. There
are families raising children, others going to work,
retired citizens, people with disabilities and young
people starting out. Within the shared facilities of these
parks there is a sense of group ownership and pride in
the environment as the residents rely on each other and
the park owners to deal with life’s everyday ups and
downs.
However, even with the strong support of park
management, residents still need assistance on a range
of matters and I was delighted to provide information
about government services and support. Caravan park
residents can sometimes be forgotten when we talk
about the needs of Victorians. Not everybody wants to
or can afford to live in a house or apartment, yet
visiting these caravan parks last week highlighted — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Peninsula Community Health Service: chief
executive officer
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Both the member for
Mornington and I have brought to the attention of this
house both the charging of a former chief executive
officer of the Peninsula Community Health Service
with theft and the culpability of the service’s board and
the Department of Human Services, both of whom sat
idly by while money was stolen from the health service
over a number of years.
Two disturbing facts have come to light since I raised
those issues. A former board member has come forward
and said in written evidence that the former Minister for
Health John Thwaites and the department overrode the
community’s wishes and appointed the people they
wanted on the community health service board —
fellow travellers and yes-men who must take a lot of
blame for the fiasco that occurred under their
management. Secondly, while the department examines
and audits the Peninsula Community Health Service,
services are being cut due to the lack of funds and the
long wait for a finding.
The cardiac rehabilitation program has now been
dropped due to the lack of funds. This places those
patients at risk, as there is no other program available
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locally and they depend on this program for
rehabilitation after serious heart surgery.
If the audit is going to take so long, I ask the minister to
please grant interim funding so that further valuable
services are not cut from the Peninsula Community
Health Service and it can continue its great work.

Don Crowe
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — On Monday, 16 May,
I had the great pleasure of attending Viewbank Primary
School as part of Education Week. At that school I
presented Don Crowe with a 40-year service certificate
on behalf of the government, the education department
and the school.
I first met Don several years ago. When I was first
elected to the seat of Ivanhoe in 1996, he was principal
of Haig Street Primary School. Don has now retired but
all good school teachers never really retire. Don has
gone on to participate in reading recovery at Viewbank
Primary School where he has been very active in the
program. I know Don’s great love for education and
young people has shown through in his commitment to
ongoing education. He is a credit not only to himself
but to all teachers in the profession, and I had great
pleasure in presenting him with the certificate.
He has such an outlook on life that it infects young
people. I had personal experience of that when I was in
Turkey. Don worked with my son Nicolas on reading
recovery. Nicolas insisted that, on behalf of Don
Crowe, a picture be taken of him in front of the Blue
Mosque in Istanbul. So even halfway around the world
on holidays, my son was still talking about Don Crowe
and what a great teacher he was. Again that is a credit
to Don Crowe, and I congratulate him on 40 years of
service.

Economy: business survey
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw to the
house’s attention the latest Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry survey of business
trends and prospects for the March quarter 2005
performance. Again this shows the now constant
trend — that is, that since the election of the Bracks
Labor government in 1999 business confidence in
Victoria has been below that of the national level with
the contrary occurring under the previous government.
In terms of outlook for the Australian economy, 18 per
cent of businesses expected a stronger economy and
35 per cent expected a weaker economy. In terms of the
Victorian economic outlook, 12 per cent of businesses
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expected a stronger economic performance and 39 per
cent expected a weaker performance. Of particular
concern is business confidence in the building and
construction sector and also in the transport and storage
sector. I draw to the house’s attention that in Australian
terms 22 per cent of businesses expected a weaker
outlook, yet in Victoria 45 per cent of businesses in
building and construction expected a weaker economic
outlook. Likewise for transport and storage: 38 per cent
of businesses expected a weaker outlook
Australia-wide, but 50 per cent of transport and storage
businesses in Victoria expected a weaker outlook. It is
time for the government to lift its game.

Roger Boak
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — As
Torquay’s state representative I would like to pay my
respects today to Roger Boak. He was truly a Torquay
sporting legend. A life member of the football club, he
played 230 games, including four premierships. He
twice won the club’s best and fairest award and was an
eight-time league representative. He recently coached
Torquay’s under-14 side to a premiership and was
named in the team of the century. He was also a former
president of the Torquay cricket club. I can certainly
understand the impact his passing will have on the
Torquay community, particularly the Torquay football,
netball and cricket clubs.
Roger, aged 48, passed away last Tuesday with his
family at his side and his funeral was held yesterday at
his spiritual home, the Torquay football and cricket
ground. My next-door neighbour, Graeme Bayles, said
it was one of the most moving and largest funerals he
had attended. Graeme, like Roger, is a past Donald boy
and many of the 1000 or so people there represented
Donald and surrounds, where Roger’s extended family
still resides. The service was held in the centre of the
oval he loved. Paul Coles from the cricket club, Steve
Dunstan from the football club and Erin Dixon on
behalf of the family delivered extremely moving
eulogies which emphasised his extensive achievements,
his closeness to his family and the warmth of his
character. At the conclusion of the service he was
carried through a guard of honour of football and
cricket club personnel at least six people deep.
On behalf of the residents of South Barwon I extend my
sympathies to his wife Chicki and children Sarah,
Travis and Cassie and to the many people Roger
touched. His life was much too short but his legacy will
live on in the Torquay community. Rest in peace,
Roger Boak.
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Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals: East Gippsland board

goods on the night. So it was a wonderful evening for
them. Congratulations!

Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — A couple of
weeks ago in a member’s statement I raised an issue
regarding the Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals. I have received a response from the
RSPCA in writing. I apologise to Hugh Wirth. The
letter states that he was not rude to the committee
members; he was direct. There is a difference. The
RSPCA also corrected me on something else. I
questioned whether they had taken the money raised by
the local committee back to Melbourne and spent it. In
their letter they say:

The Yea Wetlands Committee was formed only two
and a half years ago and the amount of work its
members have achieved, including a swing bridge
which links the township of Yea to the wetlands and is
attractive in its own right, is a wonderful thing. The
committee is protecting the ecology of the area and
bringing back much of its natural values.

… in developing our strategic directions, the facts pointed to
Moe as the better site for a larger regional facility. It is not nor
was it ever our intent to reallocate the funds raised in East
Gippsland or allocated as part of the CSF grant to Melbourne
(although that does make a better story) — but rather to Moe.

I would like to give the RSPCA a map: it is 2 hours
from East Gippsland, where the money is raised, to
Moe. Moe is closer to Melbourne than to East
Gippsland. This is about as useless to people in East
Gippsland as tits on a boar-pig!
I would also like to raise the fact that there are serious
issues of probity about the management by the local
shelter manager. The committee in Burwood has
refused to acknowledge those and accept the issues
raised by the local committee and that is why they have
been dismissed.

Yea Wetlands
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the members of the Yea Wetlands
Committee, who are doing a fantastic job returning the
Yea Wetlands to a wonderful place to visit. The
wetlands committee, through lots of working bees,
planning, fundraising, lobbying and preparing
applications for grants, has achieved a significant
amount in a relatively short time.
The committee members most recent efforts include
gaining funding of $30 000 through the Getting
Involved program to build a boardwalk around the
wetlands, which will allow public access during the
wetter part of the year, which is when the wetlands
come into their own. As well as that, recently they held
a fundraiser, which I had the pleasure of attending, and
raised on the one night $9060 through an auction and
generous donations from a local restaurant, Elmer’s,
with many local businesses, the supermarket and
wineries all providing free of charge their services and

The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
Just before calling the next speaker, I wish to advise the
member for Gippsland East that his language was
unparliamentary, and I ask him to moderate his
language in future in this house.

Parliament: staff orientation
Mr SMITH (Bass) — I will not fall for that, I can
tell you. The issue that I raise this morning is the blatant
abuse of this Parliament by people — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Stop the clock for the
moment. Did the member for Gippsland East make a
comment?
Just as well. Start the clock again.
Mr SMITH — The issue I raise this morning is one
of blatant abuse of the Parliament by people who
should know better. Speaker, I believe you and the
President should find out who is responsible for this
disgraceful abuse and sack them. Obviously people in
high places have seen an opportunity to force their
views onto others. Firstly, this should not have
occurred; and secondly, it should never happen again.
On Tuesday, 10 May, this Parliament ran an orientation
day for new electorate officers. This day is to introduce
new staff to the Parliament and to explain the workings
of the Parliament and facilities available to members
and staff. It is a great idea, but when some union thug
from the Community and Public Sector Union spends
20 to 30 minutes lecturing electorate staff on union
matters and signing them up for the union this has gone
too far. I want to know why it was allowed and what
you and the President are doing about it. It is an utter
disgrace that it has occurred with the support of some
misguided officer of the Parliament and in this
parliamentary building. It was not listed as an agenda
item. The union was given 30 minutes to indoctrinate
the staff. It is a disgrace when people hand out union
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application forms in this Parliament. It is against the
rights of members that I represent and I want something
done about it.

Petrie Park, Montmorency
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to speak of
improvements to be made to Petrie Park, a prominent
community asset in my electorate. The park was
originally owned by the Petrie family, one of the area’s
earliest inhabitants, and was their family farm
supporting poultry, cattle and orchards. In the early
1960s Henry Petrie handed the land over to what was
then the Shire of Eltham to be maintained for
community purposes for future generations of local
residents.
Today the park is a fantastic facility that serves a wide
range of groups and purposes. It has picnic areas,
playgrounds and a sporting oval as well as a wide range
of facilities servicing some of the area’s most
significant clubs and groups. The highly successful
Montmorency bowls club, scouts and pigeon club are
all located in the park. The health centre, senior citizens
association and child-care centre all offer valuable
services there. Importantly the thriving Montmorency
RSL is located prominently in the park. Not only does it
offer a great service to its members, but it has
substantially beautified the gardens surrounding the
club and funded other improvements.
Unfortunately the beautification of the RSL surrounds
has not been duplicated in the landscaping across the
park. Some sections have dilapidated to a point that I
believe warrants beautification. Consequently I wrote to
Banyule City Council about this issue, urging that a
major project be undertaken to restore the park to its
former glory. I am informed by Banyule that it will
improve the park’s visual look by undertaking
immediate replanting work and repairs to paths and
picnic furniture. Banyule council will also develop a
more detailed submission for the 2006–07 round of
capital works funding to improve the park. This is great
news for the community and my local constituents.

Youanmite Primary School: site sale
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I received a letter
in August last year from Mrs Joan Nish of Numurkah
seeking my support to help her secure an abandoned
primary school building in Youanmite. She wanted to
relocate the building at her cost to her own property to
use as a painting studio and had made an offer to the
Department of Education and Training. The Youanmite
Primary School was closed in 2000. The building has
been empty and deteriorating since, and it has also been
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vandalised. I wrote to the Department of Education and
Training urging it to consider her offer of purchase,
which had been ongoing for 18 months. I received a
response stating that the department had declared this
property as surplus to requirements and was in the
process of arranging disposal. I was advised that there
was a delay whilst two parcels of land were transferred
into the minister’s name. This has now been completed.
On 10 May this year I received a letter from Wayne and
Terese Thomas regarding the same parcel of land. They
had written to the Department of Education and
Training in July last year expressing their interest in
purchasing the property and had made numerous phone
calls to find out about the progress of the sale. They
were advised that the property was to be sold in the
coming months and were then told that the property had
been submitted to the Moira shire to seek its interest.
But when Mr and Mrs Thomas phoned the shire, it did
not know anything about it.
The school was closed five years ago. There have been
at least two possible buyers: one for the building and
the other for the land. Possibly more people would be
interested in the property. I urge the minister to put the
land up for sale to allow someone in the community the
opportunity to purchase the land and/or the building
and hopefully put the funds from the sale back into
country schools.

GippSport: community programs
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — I would like to
congratulate GippSport, Barry Switzer and Kerry Irwin
for the creation of the Active Schools CD, Active
Workplace CD and the Keep Fit Don’t Sit program for
2005. The programs have been developed to assist in
meeting one of the regional sports assembly’s main
objectives, which is to increase physical activity in our
community. Current research indicates that physical
inactivity is ranked second only to smoking as the most
important issue affecting our health. The CDs have
been produced by making use of funding from
VicHealth and the Department for Victorian
Communities sport and recreation unit. GippSport’s
project manager, Kerry Irwin, has worked strenuously
on the projects for over 12 months in conjunction with
a number of different organisations. The Active
Schools CD encourages a whole-school approach to
promoting lifelong participation in physical activity and
addresses the concept that getting children active is just
as important as developing good sport and physical
education programs.
Workplaces which use the Active Workplaces CD will
reap many benefits from changing their environment by
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promoting and encouraging staff participation in
physical activity. Both CDs will provide a wide variety
of activities and resources to support the
implementation of the program and have received the
support of the Department of Education and Training.
The good news is that they will be provided free of
charge through GippSport. Latrobe City Pacers star,
Vashon Weaver, will help promote the Keep Fit, Don’t
Sit program in 2005. This program is supported by
International Power Hazelwood and Latrobe city. The
program includes schools visits to year 4 students with
a focus on helping children remain active and healthy in
order to experience a good quality of life. Students will
be given tally sheets to record the amount of exercise
they do over a two-week period.

Western Highway: Trawalla intersection
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I draw the house’s
attention to a serious accident involving a school bus
and a truck at Trawalla on the Western Highway on
Friday, 13 May. The bus was carrying children to the
Trawalla Primary School, Beaufort Primary School and
Beaufort Secondary College. The impact of the
accident ripped the back off the bus and hurled children
out onto the road. The bus had 18 students aged 6 to 16
on board and if it had not been for the quick action of
the driver, the local community could have been faced
with a disaster.
The intersection is renowned among locals as a
potential deathtrap, being especially bad during winter
when the fog sets in. I have been told by locals that on
some days visibility is down to a few metres at best.
During discussions with locals who use the intersection,
I was informed that on bad days motorists wind down
their windows, turn the radio down, put their head out
the window and listen for approaching trucks and cars
before making their turn at high speed and accelerating
out of the way of any approaching traffic.
I ask the Minister for Transport and VicRoads to
immediately investigate traffic treatments for this
dangerous intersection and to prioritise an upgrade to
ensure that not only the school children but local
residents and workers are able to move on and off the
Western Highway without putting their lives and the
lives of others at risk. I trust those children involved in
the accident are recovering from their injuries and will
soon be back at school.

David Bourke
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to support
the comments made in this house yesterday by the
member for Rodney in recognising the outstanding
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contribution to Victoria’s racing industry by David
Bourke, who died last week. For more than 50 years he
had been involved in a variety of roles in our great
racing industry. Despite all he had achieved, I am sure
what his family would have been most proud of was
that to the day he died the universal acclaim for him
was that he was a gentleman.

Gary Sheppard
MrROBINSON(Mitcham)—

I would also like to acknowledge the great work of
someone else who has died recently, and that is Gary
Sheppard. Gary served for a number of years as a
councillor with the Royal Agricultural Society of
Victoria. He was appointed to the RAS council in 1990
and in early 1997 he was appointed to the RAS board
where he served with great distinction as vice-president.
He was a member of several RAS committees and held
the positions of chair of the poultry and horticultural
committees and the Feline Control Council of Victoria.
He was also a member of the dog, beef cattle and HR
committees over a number of years. One of the things
Gary worked on assiduously was the beer committee
and it was in that role I got to meet him. The RAS
operates one of the world’s great international beer
awards. As Gary always said, it was a very difficult job
but someone had to do it. On behalf of all members I
extend our sympathies to his family.

Reverend Laurie Biggs
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise this morning
to talk about the Reverend Laurie Biggs, who died on
Monday. He was a very much loved man in our
community. Laurie saw service during World War II.
He was involved in a number of campaigns and was on
a boat that was sunk but he fortunately survived. After
the war Laurie was successful in business and he then
went on to become an ordained Anglican priest.
After moving to Australia with his family, he served in
the parishes of Loch and Drouin. Laurie is survived by
his wife, Pat, his sons Paul and Mark, his daughter
Claire and his grandchildren. Upon retirement Laurie
devoted a lot of his time and efforts to mental illness.
He was influential in lobbying ministers and helping set
up local organisations throughout Gippsland. In fact he
received a Federation medal for the work he performed
during that time to help those who are affected by
mental illness. Laurie’s work as an Anglican priest
certainly touched the hearts of many people. He was
very much loved in his work in the community. I
personally knew the family from their time in Drouin. It
is very sad to see the passing of an absolutely
wonderful man. Laurie Biggs is someone we will miss
immensely.
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Shannon Davidson
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I congratulate Shannon
Davidson, an 11-year-old year 6 student who lives in
East St Kilda in the electorate of Prahran, on winning
the 2005 Screen It! competition. Screen It! is a national
competition established in 2004 by the Australian
Centre for the Moving Image, in partnership with
Australia Post. It challenges primary school students to
create a moving image work on a selected theme,
which this year was Pacific Explorer.
Shannon created an animated movie titled The Land is
Me, which she directed and for which she wrote a poem
for the screenplay, along with a title song co-written
with her mother, Rhonda, which was played over the
opening animated titles and the closing credits.
Shannon used her mother’s video camera with a
freeze-frame feature to create a stunning animation
which tells the story of indigenous connection with the
land, the people’s dispossession, and the desire of
people to live together in harmony and understanding.
The judges were most impressed with the work. The
soundtrack and poem also showed an intelligent and
insightful point of view, and the animated titles showed
attention to detail.
Shannon’s work has been screened at the Pacific
Explorer World Stamp Expo in Sydney and at the
Australian Centre for the Moving Image at Federation
Square. Shannon is an incredible young girl with
enormous talent, with a deep commitment to the
reconciliation process and with the drive and
enthusiasm to pursue her ideas and create a great work
of art. I am sure she has a great future ahead of her, and
she tells me she wishes to continue with her creative
ambitions. It would be wonderful to see her go on to
make more movies in the years ahead.

STEP Ahead program
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I was thrilled to
attend and speak at the 2005 STEP Ahead pledge and
launch Yea High School’s career education Lighthouse
Project, along with my parliamentary colleague the
member for Seymour, on Monday, 9 May, at the
Trawool Valley Resort.
STEP Ahead, part of which is an acronym for ‘study,
training and employment pathways’, is a program being
run with year 10 students in conjunction with Berry
Street Victoria. The program aims to assist young
people to gain knowledge and skills related to the
workplace, enabling them to make the right choices for
their futures. The students themselves become more
engaged with school and their local community through
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the provision of a relevant and meaningful curriculum,
combined with interaction with real business.
Some of the student and the community activities
include work placements, mock job applications and
interviews, a choices workshop, the adopt a business
program, where students visit the workplace as a group
primed with questions relevant to that business, a
mentoring program, and the STEP Ahead pledge event,
which is what I attended, providing an opportunity for
the whole community to acknowledge their
involvement in the program’s success.
The program aims to ensure that all year 10 students
identify their study, training and employment pathways
and are supported and encouraged every step of the
way. It enables them to build strong relationships
within the local business community and to develop
positive attitudes towards their work and further
training. The final aim is to have an increase in the
retention rates at years 11 and 12. Congratulations to
Yea High School, Berry Street Victoria and the Beacon
Foundation for providing such a wonderful program,
which is having an enormous impact on so many lives.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
A Fairer Victoria
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted the following matter of public importance
for discussion:
That this house congratulates the Bracks government on the
announcement of A Fairer Victoria — Creating Opportunity
and Addressing Disadvantage as a key policy initiative which
will improve opportunities and living standards for the
neediest Victorians through a targeted $788 million
investment in new initiatives and reforms and so improve
access to vital services to ensure that people get the help they
need at crucial times in their lives, reduce barriers to
opportunity, strengthen assistance for disadvantaged groups
and places and make it easier to work with government, and
further congratulates the government’s continued
commitment to promoting strong families as the foundations
of strong communities and making Victoria the best place,
and the fairest state, to bring up a family.

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — It is not only
an honour but a great pleasure to speak to this matter of
public importance and to congratulate the Bracks
government on the announcement of A Fairer
Victoria — Creating Opportunity and Addressing
Disadvantage. As an Age article put it:
Yet the most telling aspect of the budget is the A Fairer
Victoria social policy package. John Brumby declared
yesterday in his budget speech that helping the most
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disadvantaged was ‘at the heart of this budget, and at the heart
of the government’s forward agenda’.

The article continues:
This is a government that has struggled to define its purpose.
For a Labor government searching for an identity, there can
be no greater aspiration than assisting those left behind. This
budget starts to build the base from which the Bracks
government can make an enduring reputation for itself.

Those words were well chosen. This is the defining
aspect of the budget and one of the defining times for
the Bracks government.
The social policy initiative, A Fairer Victoria, is an
extraordinarily comprehensive but at the same time
targeted and strategic outlook for the investment of
some $788 million. It zeros in, by way of 85 action
areas, on the most value-for-money and sensitive
targets that can be identified after months, if not years,
of analysis. Through the extraordinary leadership of the
Deputy Premier — who is with us for this debate —
and through extensive consultation, targeted discussion,
strategy development and partnerships the government
has produced some of the most well-fashioned and
crafted strategies yet seen from a state government. It
zeros in on places characterised by disadvantage;
opportunities that can be taken up by the application of
skill, human resources and targeted funds; and means
by which governments, communities and
non-government agencies can work together.
In particular it delivers specific programs to protect
children and give them the best start in life. We have
had extraordinary success with the pilot project stage of
the Best Start program. In my municipality of
Maribyrnong we have had great success in bringing
together a range of professional groups and early
intervention services to target government assistance to
the families that are most at risk at the most opportune
times to provide support.
Some of the key social issues the government has been
working to make a huge difference on over the last few
years include young people at risk, families in crisis,
people with disabilities and mental illness, indigenous
communities and disadvantaged rural and suburban
communities. They are all beneficiaries of this
extraordinary strategy. There are five broad ways in
which the government will take action to tackle
disadvantage in the new multilayered framework. The
first of those is to ensure that universal services provide
equal opportunity for all. That strategy is about making
sure our services meet the needs of disadvantaged
groups, individuals and communities, with a focus on
the critical transition points in life.
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Targeted strategies will improve access to universal
services that include giving children the best start in life
with $101.8 million to cut kindergarten fees for 17 000
low-income families, providing extra kindergarten
places in child-care centres and funding for children
with disabilities, as well as strengthening child
protection services, which is clearly an issue of current
attention in the media.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr MILDENHALL — Getting people back on
track, $45.6 million will help troubled teenagers; in
responding to family violence more effectively we have
provided $35.1 million for new approaches, including
24-hour support and referral for women, with more
accommodation options so women and children can
stay in their homes or community. To help older
Victorians to stay independent there is $50.1 million to
give them more opportunities to live independently.
Mr Baillieu — But not swim. Tell us about the
pool!
Mr MILDENHALL — The member for Hawthorn
is desperately attempting to raise the issue of the
Footscray pool in the context of this debate. The
Maribyrnong aquatic centre will provide extraordinary
opportunities for families designed to improve access to
provide an extraordinary range of services for people
with disabilities.
Mr Baillieu — Tell us what the community thinks.
Mr MILDENHALL — There is an on-site
community health centre outlet with the greenest
technology used in an aquatic centre in this state in
many years. It is a great achievement by the City of
Maribyrnong providing many more thousands of
people across the region and within the community
much higher quality access to recreation facilities, and
it is one that every right-thinking person in the
community is actively supporting.
Mr Baillieu — To the community it is wrong
thinking.
Mr MILDENHALL — Some people just protest
for the sake of it, having finally discovered in their
Melway where the western suburbs are, and meander
over to assist those troublemakers.
These are key initiatives. The strategies in A Fairer
Victoria are groundbreaking. Our second major area of
reducing barriers to opportunity is again well targeted.
It is aimed at breaking down the individual and
structural barriers and difficulties that prevent people
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from fully participating in community life, such as poor
health, a lack of skills, poor mobility and restricted
access to services and facilities.
There are a range of strategies in this category,
including a welcome addition to funds to improve
access to the community for newly arrived refugees —
and we are stepping in where the federal government is
clearly failing to meet its constitutional responsibilities;
improving Internet access and access to the arts for
disadvantaged Victorians; providing a boost to
affordable housing, which is again an area where the
state is doing the heavy lifting, in stark contrast to the
disappearing act of the federal government; greatly
increasing resources targeted at improving access to
justice with new community legal centres; and
establishing an innovative neighbourhood justice centre
in inner Melbourne to help break the cycle of
reoffending by young people.
I know in my area the Sunshine court has a particularly
innovative program of some $3.6 million that involves
working with the innovative and forward-looking
Magistrates Court out there, ably led by John Doherty,
in a way that complements the youth precinct project.
This program of assistance for complex cases has been
put together in quite a sensitive and innovative way.
Other key areas obviously include strengthening
assistance to disadvantaged groups. Front and centre in
that strategy is a new partnership with indigenous
Victorians. Our data suggests quite rightly that this is a
key area of involvement for government. This package
of $27.1 million will address health issues, and the
$18.7 million to protect and support Aboriginal
children is funding of the dimension and magnitude that
will really have an impact.
The provision of disability funding of $119.5 million
and mental health services funding of $180 million is
an extraordinary effort. It is no wonder it was greeted
with accolades from people like the former Premier, the
Honourable Jeff Kennett, the chairman of beyondblue,
who commented:
This is the largest contribution to mental health by any state
government ever.
Knowing what I know today it would be among my top
priorities. You can’t live in the past —

I think that was a comment on the current state
opposition —
but if I knew what I know now about mental health it would
have been different.
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They are accolades for this government. The key areas
include providing targeted support to high-risk areas.
For example, $84.6 million is being provided for
neighbourhood renewal programs which will strengthen
communities by involving public housing tenants in
rejuvenating their neighbourhoods, upgrading existing
neighbourhood houses and building new
neighbourhood centres. You only have to look at
Braybrook in my electorate, named by the Jesuits as the
most disadvantaged neighbourhood in Australia, to see
the extraordinary effect that neighbourhood renewal is
having. Previously quiet residents are now giving us the
benefit of their opinions. They are actively working
with government, particularly local government, which
is one of the focal areas of this strategy, to change their
community before our eyes. There is an enormous
range of activities as well as a new penetration of
government services.
That community is transforming itself as we speak, and
the strategy that is being wheeled into place not only
acknowledges the work that is being done but will
further assist in focusing it and helping us to assist the
community by zeroing in on the outcomes. We have set
up the structures, and they are strengthening the
community in Braybrook and many other communities
around the state. We are now working towards
improving outcomes for those communities in health,
employment and education. We are improving the lot
of a range of people who may have been isolated or
suffering from a range of immeasurable difficulties.
Finally, the continual challenge for government of
finding new ways of getting departments to work
together with communities is a key feature of this
strategy. It is always a challenge, but like the rest of the
strategy there are some key initiatives and innovative
approaches. The house should watch this space,
because it will see some exciting and productive times
in this state as this strategy comes into effect.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In rising to
respond to this trumped-up matter of public importance
I point out that this is the first time in the 17 years I
have been in this place that a minister has not even
bothered to give the lead speech on their own motion or
matter of public importance. It has been left to a junior
member of this place to stand up here and supposedly
recite the government’s mantra on its most significant
social policy initiative in its period of government.
What an indictment! The minister cannot even be
bothered to be here for the lead speech on this key
matter of public importance, which the government
foisted on the Parliament with its usual lack of notice
and arrogant style.
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Of course not only do we not have the minister giving
the lead speech on the government’s most important
social policy since it was elected in 1999, but how
many of Labor’s 61 members came in here to support
the member for Footscray in his poor attempt to shore
up the minister’s lack of integrity when it came to
supporting this matter of public importance? Two
Labor members of Parliament were here for the entire
period of his address! Two out of 61! Yet this is what
this government regards as the most important plank of
its social policy platform. What hypocrisy! What an
artificial contrivance! It shows the hollow rhetoric of
this government when it cannot even support its own
lead speaker on its own matter of public importance.
We know why this matter of public importance has
been foisted on the Parliament: it coincided with the
minister’s addressing a conference this morning. I had
some prior notice of the conference, not from the
government but from another source. It was called
‘Governments and communities in partnerships’ and
was directly sponsored by the Brotherhood of
St Laurence and the Institute of Public Policy at
Melbourne University. I do not know whether the
minister heard some of the issues that were raised when
he swanned in to give his set piece address and
swanned out again, but some of the issues that we hope
would have been raised in that conference include those
that have been raised in my electorate by a number of
constituents when I have been standing in shopping
centres in various parts of my electorate on Saturday
mornings over the last few weekends. It is very
interesting to get some of the feedback. For example,
every single driver of mature age, every single
pensioner who has a drivers licence, who has come up
to me has said, almost to a person, ‘We want this
government out. We cannot believe it. Even under the
previous Liberal government the $80 pensioner car
registration rebate was kept totally in place’.
This is a government that has been awash with money
through its high taxation revenue, and this is a
government that has been delivering budget surplus
after budget surplus — yet what does it do? Twelve
months ago it handed down the meanest cut of all. It
inflicted on the aged in our community, who struggle
the most — they are often self-funded retirees or people
on limited means who are living on an age pension — a
decision that took $80 out of their pockets, saying, ‘Bad
luck, we are going to treat you separately from the way
previous governments have treated you. We will take
tax revenue out of you’. It was yet another underhand
attempt by the highest taxing state government on
record to fleece Victorians.
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Those people have noticed that this so-called fairer
Victoria means nothing to them. They will vote against
Labor on that one issue alone. I hope those two
backbenchers who bothered to be in the chamber this
morning to listen to the lead speaker on this matter of
public importance will give the feedback to their caucus
room on the outrage that is felt by older Victorians
about this $80 additional tax slug on their car
registrations.
I refer to the young mother who came up to me at the
North Ringwood shopping centre on a Saturday
morning two weeks ago. She said, ‘Mr Honeywood, I
can only get my autistic child into 2 hours of support
service a week at the local autistic facility’. We were
fascinated, because while she was talking to me an
older gentleman came up, having waited his turn to
have a chat with the local member of Parliament. He
overheard this young mother talking to me. This chap
was not a Liberal voter, but he overheard this young
mother talk about the fact that she could only get her
autistic school-age child into autistic support for
2 hours a week.
He said, ‘That is very interesting, because I have an
autistic son who is now 17 years of age, and when my
son was of primary school age the previous Liberal
government was able to provide my autistic child with
one full day a week of support at the same centre’.
Whether it be children with autistic disabilities or quite
separately the issue of speech therapy — let us look at
speech therapy for a moment — —
Mr Thwaites — Which centre?
Mr HONEYWOOD — The minister is yelling
across the table and asking which centre. I am not going
to divulge to him the information about my constituent
so he can punish that centre or that constituent in
typical Labor style.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — We then come to the issue
of speech therapy, and that issue again is an indictment
of this government’s so-called support for social policy,
because it involves a situation where under the previous
Liberal government there were self-governing schools.
This government when in opposition would claim that
it was a law for the rich, but I will point to
Broadmeadows Primary School and Corio Primary
School, which would attest to the fact that they
benefited greatly under the policy of self-governing
schools. I recall a conversation with the principal of
Corio Primary School who informed me that under the
self-governing schools model she was able to employ
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speech therapists and ensure that four times more
students gained access to speech therapy support than
are able to do under this centralised model of Labor in
government and what is still happening.
By the time the school makes a booking for a speech
therapist to come out to the school and the therapist
factors in travel time to see one child and then drives
back to regional office, has a break, and then goes off to
another school, it has become a scheduling nightmare.
Children are missing out on fundamental interventionist
support. This is just one example of how the red tape
and bureaucracy that the Labor government succumbs
to time after time affects kids and the delivery of
services to them.
Then we come to another of the cruellest cuts of all.
Quite apart from disabled kids and angry elderly
Victorians with their car registration tax slug, we come
to the multipurpose taxi situation. Disabled Victorians
are saying that this subsidy has been capped at $550 a
year or $10.50 a week and that is trapping them in their
homes. One respondent to a survey on multipurpose
taxi cabs said that it reduced her freedom so much that
she might as well be dead:
‘I cannot stay in my one-bedroom state’, she told the taxi cap
watch survey.

And what response do we hear from the few Labor
backbenchers who have just wandered into the chamber
like Brown’s cows? We hear derision. We hear them
laughing at disabled people who are trapped in their
one-bedroom apartments and cannot get out and enjoy
recreation because they are restricted in terms of how
much access they can get to that multipurpose taxi
program, and not limited under the previous Liberal
government. So again, a cruel, unnecessary cut — a cut
from a government awash in government surpluses.
When we were in government we had the Joan Kirner
deficit to pay off.
This government is awash with money, but what does it
do? It limits the ability of disabled and elderly people to
get around their communities. It limits the ability of
disabled and elderly Victorians to engage in the
community building that this Minister for Victorian
Communities, who is now at the table but who came in
late, claims he is on about. There is no point in the
minister reciting the mantra of community building if
Victorians cannot access their community facilities
because of being locked in their one-bedroom
apartments and unable to get out, thanks to the cuts
brought in by this government to a program no previous
Liberal government ever capped.
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At a conference at Melbourne University this morning
where the minister swanned in briefly he might have
paused to talk to a student at the college. He might have
had a chance to talk to some of the young people there
from country Victoria who are doing it hard in terms of
their ability to survive at a young age trying to study to
further their careers for their future lives. He might
have stopped to talk to them, because the previous
Liberal state government, despite having a $33 billion
debt inherited from Joan Kirner and John Cain, funded
5000 full-time university places. This was not from
federal government money but from state government
money. These places were targeted at teachers and
nurses. Those places were targeted at areas of need, and
they allowed 5000 additional young Victorians to get
access to higher education.
That was $125 million over four years. How many
dollars has this state government put into additional
higher education places in Victoria? The answer is
zero — a big, fat zero. That is the policy of this
government for supporting young Victorians in gaining
access to further education. The minister will claim that
A Fairer Victoria is all about the western suburbs and
the good old socialist rhetoric of uplifting those in the
working class who need help. I put it to the minister
that having a fairer Victoria involves embracing all the
people, and it involves identifying needs right across
urban and rural Victoria.
It involves giving people a chance and an opportunity,
whether they be young people trying to access higher
education and TAFE, older Victorians whose access is
limited because of this government’s direct policy
making or middle-aged Victorians, who are often
isolated. For example, how many men’s anger
management programs is this government funding in
middle-class suburbs? I am sure if we looked into it we
would find there are very few, yet the previous
government made that a key initiative. I recall going out
to my electorate and presenting grants for such
important middle-class support programs.
In this socialist dream world we are told that everything
is about measurement and statistics. The government
laboured this point ad nauseam yesterday in dorothy
dixer questions and answers in question time. The
minister nobly informed us of the pride measurement
and how he is able to measure the pride that people will
now have in their communities. Of course under
interrogation from the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee only a week ago, he was not able to provide
any meaningful measurements at all when it came to
how this government went about its political ideology
in terms of measuring the improvement in
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communities. It is all socialist, pie-in-the-sky mumbo
jumbo.
The only surprise we have, after this government has
been in power six years, is that it has taken it so long to
fall into this Big Brother, Animal Farmesque, ‘We
know what is best for you’ intervention. We are
surprised it has taken it so long to fall into this trap, to
fall into the nanny state rhetoric and practices. Yet we
know that all of this comes at a price. That price does
not include just the glossy hundreds of pages of
literature and propaganda, like this A Fairer Victoria —
Creating Opportunity and Addressing Disadvantage
document I have in my hand here, that is pushed out.
That cost also involves massive increases in salaries,
but not for youth workers or for social welfare workers.
No, these massive increases in salaries are for the head
office bureaucrats. We all know that incompetent
ministers in Labor governments rely on so-called expert
advice from overpaid head office bureaucrats. What do
we find? We find that at $53 million employee benefits
in the Department for Victorian Communities budget
for 2005–06 are $4.5 million higher than the previous
year. We find that executive salaries have increased
massively as a component of the DVC budget. We find
that white-collar workers sitting in head office are
doing extraordinarily well out of this new department.
It is a top-heavy, bureaucrat-driven department. Twenty
senior bureaucrats in that department are now in the
$100 000 to $400 000 a year salary bracket. They had
to have the most expensive office fit-out in town in the
former Shell building on the corner — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Victorian
Communities) — The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, in his opening, managed to make a number
of allegations, but throughout the whole 15 minutes we
did not hear one positive idea for Victoria. There was
not one positive social policy. That is a very good
indication of where the opposition stands now. There
was an attempt to justify the actions of the former
Kennett government, but not one single idea for the
future. The opposition has no ideas. It has no policy. It
stands for nothing. We know it has one policy — to pay
out tolls, which would cost $7 billion. We know that if
the opposition is to proceed with that reckless policy, it
would have to return to what it did in government, and
close hospitals, close schools and sack public servants
who are trying to do a good job for Victoria.
When we came into government in 1999, we had to
restore basic social services after they had been
wrecked by the previous government of the Liberal
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Party and The Nationals. That was a government that
closed 12 hospitals across country Victoria in places
like Elmore and, in the city, Burwood and Essendon. It
sacked thousands of nurses and teachers. The result was
that when we came into office we had a huge social
deficit to meet. We have addressed that by putting on
5700 extra nurses, more than 5000 extra teachers and
support staff and more than 1000 police to provide
better basic services for our community. We have been
able achieve all of that because we have also had a
strong economy and a strong budget. We have
demonstrated in this state that you can be economically
responsible but also socially progressive. That is
exactly what this paper and this policy do.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made remarks
about the conference that I was just at. It is true I have
just been at a conference organised through the
Brotherhood of St Laurence and other non-government
agencies about this very topic, how government and the
community sector can join together to reduce
disadvantage and make Victoria a better place for
everyone. I can indicate that there has been and is
widespread support from that community sector for
what the government is doing. They understand that
this government is taking real, radical and progressive
steps, backed up by real resources, that will make a real
difference.
We are already seeing some great results across the
state. We are seeing class sizes in our schools reducing.
We are seeing literacy improving so that kids in grade 1
are doing better at reading than they were under the
previous government. The figures are there: the
proportion of students achieving the required reading
level in year 1 has improved from 76.4 per cent to
85.7 per cent. That is a real improvement, as is the fact
that the number of young Victorians completing
year 12 or its equivalent has risen from 82.9 per cent in
1999 to 85.2 per cent in 2004. We are leading the
country in the number of young people who are
completing year 12 or its equivalent because we know
that that is the pathway to success — to finish school
and then get the skills that are needed to go on to
worthwhile jobs.
This social package is a comprehensive package that
has been developed with the support and guidance of
local government, the non-government sector and
numerous experts and academics. That is why it has
received widespread support. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition questioned how the community sector
would respond to this report. I can quote from the
Brotherhood of St Laurence which in its analysis said:
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The Victorian government’s new social policy package is the
most comprehensive, well-targeted approach to poverty and
disadvantage released by any state government in decades.

Looking at the comment from the Centre for
Excellence in Child and Family Welfare, it said:
It is indeed heartening to see our leaders prepared to invest
budget surpluses back into communities — an investment
that is sure to produce long-term results.

Even the former Premier Jeff Kennett strongly
supported this policy, saying:
This is the largest contribution to mental health by any state
government ever.

I could go on. There are numerous experts and there are
non-government groups, but most importantly there are
also the people on the ground. Last week I was at
Ballarat in Wendouree West with the member for
Ballarat West who has championed the Neighbourhood
Renewal project at Wendouree West. We were
announcing a further very good example of joined-up
government there, where my department, through the
Department of Sustainability and Environment, will
work in with the Office of Housing and the
Neighbourhood Renewal program to conduct energy
audits on people’s homes in those areas so that their
energy bills can be reduced and they can reduce their
greenhouse emissions.
Even better than that, the Community Jobs program
will provide for local people jobs to do that energy
auditing and also to help lower the energy use in
people’s households — another win-win example. And
there is extra funding for that, with more than
$2 million of funding for the program around the state.
That is an example of what this government is doing to
join up its different departments and agencies to get a
better social outcome. When we went there, we spoke
to the residents of Wendouree West, who were very
positive about what this government is doing. They
were very complimentary about the local member.
They are the people we care about, whom we listen to.
I might contrast that with the role that members of the
opposition have continued to have. They do not care
about ordinary people. They do not care about these
social policies. They disparage, for example, the
western suburbs. There was this attitude of ‘Oh, it’s just
the western suburbs’, as though they do not count. The
western suburbs do count, but so do the eastern suburbs
and the southern suburbs and the northern suburbs. This
policy does implement benefits for those people.
I might say that people in country areas are probably
the strongest supporters of what we are doing. As part
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of this policy, we are introducing another $7 million
community building initiative, which will provide
support for towns across the state and build upon the
community capacity-building initiative that we have
had in recent years. That has worked with some
55 small towns across Victoria — places like St Arnaud
and other places which have done — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr THWAITES — A medium-sized town.
Ms Pike — Snake Gully.
Mr THWAITES — Snake Gully and St Arnaud.
Through this community capacity-building initiative,
they have come up with great projects. I think the local
picture theatre in St Arnaud is now up and running —
these sorts of practical things. I might say we have had
good support from local members of The Nationals on
these issues. They understand, I think better than
members of the Liberal Party, the need to be involved
with the local community in this way.
This is a policy that delivers for the whole state. In the
eastern suburbs, very importantly, we are supporting
the extension of the Neighbourhood Renewal program
in Ashwood. We are supporting the building of 50 new
mental health beds at Maroondah Hospital. Maroondah
Hospital serves all the people in the eastern suburbs,
and the fact that — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
minister’s time has expired.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — If ever
there were a case where self-praise is no
recommendation, this is it: you have members of this
government talking about the virtues of what it has
done. I tell you what, Deputy Speaker, it just does not
stand up to examination. They have not embraced
families. They are not doing things for families. They
have abandoned families, not only in a metropolitan
sense but very particularly in a country sense.
Let us just talk about this $780 million. First, I make it
clear and I put it on the record that we welcome every
single cent which goes to the programs that are
encompassed by that $780 million. We think every
single cent that goes to those programs is a great thing.
It is happening over four years and we welcome it. I
think it is a terrific thing to see it happen, but when you
go back to budget paper 4 you see that, in 1998–99,
8.6 per cent of the then budget of about $19 billion was
being directed towards social welfare programs. By the
year 1999–2000 it had dropped to 8.1 per cent. By this
year’s budget, 2005–06, it is 7.9 per cent. They are the
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budget paper figures. What do they tell you? They tell
you that this government has abandoned families.
The same thing applies particularly through country
Victoria. How is it happening? It is happening across a
range of areas. You have the issue of the indexation of
fines and fees. This year, $84 million; next year,
$136 million; the year after that, $177 million; the year
after that, $208 million. And who pays for this? The
families of Victoria pay for this — that is who has to
pay for this. The land tax, the so-called fix for land
tax — what an absolute joke! — of $863 million is said
to be a reduction over five years. In fact when you look
at the government’s own forward estimates, over the
time of those forward estimates for every single year
they are going to take $800 million-plus in land tax.
And who in the end is going to cop the brunt of that? It
will be the people who work in the businesses that are
going to have to shut because those people cannot pay
the land tax which this government is imposing upon
them. It was $420 million in land tax five years ago,
and it is $800 million-plus this year — and the year
after and the year after that and the year after that. That
is the fiction of this government looking after families.
What about the pensioner motor registration issue? We
are now two years into that scheme. These people are
having to pay $80 to get their vehicles registered. This
government, when it was in opposition, absolutely tried
to flog the Kennett government over a catchment
management authority levy of $35 or thereabouts that it
was looking to apply in Victoria for the benefit of the
environment. Here is this lot punishing pensioners
across the state of Victoria. They have to pay $80 now
to get their cars registered, and this is looking after
families?
What about the multipurpose taxi program? I have cab
drivers around the state telling me they would now
prefer to take some of these poor people at no charge or
at a reduced charge rather than their having to pay the
full tote odds to use their cabs. The other issue is we
now have an increase of up to 23 per cent mooted in
relation to taxi fares. The multipurpose taxi program
applies in relation to the value of the fares actually
charged. What is going to happen now to those who are
able to access the scheme to the extent that they can if
this increase occurs? The government has to explain
this. This is looking after families government-style
under Labor.
This government is going to snip $60 million out of the
pockets of families this year for the environmental levy.
As I said a moment ago, when we were the government
and Labor was the opposition it flogged us and beat us
to death over a $35 or thereabouts catchment
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management authority levy which was designed to do,
at a far lesser cost, exactly what this bunch is now
doing through the application of this environment levy.
Who pays for it? Families pay for it.
I refer to the road funding pea-and-thimble trick. Some
$800 million goes into roads each year, and that is a
great thing in itself. Congratulations to the government.
On page 11 of the budget speech the Treasurer said
with great fanfare that at last the government is
listening to the fact that speeding fines should be going
into road funding. Some $300 million is going to go
into road funding from the speeding fines — a terrific
thing. But what do we find out? The government has
dropped $300 million out of the bottom of the program.
There is going to be no net benefit of $300 million for
road funding. It is a pea-and-thimble trick. Who is
going to end up paying it? Families are going to pay it,
because who is out on the roads there being pinged by
the speed cameras? It is the families of Victoria.
What about other issues apart from the straight financial
issues? What about the wind farms fiasco? What about
the families I represent in South Gippsland? What
about those who in tough times when they have been
streeted by difficulties to do with drought are having to
use their own money to fight off the application which
is currently being made in South Gippsland for the
construction of a wind farm? With the Bald Hills
project people had to spend about $100 000 out of their
own resources to try and fight off these developments.
Now they are doing the same with the Dollar wind farm
project. We have this government out there urging and
cajoling these companies to develop more of these
things and to knock over some of the most pristine
country in the state, and who is having to pay for this?
It is the families down there in South Gippsland.
What about the families in Cann River? What about
them? This week we find that the government agency,
VicForests, out of nowhere, announces it is going to
impose increases of 10 per cent for the supply of ash
logs and up to 22.5 per cent for the mixed species logs.
At the Cann River mill 35 people are going to lose their
jobs because this government’s agency has gone out
without any consultation with the industry and said,
‘We are going to put the prices up and you can all go
and …’ — yet we have this government in here talking
about families. Who is going to bear the brunt of that?
It will affect 35 families in Cann River. What is the
industry in Cann River? It is the timber mill. What is
going to happen to it? It is going to close. Who is going
to suffer? The families. Who cares? Not this
government. It could not give a damn! The families, it
says, are going to be the beneficiaries.
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What about the toxic waste towns? What about the
families in the three communities who, up till about a
year ago, faced the prospect of having their farms taken
from them by a government that said it was intent on
establishing a toxic waste dump on their properties, that
said it was going to do environment effects statements,
and if their farm happened to be the one it wanted, it
was going to come and take it from them? We managed
to beat them off then. Now what have we got? We have
got this other proposition — this stupid proposition —
to cart Victoria’s waste from Melbourne about
500 kilometres across the north-west of the state up via
the Calder Highway into Hattah-Nowingi. We have got
this stuff travelling through about 34 of our
communities up the Calder Highway. These
communities are faced with the fact that in perpetuity
six or eight truckloads of this material is going to come
through these places over the course of the next year
upon year to satisfy an outcome which this government
palpably is incapable of being able to resolve.
Who is going to bear the brunt of this? It will be the
families in those communities who will bear the brunt.
What about the issues of native vegetation? I invite
members of the house to look in the Weekly Times this
week and read the terrific article by Peter Hunt who has
done his best to unravel the absolute garbage that goes
with the directions that now apply to native vegetation.
How are people supposed to be able to conduct their
businesses under the sorts of load which that article
discloses? It is horrific to consider how people are
supposed to be able to function within that sort of
process. Who is going to cop it? Of course it will be
farming families who will have to live with this. So it
goes on.
This government asks, according to the Minister for
Victorian Communities, who just spoke, ‘What about
proactive propositions?’. I will give him some: knock
over the pensioners scheme that is applying now and
give back to the pensioners the rights that existed before
this government came along; restore the multipurpose
taxi program to what it was and return to those people
the dignity they deserve; get rid of the indexation that is
lining the government’s pockets each year with money
that is taken out of the pockets of families of
Victorians; do something about the government’s wind
farm guidelines to give some proper guidance and
assistance to those families who are being skewered in
our country communities because this government does
not know, does not understand and could not give a
damn about what it is doing to them; get this toxic
waste dump issue resolved in such a way as to remove
that horror from the minds of the families who are
facing up to it; and most importantly, do something to
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ensure that in time to come our young people have the
dignity of being able to return to our communities after
going away to get their education, to travel or to work
in a metropolitan environment.
I pause to say that is what they do want to do. If they
want to do that, fine, but we need them back for a next
generation. To do it this government has the direct
responsibility of creating a circumstance whereby those
kids have the chance to have the dignity of employment
to which they are entitled. Those are some of the things
this government should be doing. Self-praise is no
recommendation — and here is a darned good
example!
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — It is a
pleasure this morning to speak on the government’s A
Fairer Victoria plan. First I just want to congratulate the
Minister for Victorian Communities, the Premier and
all the ministers, their staff, the departmental staff and
non-governmental people who were involved in putting
together this plan. I know they worked hard on this
package that I think is a fantastic program that is going
to make a real difference to people’s lives now and in
the future. This is the sort of policy that a Labor
government stands for. Helping disadvantaged people
and addressing inequality is what good governments do
and that is what this government is about. It is a bit
disingenuous for the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
to raise the issue of disability funding, because this
government had increased disability funding by
58 per cent even before this budget was presented.
In A Fairer Victoria we are putting disadvantage at the
heart of the budget this year. It focuses on four areas.
This morning I want to focus my comments on the
elements of the package that address access to universal
services. We need to make sure that services meet the
needs of people who need them the most and make sure
that they receive them at the most critical points in their
lives. We need to make sure that children have the best
start in life. $101 million of the funding package is
aimed at children. This includes funding to cut
kindergarten fees for 17 000 low-income families and
provide more kindergarten places at child-care centres.
Last week I had the pleasure of visiting with the
minister for children and community services Brandon
Park, a child-care centre in Glen Waverley. The
minister went there to speak about the new kindergarten
funding. As people in this room will know, currently
the majority of child-care centres do not offer a
kindergarten program. This obviously creates a
problem for families who want a kindergarten program
while their children are in child-care centres — to make
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sure that they have access to a four-year-old program
before they start school.
This initiative will ensure that long-day-care operators
can be funded at the same rate as stand-alone
kindergartens and will be able to provide preschool
programs for four-year-olds. This will create an
incentive for more child-care operators to operate the
programs and will make existing kindergarten
programs that operate in child-care centres more viable.
Brandon Park children’s centre has been operating a
kindergarten program continuously since 1998. This
funding boost will ensure that the child-care centre can
continue to offer kindergarten to families in Waverley,
Wheelers Hill and Mulgrave. The centre will be one of
many to benefit from this package. It will see its
funding increase by $27 000 over the next four years.
While the minister was visiting, the acting director of
the child-care centre, Lynda Schnabl, spoke. I quote
from the Waverley Leader published this week:
… the centre could now buy outdoor and educational
equipment to support child development.
‘The resources will assist children to learn through different
mediums which were lacking before the funding increase’,
Ms Schnabl said.

It is important that all children have the opportunity to
participate in a year of funded kindergarten before
starting school. The government has also increased the
kindergarten fee subsidy for 17 000 low-income
families. The subsidy will rise by 25 per cent from $255
to $320 a year, giving parents genuine fee relief. In
addition, A Fairer Victoria will also offer $4.2 million
in capital grants for community-based, not-for-profit
child-care centres, kindergartens and
out-of-school-hours services.
Another initiative is the investment of $2.6 million over
four years for new supported parent groups. This is
important. Parents will be able to get together and
support each other and their families will be together
and can find ways to get in touch with and support each
other. Under the Best Start program 13 demonstration
projects have been very, very successful. A Fairer
Victoria will provide $10.8 million in further funding to
expand Best Start. Giving children the best start in life
includes $21.7 million over four years to increase the
number of community-based family support programs.
There is an increase in support for indigenous families
with children, with $5.8 million over four years to
strengthen support for Aboriginal mothers and their
children in the early years. To give children the best
start in life, support for families with children with
disabilities will increase. All members are in touch with
families which have children with disabilities,
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particularly children with autism. Such families need
additional support. Autism ranges in severity and
support needs. The extra package of support will be
very much welcomed by these families.
A strategy has been developed for getting young people
back on track with a $45.6 million package to help
troubled teenagers. This government is going to provide
$15 million for improved and better housing for young
people who are not able to live with their families.
Work is already under way on refurbishing and
replacing existing homes. Last week during the
community cabinet meeting I had the pleasure of
attending a newly built residential facility in Glen
Waverley with the Minister for Community Services
and Minister for Children. This house is located on the
site of a service that has been operating there
continuously for 26 years. It is run by CARA and is
providing a secure and caring environment for young
troubled teenagers.
The minister visited the house to acknowledge and
recognise the work of the house parents, who have been
providing a loving and caring environment for these
girls for the past 11 years. What an incredibly important
job they do! Marlene Edwards and Leigh Gordon have
fulfilled this incredibly important role for those
11 years and are greatly admired by everybody at
CARA and by many people in the eastern metropolitan
region. I congratulate them too.
Addressing domestic violence has to be part of any
strategy that deals with disadvantage and inequality. It
is a sad fact that family violence affects one in five
families. It is the leading cause of death, disability and
illness in Victorian of women aged between 15 and 44.
This is a terrifying statistic. Demand for services has
increased in recent years as a greater awareness of their
availability and a growing willingness to report has
been evident.
A Fairer Victoria will provide $35 million over four
years to improve family violence services. This will
include a 24-hour referral and support service through
more statewide and local after-hours facilities;
improved case management; the provision of new
emergency and longer term accommodation options for
women and children; and importantly, speeding up the
justice process with more police prosecutors, training
for court staff and new family violence specialist
services at three Magistrates Courts.
Finally, A Fairer Victoria will help older Victorians
stay independent with a $50 million package of support.
This is incredibly important. The Victorian and
Australian populations, as is widely discussed, are
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ageing, and this is going to create enormous challenges
for both federal and state governments now and into the
future. It will provide a challenge in the provision of
health care, home and community support and aged
care. It will also provide a challenge for the economy
generally. Having worked on the review of the
Retirement Villages Act last year, I am acutely aware
of the challenges facing older people. As they age they
need further support in their homes or some form of
supported accommodation, whether it be in a hostel or
in an aged residential service.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — In its matter of
public importance the Bracks government congratulates
itself on promoting strong families as the foundation of
a strong community. I hardly think the events of
yesterday demonstrated that in its operation of the child
protection system in Victoria the Bracks government
has any capacity to promote strong families. In fact this
government has clearly demonstrated its total inability
to provide protection for the young and vulnerable, who
provide the very foundation of our future families and
communities in Victoria.

The electorate that I represent has the highest
proportion of older people of any metropolitan
electorate in Victoria, so I am very well aware of the
needs of older people. I was particularly pleased to see
that A Fairer Victoria is going to assist not-for-profit
aged care operators to develop new services in areas of
high needs. A large proportion of our independent
living and residential aged care services are provided by
the not-for-profit sector, so it plays a very important
role in providing accommodation for older people. An
example of this policy proposal is the possibility that
surplus public land could be leased for the
establishment of urgently needed high-care residential
beds. The government will examine options to promote
access to residential services, including the leasing of
existing holdings of publicly owned land.

Although the Minister for Community Services lamely
tried to blame the medical profession in the case of the
bashed baby yesterday, it was the decision of her
department under her direction not to remove the baby
from the foster carers who had so cruelly tortured the
little child. The current community services minister
has been responsible for a total lack of care and
responsibility for those young Victorians in state care
who rely upon the government to provide a safe and
secure environment and the opportunity for a positive
future as citizens of this state.

Older people want to stay in their homes as long as
possible, and this is something the government should
support. Assistance to keep Victorians in their homes as
long as possible is very important in terms of the
quality of life they experience. Older people want to
stay in their homes, as they are close to their
communities and often close to their families. This
increase in funding is going to be very important to
support their desire to stay in their homes as long as
possible through increased home and community care
services. This will include more podiatry,
physiotherapy and dietetics services, home-help
assistance with showering and dressing, and help with
home-work modifications.
The program will also reform the way key services
such as meals on wheels are delivered. The meals not
only need to be good nutritionally but should be
provided in ways that meet social and cultural needs as
well. The package is investing $12 million in
supporting people to stay in their homes by providing
2000 additional personal alert alarms, 3000 extra pairs
of spectacles and 2000 extra dentures for the most
disadvantaged older Victorians. This is a great
initiative, and I fully support the package.

Not only the very young but sadly teenagers in state
care have been denied protection, and many of them
have lost their lives as a result. Teenage children in care
have died from drug overdoses, suicide by hanging and
fatal accidents. Young teenagers in care have also been
exposed to living chaotic, wild lives indulging in
prostitution and chroming, which is rife, and they face
the challenge of bearing children at very tender ages,
which most would not accept as being even vaguely
appropriate.
The crisis and chaos in Victoria’s child protection
system means it is hardly able to provide a secure future
for young Victorians in need, nor is it able to provide an
environment in which to promote strong families as the
foundation of strong communities. Claims to the
contrary are farcical and shallow. The chronic shortage
of staff in child protection and the amazing rate at
which staff leave the system has not been improved one
iota by the so-called A Fairer Victoria budget or policy.
No money was allocated to improve the number of staff
or wages paid to child protection workers.
An examination of the other elements of A Fairer
Victoria similarly expose a government which is long
on rhetoric and short on real outcomes. If one examines
the pre-budget, so-called A Fairer Victoria
announcement in relation to affordable housing, it
becomes obvious that the Bracks government is merely
attempting to hide its irresponsible handling of public
housing in Victoria. As a result of the previous Liberal
government’s investment in public housing Labor
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inherited an additional 3000 homes from 1998 to the
year 2000. Let us paint the picture of A Fairer Victoria
and what really needs to be done. Under the Bracks
government’s total mismanagement, net additions to
public housing stock have plummeted to an abysmal
59 additional properties in the year 2004–05, and one
can go back to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report for that information.
Another measure of the Bracks government’s
mismanagement of public housing is the fact that in
metropolitan Melbourne the early housing waiting list
since 2000 has risen by 216 per cent, or by almost 4000
families who are currently homeless, disabled, aged or
in special need. Finally, with more than 35 000 families
on the public housing waiting list it is shameful that the
government is housing 141 fewer families than it did in
June 2000. The so-called A Fairer Victoria pre-budget
announcement of public housing funds goes a little way
to erase the Bracks government’s poor record; nor does
it provide any real relief for families in need. In fact it
was by no means clear as to whether the A Fairer
Victoria announcement involved new money or was
simply a pre-budget announcement of the allocation of
funds the Office of Housing has at its disposal every
year, and that is about $800 million.
Of the $49.6 million pledged to public housing over
five years — that is about $10 million a year, not a lot
by most calculations — the Bracks government is only
committing $19.9 million for 100 additional homes
over a two-year period. The remainder, which is the
majority, will be conditionally spent, relying on joint
ventures with local councils and private partnerships.
Perhaps it is merely providing a funding stream for
Victorian housing associations like that available
through the Better Homes program. For Victorian
families most in need, those on early housing waiting
lists, the 6871 families, or the more than 35 000 on the
overall waiting list, this funding will seem like a drop in
the ocean. Given that the investment in new properties
by the Bracks government plummeted from
893 properties in 2002–03 to just 131 this year, the
smoke and mirrors in A Fairer Victoria will barely
make up for the Bracks government’s poor track
record.
I turn now to the failure in A Fairer Victoria to address
the real and desperate needs of disabled Victorians,
some 17 per cent of whom live with ageing parents
over the age of 75 years. Neither the pre-budget
announcement nor the budget itself gives one extra
dollar in shared supported accommodation for the 3000
people on the waiting list for shared supported
accommodation, thereby dashing the hopes of ageing
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carers that their children would find a safe and secure
home when they are gone.
Certainly the A Fairer Victoria document had nothing
to say about additional respite for the worn-out carers of
the disabled. In fact the budget, five days later, showed
a reduction in respite episodes provided — that is,
635 fewer respite episodes than in 2003–04. This
document, which is being held up to all as something
full of wonder and light, has only managed to provide
174 additional packages for the more than 1500
disabled people in need of home support. Additionally,
around 84 per cent of the 2003–04 packages were
valued at less than $20 000 — a big drop from the
$36 000 provided under the Home First program.
Finally, I turn to the area of mental health, this
centrepiece of the A Fairer Victoria document, and the
much-awaited allocation of funding to mental health
services in Victoria. Analysis of this much-lauded
funding indicates that in reality the funds announced
amount to a real annual increase of less than 3.5 per
cent — hardly a major long-term boost when there is a
huge need for catch-up in this area of enormous need.
Additionally, the funds are to be spread over four years
and fail to address the major shortfalls in mental health
funding, particularly in discharge planning, as identified
by the Auditor-General. He pointed to the nearly 90 per
cent of patients being discharged while still being
acutely unwell, with a high-level of need for ongoing
support. He also pointed to the lack of evidence that
patients had been linked into appropriate
community-based services for ongoing treatment
following inpatient discharge. Sadly, risk of suicide
among mental health consumers reaches its peak
immediately following treatment.
I have a few suggestions for the Deputy Premier.
Firstly, I suggest that the Labor Party get itself a new
Minister for Community Services. I suggest they fix
discharge planning. I suggest they deliver on their
promise to fix the child protection system. I suggest
they restore the multipurpose taxi program and motor
registration subsidy for the elderly. The list goes on and
on. In summary, A Fairer Victoria has been revealed as
a thinly veiled attempt by the Bracks government to
improve its social policy credentials after five years of
failure and a continuous diet of rhetoric, press releases
and spin.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak in favour of the A Fairer Victoria package. I
want to focus on a particular part of the package, which
is reducing the barriers to disadvantage. I want to talk
about this because fundamentally Labor governments
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believe in equity. We know that it is not sufficient just
to promote equal opportunity.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr HUDSON — You actually need to do
something to overcome the disadvantage confronted by
some sections of the community.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr HUDSON — Unfortunately the member for
Doncaster has not seen any of the research that says that
things like culture, aboriginality, income and the
occupation of your parents have a fundamental impact
on your outcomes in education.
Mr Perton — That mix is false — —
Mr HUDSON — If he does not understand that, he
does not understand the fundamental role of education
in this state. We have recognised that you have to shift
resources to assist those who are most disadvantaged.
That is why we have changed the funding model so that
more experienced teachers are encouraged to go into
poorer schools.
Mr Perton — Where’s the evidence? Have you any
evidence?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The honourable member for Doncaster will have
the call next.
Mr HUDSON — There is evidence. There are
higher year 12 completion rates than ever, well above
anything the member for Doncaster could dream of
under the former government!
Mr Perton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The honourable member for Doncaster will have
the call next.
Mr HUDSON — That is why we have put
additional staff, student welfare coordinators and
specialist staff into these schools, and that is why we
have developed a mentoring and support program for
those schools that struggle to reach the comparative
results of others. Unlike the member for Doncaster,
who happens to believe the solution to every problem in
schools is to install cameras, put a fence around schools
and employ security guards, we believe you should get
behind those schools and help them to achieve results.
We also understand that there are problems such as
parents not being able to afford the cost of education,
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books, uniforms and extracurricular activities like
camps. That is why last year the Bracks government
significantly increased the education maintenance
allowance — a great reform of the former Cain
government!
What did the Kennett government do when it came to
office? It allowed it to wither on the vine, it did not
index or increase it. What did the Bracks government
do with it? We increased the payment by 60 per cent to
recognise the true costs to poorer families of sending
their children to school. Likewise we recognised that
there are costs associated with transport. Last year we
extended public transport concessions — —
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr HUDSON — You probably are not aware of
this. Last year we extended public transport
concessions to 230 000 Victorians across the state.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member for Bentleigh will make his
comments through the Chair. Interjections are
disorderly. I ask the member for Doncaster to wait for
his turn.
Mr HUDSON — Reducing the barriers does not
begin at school but at birth. We all remember how the
Kennett government absolutely devastated
kindergartens. It cut their funding by 25 per cent, forced
fees up by 400 per cent and forced parents to take sole
responsibility for the management of kindergartens and
to raise funds just to keep them going. When we came
to office one of the first steps we took was to increase
the per capita payments to those kindergartens. Among
the first things we did was increase fee relief for
low-income families to $250 per child, and another was
raising the professional status of kindergarten teachers
by lifting their salaries by 20 per cent.
In A Fairer Victoria we have taken the next step. In this
year’s budget we have lifted the subsidy for
low-income families to $320, we have expanded
support groups for parents in low-income areas and we
have established the Best Start program to ensure that
every kid, no matter where they live, gets the best start
in life. We know that if those kids are assisted at that
age, they are more likely to succeed at school. That is
what this government is about: we are about rebuilding
kindergartens, not destroying them.
The member for Caulfield talked about public housing.
The Kennett government left a massive maintenance
backlog in public housing. It its term of office it spent
more money doing up the buildings in Treasury
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Place — the old Treasury buildings — than it did on
high-rise public housing towers. As a government we
believe that everyone, no matter what their
circumstances, should have the right and opportunity to
live with dignity in a home. We understand that without
secure housing you cannot retain a job or a place in
school. We understand that without affordable housing
you cannot make ends meet. And we understand that
without a decent place to live you do not have a future.
This package is about making sure that every
Victorian — whether they be a purchaser or a renter —
have an appropriate and decent place to live so that they
can participate in community life.
We are not getting any assistance in this from the
Howard government. Every year it has been in office it
has cut the funds available to public housing under the
commonwealth-state housing agreement. Over the last
10 years the cut to public housing has been
$760 million in real terms — that is, enough money to
provide housing for 5000 struggling Victorian families.
This government is attempting to overcome that lack of
investment. Since coming to office we have put back
into public housing $283 million over and above what
we are required to contribute under the
commonwealth-state housing agreement — over
$1 billion in total. In A Fairer Victoria we have taken
that further: an additional $49.6 million will go into
building new social housing in areas where
affordability is low but which are rich in jobs and
public transport. A further $30 million will go into the
Neighbourhood Renewal program. The Bracks
government fundamentally believes that this is not
about just the physical fabric of these houses. We
believe that it is about designing neighbourhoods that
are linked to jobs, public transport and services in order
to break the cycle of disadvantage that exists in areas
like Geelong North, Maidstone/Braybrook and
Wendouree West.
What is really clear from this program is that previously
unemployed people have developed new skills, and
60 per cent of those who participate in the program are
going on to further education and training. Not only
that, in 9 out of 10 neighbourhood renewal areas crime
has fallen because we are creating social
opportunities — —
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr HUDSON — That is something that you never
thought about doing in government, because you were
too busy upgrading the old Treasury buildings in
Treasury Place. You probably did not even know where
they were!
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We are also retrofitting some of the old public housing
estates. Through the Sustainable Energy Authority
Victoria we are offering a free retrofitting service to
low-income households to improve their insulation and
draught-proofing, and their hot water services. As part
of that program older job seekers will be offered skills
training to carry out this work. We will therefore reduce
the energy costs of those low-income households in
addition to improving the fabric of their housing.
A fundamental part of this Fairer Victoria package is
reducing the barriers to disadvantage. Unlike the other
side of the house, which believes that all you have to do
is provide access to universal services, we
fundamentally believe in investing in tailored services
and in providing additional opportunities to those who,
without them, would not be given the same chances to
succeed in life as other groups.
I commend the government for the Fairer Victoria
package. Unlike the opposition, I believe it is a fair and
substantial package that will go a long way towards
reducing disadvantage in this state.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — This Labor matter of
public importance congratulating the Bracks
government on its propaganda document, A Fairer
Victoria, is further evidence of the decline of this
Parliament as a place to openly and freely debate issues
of concern for Victorians. This should be opposition or
private members time, given the 400 or more notices of
motion on the parliamentary notice paper, none of
which has been debated.
The government’s claim is that A Fairer Victoria will
improve opportunities and living standards for the
neediest Victorians and strengthen assistance for
disadvantaged groups. The member for Bentleigh has
just been speaking. Interestingly only three of his
colleagues were in the chamber to listen to his
contribution to this important debate. Indeed the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Victorian
Communities, in whose name the matter has been
brought on, has just entered the chamber for the second
time.
I will focus on education. Firstly, whatever I say has to
be taken in the context that Victoria is a very
prosperous community. Compared with the lots of
millions of children around the world, our situation is
pretty good. In passing I note that the Deputy Premier
has now left the chamber, after having been with us for
less than 11/2 minutes during the member for
Bentleigh’s speech. The United Nations estimates show
that around 82 per cent of primary school-age children
globally are enrolled in or attend class. Yet completion
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rates remain much lower, because a quarter of all those
who start school drop out by grade 5. Moreover, nearly
120 million children do not go to school at all.
So compared to the truly poor, Victorian children are
very well off, but in order to do our duty as
parliamentarians we must ensure that all children in
Victoria get the best education possible. The
government paper acknowledges that:
In some Victorian communities, disadvantage has become
more concentrated. People living in these communities often
experience … unsatisfactory educational outcomes.

The paper then goes on to claim:
A Fairer Victoria includes actions specifically designed to
further improve fairness in education.

There is nothing more important than a good education
providing the tools with which children from
disadvantaged backgrounds or families can lift
themselves from disadvantage. A brief prepared by the
London School of Economics states:
Educational differences are crucial in generating and
sustaining social exclusion. Low educational achievement
increases the risk of adult exclusion in many ways. Test
scores at school are strong predictors of adult outcomes.
Adults with low basic skills are five times as likely to be
unemployed as those with average skills. Poor numeracy is
especially important.

It is interesting to note that the document refers to test
scores in schools, but under this government testing is
viewed with disapproval. Sadly many children do not
understand the position they are in from year to year or
through the year.
The document states that literacy and numeracy are
crucially important. They are part of the measure that
this government has set itself — admittedly a low
measure, but it has set it. This government says it cares
about the education of disadvantaged youth and that
literacy and numeracy are important, but in A Fairer
Victoria the word ‘literacy’ appears on only two
occasions and ‘numeracy’ appears on only one — and
they appear in one paragraph which uses a false
measure to try to claim that the government has
improved literacy and numeracy. Funnily enough the
measure that is used relates to the early intervention
programs introduced by the Kennett government
involving one-on-one intervention for the bottom 20 per
cent of individuals with literacy problems.
The government’s claim that it has improved literacy is
a bold lie. It is a lie that was repeated by the member
for Bentleigh, and it is a lie that was stated by the
Treasurer both in his budget speech and at the
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sustaining prosperity conference. It has been
established as a lie through the international
assessments made by the Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Development, by the trends in
international mathematics and science study and also by
the Australian Council for Educational Research, which
on all the measures available shows that there has been
a substantial decline in Victoria’s literacy and
numeracy.
A look at the figures relating to literacy and numeracy
amongst Aboriginal communities in Victoria shows
that the government should hang its head in shame —
and that is even on the figures that it has published in
the budget papers. The Victorian Treasury funded study
entitled Multivariate Analysis of Performance of
Victorian Schools, by Johnson, Jensen, Feeny and
Methakullawat of the Melbourne Institute of Applied
Economic and Social Research, found:
… we have been unable to find any evidence that class size is
an important determinant of academic performance in
primary or secondary schools.

The same study found that there is no evidence that the
Victorian government’s equity funding contributes to
any student’s performance. I quote:
It should be identified how this funding impacts upon student
performance.

So the only measure in the budget for disadvantaged
youth and their education is equity funding that has not
been shown to contribute one iota to the education
outcomes of those children.
Most important for the education of a child, be they
from a prosperous community or otherwise, is the
high-performing teacher. As Ken Rowe, of the
Australian Council of Educational Research, said last
year:
Much of the traditional and prevailing dogmas surrounding
‘factors’ affecting students’ experiences and outcomes of
schooling throughout their primary and secondary years,
especially sociocultural and socioeconomic factors, are now
understood to be products of methodological and statistical
artefact, and amount to little more than ‘religious’ adherence
to the moribund ideologies of biological and social
determinism.

Let me repeat, ‘moribund ideologies of biological and
social determinism’. That is what this government is
guilty of. It is exactly what it does to defend its position
with respect to the poor performance of schools in
low-socioeconomic areas. In the time available to me I
cannot read the rest of the Rowe quote, but let me give
members the crucial point, that a good deal of the
discourse by this Labor government:

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 18 May 2005

ASSEMBLY

… is not supported by findings from evidence-based
research … Whereas students’ literacy skills, general
academic achievements, attitudes, behaviours and
experiences of schooling are influenced by their background
and intake characteristics, the magnitude of these effects pales
into insignificance compared with quality teaching.

What did the government do? It actually took out of the
budget the only measure of teacher quality contained in
the performance reporting of the education department.
It is all about putting money into equity funding, which
has not been shown to contribute one whit to student
performance. It has not included for itself any
identifiable performance criteria with respect to teacher
quality.
The member for Bentleigh denied that issues of
violence and bullying impact on the poor, but of course
they do. We know that students in schools in which
there are excessive levels of violence and bullying have
lower performance levels than those in other schools.
And truancy — how is a kid going to learn if he is
truant? The government’s own statistics on truancy
from schools in lower socioeconomic areas are
shameful. I refer to the 2003 statistics from its most
recent publication. In the like school group 8, which are
in the lower-socioeconomic areas — the two Labor
members should have at least one of those schools in
their area — truancy is up in every year that this
government has been in power. In a group of schools in
like school group 8, the average truancy in year 9 is
41 days per year — 41 days these children are out of
school.
Ms Overington — Name a school in my area.
Mr PERTON — I am happy to name a school. It is
a pity the Deputy Premier is not in the chamber. Let
him answer the question why Albert Park College, a
secondary school in one of the most affluent parts of
this state, in an area with people with high professional
qualifications, has some of the lowest literacy and
numeracy results in the entire state.
Do members want to know why that is the case? It is
answered by the children. I challenge the member who
just interjected to look at the annual report. The
children say the teachers do not have high expectations
of them and do not set high standards. There are
high-performing schools, including in the two
electorates I have referred to, but unless this
government bites the bullet and holds these schools
accountable for their performance and does not excuse
them by saying they are in a low-socioeconomic area,
there will be no improvement — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.
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Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — It is a privilege to join the
debate on the matter of public importance on A Fairer
Victoria, a document which further strengthens the
Bracks government’s commitment to making Victoria
the best and fairest place to live and raise a family. This
commitment to fairness and opportunity is made so that
everyone in Victoria has the opportunity to succeed and
enjoy the sort of advantages we all take for granted.
We need to acknowledge that additional support needs
to be offered to disadvantaged groups, among which
are the disabled, those suffering poor mental health and
indigenous communities. The Treasurer is to be
congratulated on his declaration in his 2005–06 budget
speech that helping the most disadvantaged is at the
heart of this budget and the government’s forward
agenda. Thousands of Victorians with disabilities will
benefit from the $119.5 million plan to assist with
additional equipment, hands-on help in their homes and
more respite care for their families.
Further protection will be provided to support the rights
of the disabled with the establishment this year of the
disability housing trust which will ensure greater
investment in housing for disabled people. Additional
respite care, which the member for Caulfield said does
not exist, will be provided for individuals and their
carers, and 5000 people with disabilities will be assisted
in accessing additional equipment and aids for their
needs. Behaviour intervention services will assist
1500 families caring for children with a disability
whose behaviour is difficult to manage, which is quite
common. Over three years, $39.5 million will be
provided to replace and refurbish accommodation for
people with disabilities. That funding boost will see the
Bracks government’s investment in disability services
increased by 73 per cent since 1999, further assisting
more disabled people to participate in their
communities.
The results of work carried out in my electorate with
and by people with disabilities is extraordinary, most
recently in a mural enhancing Elizabeth Bridge Reserve
in my locality. I am happy to say that the Minister for
Victorian Communities came to see the program there
and has been invited to visit again. Satisfaction derived
from community activities such as that is hugely
beneficial to us all.
The cycle of disadvantage in our indigenous
community starts early with one in four indigenous
children missing out on kindergarten and with low rates
of school achievement and high rates of
unemployment, imprisonment and illness. Indigenous
Victorians die 20 years younger than other Victorians.
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In 2005 in a society such as ours we can no longer sit
back and accept the statistics.
The government has committed $27.1 million over four
years to build skills within indigenous communities and
improve access to services, opportunities and choices
for indigenous families and their children. We will be
committing resources to improving the development
and wellbeing of indigenous children and providing
support for more indigenous family violence programs.
The government will work with indigenous Victorians
to break the cycle of disadvantage by making real and
lasting improvements within their communities.
Resources will be directed to developing land for use
by Aboriginal communities to meet their cultural, social
and environmental interests to restore pride in their
culture.
Financial support will be given to a dedicated stolen
generation organisation to assist Victorians affected by
separation from their families and to promote
reconciliation between indigenous and non-indigenous
communities. These practical measures will support
indigenous Victorians to build a better future for their
children. I take the opportunity to congratulate the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs in the other place for his
continuing commitment to the welfare of our
indigenous friends.
This government is proud of its record of support for
people suffering from mental illness. Poor mental
health significantly reduces life chances and contributes
to homelessness, unemployment, criminal behaviour
and family breakdown. Adequate and timely access to
mental health services is critical to overcoming the
disadvantages faced by people who suffer from mental
illness. The unprecedented $180 million funding boost
in A Fairer Victoria will see Victorians suffering
mental illness having huge improvements in their lives.
Early intervention increases the chances of a faster
recovery for people suffering from mental illness and
prevents their conditions from deteriorating further. The
$180.3 million over four years will provide new mental
health services with an emphasis on prevention, early
intervention and appropriate community-based
services.
My electorate of Kilsyth was delighted to receive the
promise of $24.6 million for the Maroondah Hospital to
build wards for 20 new beds and 30 refurbished beds
for people suffering from mental illness. The good
news was soured by comments in the local paper by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition who commented that
Spring Street was trying to turn Maroondah Hospital
into a de facto mental institution. The disgust at that
comment has been aired by many people in my
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electorate and further. It would have been good if he
could have shared the interest of people in his and my
communities and further afield at this good news for
Maroondah Hospital.
I have only been able to outline a small number of the
huge number of commitments in A Fairer Victoria. It
seems from the contributions from members on the
other side of the house that they have not read the
document or understood it. It is a wonderful document
and I have not counted the number of times ‘ fairer’ is
in the document. Fundamental to A Fairer Victoria is
support for disadvantaged groups. I congratulate the
Premier and the Deputy Premier, who is also the
Minister for Victorian Communities, for their
commitment to a more equitable society. It is a
privilege to be a member of a government that is
committed to improving opportunities for the most
disadvantaged people and places in our state, and which
strengthens Victoria’s reputation as a place that gives
everyone a fair go.
The Leader of The Nationals was most disparaging
about self-praise. We do not have to rely on self-praise
because huge amounts of praise came from groups not
connected with the Labor Party. The Brotherhood of
St Laurence in its response to A Fairer Victoria said
that Victorian government’s new social policy package
is the most comprehensive, well-targeted approach to
poverty and disadvantage released by any state
government in decades. The Victorian Council of
Social Services response was that A Fairer Victoria
includes some important initiatives that will begin the
process of addressing the structure and systemic causes
of disadvantage. That great friend of the Labor Party,
former Premier Jeff Kennett, made the most gracious of
comments. He said:
This is the largest contribution to mental health by any state
government ever.
Knowing what I know today it would be among my top
priorities.

How things change!
You can’t live in the past, but if I knew what I know now
about mental health it would have been different.

Tell that to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, given
his de facto mental hospital comments. The former
Premier went on to say:
… the focus on practical interventions and support for people
in the community is to be congratulated.

I congratulate the government and, as I said before, it is
a great privilege to be a member of a government which
is prepared to make a fundamental difference to the
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lives of disadvantaged people. This will make a real
difference.

to 29 of the document which set out the future direction
the government is proposing to set for itself.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The tragedy of this A
Fairer Victoria document is that there are children,
families and young people and others in Victoria who
do have very serious problems. We as a community
should make helping people as far as we possibly can to
tackle those problems one of our most pressing social
obligations. However, the problem with A Fairer
Victoria is that it shows no signs of its having actually
analysed those problems, assessed their causes and
intelligently framed and put together strategies that will
effectively tackle them. At best this document seems to
be a collection of incremental funding additions to
existing government programs or catch-ups for past
neglect in recent years. If there is anything better than
that in it, it is smothered in layers of sickly rhetoric.
This is the real trouble with the document. The priority
in framing it has been given to rhetoric rather than
results. Looking through page after page of carefully
manicured phrases it is clear that the marketing
consultants and spin doctors have had far more input
into it than those who are actually seeking to help
people address their real world problems.

It begins by telling us about the lessons that have been
learnt, and again they are pretty bland sorts of lessons:

During the course of this debate we have on several
occasions been urged to go and look at the research that
underpins it. I pulled out this so-called research
document that has been cited as backing up the Fairer
Victoria policy, a document entitled A Fairer
Victoria — Creating Opportunity and Addressing
Disadvantage and published in March this year. When
one looks at the document the page breakdown gives a
good insight into its content. Pages 1 to 15 of the
document are a recapitulation of the alleged
achievements of the current government since it came
to office. Pages 30 to 37 of the document contain more
of the same — the same facts and claims repackaged in
different order.
The centre of the document has a few flimsy pages that
purport to be about analysis and about setting a future
different direction. Page 16 of the document purports to
analyse the causes of disadvantage in Victoria and lists
the factors. I mention just a few of them. It refers to:
inadequate levels of income, family poverty, low level
of skills, disabilities, injuries, family violence and drug
or alcohol abuse. Of course I do not think it is breaking
new ground to tell the community that these are sources
of disadvantage. Following on from that we have a
collection of miscellaneous statistics that add little
further insight into the causes of problems and we have
a couple of maps which set out the geographical
distribution of disadvantage. We then go on to pages 23

Lesson 1
Restoring and improving access to high-quality, universally
provided services in health, education and community safety
is the basis of a strong and prosperous society.

Of course there is no debate about that; there is no
insight and no value adding in that sort of statement.
Lesson 2 says that we need universally provided
services; and lesson 3 says that we need targeted
support. Lesson 4 says that you get greater benefits
when communities have more power in making
decisions. Then we move on to the framework for
action, which says it is about reducing barriers to
opportunity, ensuring that universal services provide
equal opportunity for all, strengthening assistance to
disadvantaged groups and providing targeted support to
the highest risk areas.
The fifth part of the framework, and the only one that
suggests some possibility of a change of direction on
the part of a Labor government, is about involving
communities in decisions affecting their lives and
making it easier to work with government. It is a
marvellous aspiration — but how is it to be achieved?
When we look at the no. 1 commitment of the
government under A Fairer Victoria package, item 1.1,
we see that it is to:
… establish an Office of Children providing $7.1 million over
four years for that office.

In other words, item 1.1 is about providing $7.1 million
for a new bureaucratic structure.
We can see at the heart of this issue the difference
between the approach of modern Labor and the
approach that would be adopted on this side of politics.
Modern Labor’s approach — and I think it is one that
many traditional and decent Labor supporters find as
off-putting as other citizens — is the focus on layer
upon layer of cliché and feel-good wording and the
promotion of passive dependency on government. The
money ends up going as much to the service providers
and bureaucracies as it does to the hands-on delivery of
services, and the focus is always on how many dollars
are being spent, not on the results being achieved.
Whereas, what we stand for on our side of politics and
what the community needs is an understanding of the
problems, a practical approach to solving them, the
putting forward of specific actions, a willingness to be
accountable for the results that are achieved, a hands-on
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approach to service delivery and a policy of helping
people to help themselves.
The stark difference in style between the modern Labor
approach and the approach that the community really
needs can be seen when one contrasts the Your
Hospitals glossy document that the Minister for Health
recently so proudly released and its predecessor, the
Hospital Services Report, which was instituted under
the previous government. What we can see is that the
hard data has been gutted and replaced with colour
photographs of the Premier and tables and figures that
give very little information. The real hard figures are on
a web site and require an enormous amount of
investigation to extract. The Hospital Services Report
gave you the facts, the tables and the history, and if the
Minister for Health had wanted to expand the range of
coverage in an informative, constructive and useful way
she could have simply put additional measurement
items into the previous format. But no, the Labor way is
to prefer presentation over substance. We have seen
that again in stark contrast when comparing the hard
data, facts, evidence and reasoning in the contributions
of the members for Caulfield and Doncaster on our side
of the house with some of the spiels from those
members opposite.
Let us have a brief look at A Fairer Victoria itself,
which bears out the points that I have been making. If
we look at the references to children’s services starting
on page 17, we see items which provide for more
bureaucracy and which continue funding to existing
programs. They do not explain what is being added to
the existing level of services, do not say what quantity
of services are going to be provided with the additional
funding and do not contain any proposals as to how the
success of these programs is going to be evaluated.
If we want to do better in helping those in our
community who are in need of our help, we need first
of all to assess the causes of their problems, what
governments can do and what they are not capable of
doing and how preferably we can tackle the causes of
problems — and if not, how we can meet the needs
arising from them. We need to structure the services
that are going to be directed towards tackling those
problems. We need to spell out what services are going
to be provided and not focus on the dollars. We need to
be truthful in terms of how much we are adding to an
existing stock of services and not try to say that a
0.13 per cent increase in the housing stock is a massive
innovation. We need to empower users wherever
possible with a choice of service providers and with
user-focused service standards so that they know what
services they can expect to receive.
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Last, and certainly not least, we need to set up the
criteria for measuring or assessing what is being
achieved and to be held accountable for whether or not
the policies we implement actually produce results
rather than just generating a feel-good, warm, inner
glow in the heart. This is what needs to be done if we
are actually going to tackle the causes of the serious
difficulties and problems being faced in our
community. It does not look as if that is going to be
done under the current government, but it is certainly
the approach that will be followed by our side of
politics on a change of government.
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — After that
sterile contribution I am glad to get back to real people.
I too am pleased to speak on this matter of public
importance regarding the announcement of A Fairer
Victoria, which creates opportunities and addresses
disadvantage. The Bracks government has targeted
$788 million for A Fairer Victoria to provide vital
services to ensure that people get the help they need
when they need it. This money will also reduce barriers
to opportunity and strengthen assistance for
disadvantaged groups and places. Through A Fairer
Victoria the Bracks government will build on the
success of the community renewal program, now
known as Neighbourhood Renewal, which gives
residents in disadvantaged communities the opportunity
to plan the renewal and upgrading of their homes and
streets.
Fifteen renewals across the state have already been
commenced, ranging from inner urban high-rise estates
to regional centres. These communities have benefited
from housing upgrades, new jobs, safer streets and
better access to services. Unemployed residents have
been employed through the community jobs programs,
with many going on to further employment or full-time
training. In Wendouree West we have three individuals
who have gone on to create their own businesses —
two fencing businesses and a painting contractor
business. So those programs really create real jobs.
There have been amazingly successful renewals across
the state. Why have they been successful? It is because
residents in each of the renewals have been encouraged
and empowered to become involved and to say what
they want to see in their own communities. The
opposition does not understand this.
I have first-hand knowledge of a successful
neighbourhood renewal, one of the first in Victoria —
and, I would say, still the best. It is one that I am proud
to be part of, and it is the Wendouree West renewal.
Wendouree West is a suburb of Ballarat in my
electorate of Ballarat West. During the 1940s and 1950s
many migrants who fled Europe after World War II
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came to live in the area, being housed in temporary,
corrugated iron Nissen huts. When Melbourne hosted
the 1956 Olympics, Lake Wendouree was used for the
rowing competitions, and the Nissen huts were used as
accommodation for the Olympians. The
accommodation for our Commonwealth Games is a bit
of an upgrade compared to that! A new public housing
estate was built to help the migrants move from the
Nissen huts, and Wendouree West was born.
Wendouree West has experienced high unemployment,
run-down housing, a lack of health and community
services and high rates of crime. It has long had to
battle negative perceptions about its community being a
decent place to live. All that changed in 2001. The
Bracks Labor government committed funding to
renewal in Wendouree. Initial community meetings led
to the establishment of a project steering committee, a
residents group and subcommittees including the
learning, employment and economic development,
community wellbeing, community safety, community
works and environment, and housing subcommittees.
The steering committee was chaired by me, and its
membership included the five subcommittee convenors
and seven residents. It formed partnerships with the
public sector, the private sector, local agencies and
local government.
At this point I must congratulate the City of Ballarat
and its local agencies, and our government agencies.
From the beginning they had difficulty recognising that
communities were their core business. Those agencies
had seen it as the role of government to impose services
on a community. You did not engage with your
community, you imposed services on a community.
When they did not work, you walked away and said,
‘Nothing can be done for that community’. That is so
far from the truth. I congratulate all those who have
become involved in those partnerships. Way back then,
as I said, they did not recognise communities as their
core business. The other difficulty was that the residents
were suspicious of government, of local government
and of the agencies. We are talking about an area of
huge disadvantage that had among the highest child
protection notifications within the Ballarat–Grampians
area. This is how disadvantaged this community was.
One of the things that this program has done is to make
all the players within the renewal equals. They now all
sit around the table as equals within their community. I
would like to quote from the Jesuit Social Policy and
Research Centre’s 2004 Community Adversity and
Resilience report:
Throughout the planning and action stages community
ownership has been vital. Communication has been a priority,
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with residents doorknocking the area on several occasions.
Community members have also communicated with a major
community expo, newsletters, forums, a residents’ kit, media
coverage, and an internet portal. Communication has meant
far more than keeping people informed. The way residents
and agency staff have communicated has built trust and
respect. John Boers, a local resident, said, ‘Even if we don’t
get what we want, at least we have a voice. Now we can live
with decisions because we understand. Before we didn’t have
a chance to explain or have a voice’. For community
members, seen for years as ‘Westies’, respect, trust and
confidence have been both important drivers and outcomes of
the project. ‘People are now proud of Wendouree West. As
soon as people were trusted their confidence grew’, John
added.

This is what makes me proud to be a member of the
Bracks government and the local member for
Wendouree West.
The single solution of the previous member — it was
the Liberal Party solution to stigma and disadvantage in
Wendouree West and other disadvantaged areas
throughout Victoria — was to change the name.
Wendouree West was disadvantaged because it was
called Wendouree West. So what was the former
member’s solution? If you took the ‘West’ out of
‘Wendouree West’, it would remove the stigma. Well
done, Paul. How wrong he was! This proves that the
Liberals have no understanding of basic community
development, and that is what we are talking about
here. From the contributions here this morning, it is
obvious that the Liberals have no understanding of
communities.
It is interesting to note the difference between The
Nationals and the other opposition party. It is so
obvious. When The Nationals talk about renewals
within their community, they actually understand that it
involves real people having a say in the communities
they live in. I just think it is really obvious that they
have that understanding.
Wendouree West is going ahead in leaps and bounds.
Our work there has just been extended for another four
years. We have received over $1 million for the
development of a community hub. We have had in
excess of 200 community jobs program positions
within the renewal area and, as I said before, 70 per
cent of that has led to full-time employment or ongoing
training. In the time I have left I want to read a couple
of quotes from real people. Superintendent Lindsay
Florence said:
The involvement of the residents of Wendouree in the safety
plan has allowed the Victoria Police to work in partnership
with the community for improved safety, improved police
service and the development of a partnership network for the
overall benefit of the community. The community action plan
provides an excellent opportunity to customise policing
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response to better meet the needs of the Wendouree
community.

Guess what? Crime rates have dropped by half in
Wendouree West. Elly Green said:
I love the people here in Wendouree West, there is no class
distinction, we are all struggling to make ends meet, and we
are here to support and care for each other because we
understand the loneliness and isolation we have all been
through at some time or other.

I feel very proud of the renewal in Wendouree West,
and I support this package.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — In the short time I
have I want to comment on the matter of public
importance of A Fairer Victoria — Creating an
Opportunity and Addressing Disadvantage. Tell that to
the people of rural and regional Victoria — the people
in rural and regional Victoria who have to pay an extra
$80 to register their cars, particularly pensioners, health
care card holders and some veterans. Tell that to the
people of rural and regional Victoria who have suffered
cuts in their multipurpose taxi program. Limited public
transport in the country areas is a great disadvantage to
those people. Tell that to the people who have to pay
increased water charges because of the new Bracks tax.
Victoria is bigger then Melbourne. I ask the
government to look more closely at what it is doing in
rural and regional Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
matters of public importance has also expired.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee:
electronic democracy
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — The Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee tabled on 3 May its final
report into Victorian electronic democracy. I had the
pleasure of chairing the subcommittee into that inquiry
and the committee produced a wide-ranging report,
which included some 90 recommendations. I believe
our report has the capacity to make quite a difference in
people’s lives. You need only look at the area of the
report relating to people with disabilities, particularly
those with vision impairment or people who are blind,
to see how leading edge technology can make a
difference to people’s lives.
As a committee we had a long look at the accessibility of
web pages online for people with vision impairment. The
W3C — that is, the World Wide Web consortium — sets
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out standards for Web accessibility. We recommended
that the standard be increased from A to AA for state
government and to AAA for the Parliament itself, so we
are setting a higher standard for the Parliament. At one
level it is in the interests of government and other
organisations to make their web pages accessible for
people with a disability. You only need to look at some
recent media reports. There was one in the online Age
edition by Reuben Schwarz, Wellington, 16 May, that
said that New Zealand firms risk law suits over poor web
sites.
Another report on page 1 of the Moreland Courier of
Monday, 9 May, states:
A social worker and a disabled man plan to haul Moreland
council before the United Nations for failing to make its web
site user friendly for the disabled.

The pair has also reported the council to the Human
Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission for
breaking the federal law. There was also the successful
suit before the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity
Commission against the Sydney Organising Committee
for the Olympic Games. So in a legal sense it is in the
interests of government and organisations to make sure
that web sites are accessible, but it is also in my view a
matter of social justice to use the technology so that it is
accessible for people with a disability.
We also recommended, to assist people with a
disability, the introduction of pilot electronic voting
machines. These would be stand-alone kiosk style in,
say, about eight major polling booths. They would
enable people who are blind or vision impaired to be
able to cast a vote for the first time in complete privacy.
Previously they have had to rely on somebody to
complete their ballot paper for them. I think that would
be an enormous benefit to those people.
However, as a committee we were not prepared to go a
step further and recommend the introduction of Internet
voting. We looked closely at the experience in the
United States where a division of the Pentagon
developed an intended Internet voting system for use in
last year’s American presidential elections, but
following a review by a group of computer scientists
who were experts in computer security that did not
proceed. We accepted that view on the basis that there
are a number of inherent risks in the Internet, such as
phishing, denial of service, hacking and so on such that
in our view the technology is not yet ready or safe to be
used for widespread Internet voting in parliamentary
elections. More generally we took the view that the
Internet is an excellent means to reconnect people with
their government, and during the inquiry the committee
saw good examples of how technology can assist
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people in decision making and overseeing how their
government works on their behalf.
Unfortunately I have only 5 minutes, so I will just list a
few of our recommendations: expansion of the use of
government in government consultation processes to
distribute information and receive public input;
developing training resources and opportunities for
public servants to use new technologies to engage the
public; expanding public sector participation in the
freedom of information online web site to expand
public access to freedom of information; extensive use
of RSS-style news feeds by the Victorian government
and Parliament; and increased use of the Internet to
deliver candidate information for state and local
government elections. I look forward to the government
considering its response to this report.

Education and Training Committee:
pre-service teacher training
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to say a few
words on the Step Up, Step In, Step Out report on the
inquiry into the suitability of pre-service teacher
training in Victoria. Can I first pay tribute to the chair,
the member for Eltham, for being a good chair. I think
it was a good report, and it is good that we are prepared
to look after the interests of our students. I will only
look at four recommendations. Recommendation 2.2
states:
That the Victorian Institute of Teaching require teacher
education providers to set up partnership agreements with
participating schools.

Recommendation 2.3 states:
… teacher education providers to regularly consult with key
stakeholders, including teachers, principals, professional
bodies, parent representatives, employing authorities and
teacher educators from a variety of institutions …

Recommendation 2.4 states:
That the Victorian Institute of Teaching require universities to
provide detailed program documentation outlining
mechanisms for ongoing monitoring, evaluation and
modification of teacher education courses, their curriculum
and delivery.

And recommendation 2.5 states:
That the Victorian Institute of Teaching require universities to
provide details regarding resources and facilities allocated to
teacher education courses. Specific details should be provided
regarding teaching resources, ICT facilities and resources
allocated to the teaching practicum.

These recommendations are fair and good in terms of
trying to help our students and trying to ensure that we
get the best possible teachers.
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The member for Eltham, as chair, received a letter from
the Victorian Council of Deans of Education as a
response to this report, and I have to say that the
response illustrates to me why changes have to be
made. In their response the deans said:
… it is alarming to us that 40 of the 44 recommendations are
directed to the Victorian Institute of Teaching and are
typically expressed in terms of the VIT increasing its
regulatory role over pre-service teaching … We find it
disappointing that the authors seemed more concerned about
controlling teacher education programs than enabling teacher
educators to develop and implement innovations.

It is not about controlling and making universities do
what we think they should be doing; it is about
universities being accountable — accountable to the
students and to the teachers that they are training. I
think in this instance the deans have got it wrong. They
go on to say:
… VCDE is concerned about the superficiality of much of the
report and what appears to be selective use of evidence. Much
of the content seems to amount to responses to selective
hearsay.

Yet when we asked the universities during the inquiry
whether they had done any research in terms of what
happens to the student teachers when they leave the
university, most said there was no research undertaken,
so it is a bit rich for the deans to say to us that our report
was superficial when in actual fact they themselves
have done no research into the quality of the teachers
they have trained. The deans go on to say:
The committee seems to have given considerable weight to a
commissioned study by Marketing Solutions of
133 participants …

Why not? These were real students and real teachers,
the people who are affected by the quality of teachers
that come out of the universities. It is easy for the deans
to sit in their offices and criticise us for undertaking this
research when they themselves should be doing it and
making sure that the teachers who come out of the
universities are the best possible teachers we can have.
They go on to say:
… the authors, in both the body of the report and in their
recommendations, display little knowledge or understanding
about key developments that have occurred in education over
the past two decades.

Can I say to the deans that there are a large number of
members of Parliament who are former teachers and
who are up to date with what is happening in schools. It
is a bit rich for some of these deans, who have not been
in the classroom for decades, to criticise us as not
having the understanding or the knowledge to write a
report. They go on to say:
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More prac is recommended but this would mean students
would get less time in university studying topics in which the
report supposes them to be deficient.

Again, it is a matter of management and planning. If the
deans cannot do this, they should perhaps look for
another job. Finally — and this is the key:
A strong argument can be made that the current period is one
in which the pace of change is increasing and the importance
of education for a progressive society and strong economy
has never been greater.
…
From Parliament, bipartisan support for the necessary funding
for a high standard of education, including teacher education,
would be most welcome.

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

Economic Development Committee: labour
hire
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to make a
few comments on the report of the Economic
Development Committee — —
Mr Delahunty — A great committee.
Mr ROBINSON — A very good committee, as the
esteemed member for Lowan interjects. I want to
comment on the interim report of the Economic
Development Committee into labour hire employment
in Victoria, which was presented to Parliament at the
end of last year. There are two issues in particular on
which I want to concentrate. The first deals with the
recommendation that the committee made — and this,
along with all other recommendations, was
unanimous — that the Victorian government lobby the
federal Department of Employment and Workplace
Relations to commission a new Australian workplace
industrial relations survey as a matter of urgency.
There is a need for proper research into the Australian
work force, and the committee understands that the last
major work force survey was conducted in 1995. We
are now some 10 years on and the federal government
has not commissioned any new work. This is very
disappointing. The work force in Australia, like
elsewhere, is dynamic. It is constantly changing; new
practices are emerging. It is vital that we at all levels of
government understand what those changes are and that
we are measuring them accurately. It seems ironic that
at a time when the federal government has flagged its
intention for further workplace reform it will not invest
a dollar in looking at and examining the very thing it is
seeking to reform.
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The committee met last year with department
representatives. We took evidence in Canberra, and I
personally felt that was a very unimpressive
presentation. There seemed to be no inclination by the
department to research a position that is maintained
today. In contrast, the committee on its recent overseas
trip was made aware of the very strong research focus,
for example, that exists in the European Union, where
very extensive surveys are undertaken into workplace
change, and it behoves the federal government in this
instance to commission that work as a matter of
urgency.
I would also like to commend the work being done by
WV Management Ltd, a labour hire company with a
difference. The committee was made aware of
WV Management’s work and the role it plays in
providing labour to the Wodonga meatworks and in
particular Mr Graeme Wheeler, one of the managing
directors of the company, was a great advocate for that
company and the particular way in which it operates.
The committee visited the meatworks, and I need at this
point to congratulate in particular our office manager,
Ms Andrea Agosta, who went well beyond the call of
duty. She loyally and steadfastly kept her nerve as we
visited the processing line and did not complain once.
Graeme Wheeler’s view is that you will get the best out
of a casual work force if you treat them like permanent
workers. He does this in a couple of ways, most
particularly by separating the casual leave loading
component from their wages so that they can,
effectively, take annual leave. This has two advantages:
it allows people some income support, whereas most
casuals who are employed long term do not enjoy that
opportunity; and it has an occupational health and
safety spin-off because, from memory, he ensures that
all his casual workers take at least two, and possibly
three, weeks a year off, which has a real benefit for
workers in an occupation which traditionally has
experienced a very high injury rate, mainly upper body
rotational muscular injuries, which have the problem of
taking many months to heal.
As I said, it is not surprising the company has quite a
low accident rate. The alternative — and this is
probably what has happened in meatworks in the
past — is simply to hire casuals and employ them to the
point where their bodies just give up, thus perpetuating
a high accident rate. The committee valued Graeme
Wheeler’s input; it was a very valuable perspective.
Currently the committee is working on its final report.
It is a good committee, and I have the privilege of
chairing it. We look forward to delivering our final
report on this very important subject in the middle of
this year.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget outcomes 2003–04
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I would like to speak on
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee Report
on the 2003–2004 Budget Outcomes, tabled in
Parliament in April this year. I draw the house’s
attention to chapter 12 on the Department of Justice and
to a key finding of the committee, 12.7, which says:
Reported reductions in the Victorian crime rate in 2003–04
were not demonstrated in a quantifiable manner in
performance reporting provided by Victoria Police.

We have had an ongoing issue with the Bracks Labor
government when it comes to crime figures because we
just simply do not trust the figures that it publishes. Last
year it brought out the crime statistics in August on I
think the same day that Ian Thorpe won a gold medal.
We started to smell a rat as soon as we realised what
was going on. You do not bring out good news on such
a big sporting day; you try to bury bad news. Once we
started to look into these figures we raised concerns.
Page 247 lists some of the concerns of the committee in
regard to the crime statistics — for example:
details were not provided of planned and actual achievements
in 2003–04 against the strategic goal in Victoria Police’s The
Way Ahead strategic plan 2003–2008 for a 5 per cent
reduction in the Victorian crime rate by 2008;
no explanation was provided of how the two outputs within
the reducing the crime rate output group, investigating crimes
and police court and custody services, and their related
performance measures contributed to Victoria Police’s
strategic goal of a 5 per cent reduction in the crime rate by
2008.

The next one is more concerning:
assertions of a significant drop in the rate of offending in
some crime categories [that] occurred in 2003–04 [were] not
quantified or matched to a target for reductions …

That is where the Liberal Party in particular has
concern with the government in regard to crime
statistics. We just do not have the confidence because
they are not transparent and open; they seem to be used
by the government as a tool for political purposes. I say
that because when we look at the actual figures of the
crime rate we find that the 2003–04 crime statistics to
which this report refers show that homicide is up
10.4 per cent; rape is up 12.5 per cent; drug cultivation,
manufacture and trafficking is up 13.4 per cent; and
drug possession and use is up 9.1 per cent. So even as a
subtotal drug offences are up by over 10 per cent.
I am sure that the Bracks government will have another
spin or put out another press release justifying it all.
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The government cannot have it both ways. It cannot say
there is a significant drop in crime and then find that the
actual figures show an increase. I understand that the
theft of bicycles is down 4.5 per cent and I guess the
government needs to be congratulated on that. But you
cannot compare those sorts of the crimes with the
violent crimes of homicide and rape. So we have grave
concerns.
The other issue that bothers me is crimes against the
person. When the previous Kennett government
finished its term of office in 1999 the total number of
victims of crimes against the person were at 26 001 in
the 1999–2000 year. The figures for 2003–04 show that
the victims of crimes against the person for that period
of the Bracks government came in at 29 702. So we
have an actual increase of 3700-plus but the
government tries to argue that we have a reduction in
crime. It does not make sense. You cannot have a
significant increase in victims of crime and an actual
reduction in crime. We do not trust the government in
regard to these crime statistics and we will continue to
follow through.
I would like to say very quickly that the total
expenditure for 2003–04 in Victoria Police was
$1.2 billion. It is interesting to note that it is the only
state in the country with a reduction in spending on
police per head of population. Maybe it is something
the minister can address.

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee:
regulation review 2004
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I will speak
briefly on the Annual Review 2004 — Regulations 2004
of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
Normally a SARC report, the Alert Digest, cannot be
spoken about at this time, and I am not going to do that.
This is the annual report of the regulations
subcommittee and I want to make a few comments on
it.
The committee diligently works in a bipartisan way
considering any regulations tabled by the government
to ensure that they do not exceed the powers of the
relevant act, are not retrospective and do not trespass on
rights and freedoms, and it makes a range of other
checks. Most of the work centres on regulations that
require a regulatory impact statement (RIS). The
subcommittee examines the RISs to ensure that they are
conducted fairly in accordance with the Premier’s
guidelines and with proper consultation.
We could not do our work without the assistance of
some great staff. We have a legal adviser, Helen
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Mason, who does analysis for us, and an office
manager, Sonya Caruana. From time to time, as part of
a skill-sharing arrangement, the executive officer of the
full committee, Andrew Homer, also assists in
analysing some of the regulations. We also get some
assistance and administrative support from Simon
Dinsbergs. We rely enormously on the staff.
The subcommittee operates in a bipartisan manner, as I
said, and it has the power to recommend disallowance
of regulations. Of course that has not happened and is
probably quite unlikely. In 2004 the subcommittee
scrutinised 184 regulations, 3 waste management
policies, 10 orders in council and 3 codes of practice.
There is always a fair bit of work to do on a weekly
basis. We scrutinise the regulations in accordance with
the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994. Many acts have
regulations attached to them. Just as the bills are
scrutinised, so are the regulations as well.
There were no adverse reports in 2004. Generally
ministers’ officers were prompt and responsive in
relation to subcommittee requests. We often have a
need to write for clarification and more information on
various regulations, and we always get fulsome and
adequate responses from them, which of course is a
good thing. In 2004, 36 letters were sent to the various
ministers raising matters and seeking clarification.
These items are published in the report. This annual
report is of course one mechanism for alerting those
involved in the regulation business to particular issues,
and therefore it assists in improving the quality of
regulations.
With regard to regulatory impact statements, it is the
subcommittee’s job to ensure that they are undertaken
properly and with rigour. There is normally quite a deal
of public consultation required in regulations, some
more than others. Some receive hundreds if not
thousands of responses from the public, while others
are much more localised and receive very few. The
subcommittee looks at all the submissions from the
public and ensures the various departments have
responded adequately and that the consultation process
has worked as it should. There are often technical
matters which must be complied with. It must
sometimes seem to departments and ministers’ officers
that we are nit-picking or being overly concerned with
the detail.
We have to adhere to the legislative requirements.
Although sometimes the requirements seem a bit
tedious, they are important factors in ensuring people’s
rights are protected. The subcommittee and the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee exist to protect the

Wednesday, 18 May 2005

rights of citizens in our great state, and I take great
pride in doing so.
It is a bipartisan committee with members from both
houses. Regulations are often referred to as subordinate
legislation or statutory rules. There are even rules from
the courts to look at from time to time. The legislation
cannot be made by bodies other than Parliament, unless
Parliament authorises those bodies to do so. We use the
word ‘regulations’ in preference to ‘subordinate
legislation’ or ‘statutory rules’, as it is a more
commonly understood term. The report is available for
all to read and to learn something about what the
scrutiny of regulations means.

Rural and Regional Services and Development
Committee: country football
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I want to comment
on the inquiry into country football undertaken by the
Rural and Regional Services and Development
Committee, and I want to talk about its link, or its
supposed link, with the budget. We cannot identify any
money in the budget to address the recommendations of
this report, which talks about the impact on life in rural
and regional Victoria of Australian Rules football and
the importance it plays in building community identity,
social interaction and pride in rural towns. The report
links that to football’s relationship to netball and cricket
competitions.
It is a good report of more than 300 pages, and I want to
highlight a couple of the recommendations. The terms
of reference include the need to identify the impact of
specific costs on football clubs, including insurance,
local government charges, water costs and other
charges. Many submissions were put in from right
across rural and regional Victoria. Many of the good
people I deal with attended the public hearings held by
the committee.
The Nationals support the report and particularly
recommendation 22, although we do not believe it goes
far enough. It recommends:
That the state government establish a new multimillion dollar
grants scheme for the upgrade of football and netball facilities
in rural and regional Victoria.

The minority report, which had to be put in because the
committee did not support any dollar amount being put
to it, says that the state government should establish a
$20 million grants scheme for the upgrade of football
and netball facilities in rural and regional Victoria over
the next four years. The Nationals are very supportive
of that. The Leader of The Nationals wrote to the
Premier and the Minister for Sport and Recreation in
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another place calling for the establishment of a new
$20 million grants scheme to upgrade those facilities.
The report highlights the importance of football and
netball in country Victoria, but there is nothing in the
budget. It talks about the economic contribution that
sport makes to country Victoria, identifying that in
2003 it was about $1.46 billion. A look at the
expenditure of various football clubs in 2003 shows
that it was $5 575 000. Page 66 of the report shows, and
I quote:
In 2003 there were 69 000 players registered to the Victorian
Country Football League … according to Netball Victoria
there were also 12 933 registered netballers playing in
football/netball leagues …

The report highlights the fact that between 1990 and
2002 there was a 21 per cent increase in football and
netball players in country Victoria. This is a good report
that shows the importance of football and netball to
country Victoria. It also identifies some of the
challenges in addressing the financial details — for
example, on average clubs spent about $9900 paying
for water, power and ground rental.
The report identifies the need for a budget allocation,
but there is nothing in the budget. I again highlight in
this house that Victoria is bigger than Melbourne. At
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing
the Minister for State and Regional Development and
the Treasurer said that these sporting clubs are not
restricted to applying for funds under the small grants
program. In other words, when the minister was
directly asked whether the budget included any
allocation to meet the recommendations of this
committee, he could not identify any for this very
important activity in country Victoria. I again remind
the government that Victoria is bigger than Melbourne.
I have had a long involvement with football and sport
in general. I have even played super-netball. Football
and netball activities are the glue that binds the social
fabric of country communities together. This
government, like previous Labor governments, is
turning its back on country Victoria, in particular
because it is not even supporting its own committee,
which is chaired by a Labor member. Football and
netball seasons are well advanced, and even though the
report identified the poor standard of facilities in many
areas as an impediment to future development and
growth in these sports, there is nothing in the budget to
address that.
There are many opportunities in country sport, but there
are also many challenges, including changing
demographics, water costs and public liability. I again
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call on the government to recognise that there is a
problem, and to put up money from one of its slush
funds to support this important community report.

HIGHER EDUCATION ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 May; motion of
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and Training).
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In rising to
join the debate today I do so with mixed emotions.
They relate to one key aspect, which goes to the very
heart of this legislation — namely, the one model fits
all approach, now required under a national template
for university governance and administration. But the
other mixed emotion relates to something I have
grappled with all of my parliamentary career,
particularly as a former minister for higher education
and training in this state — that is, that university life
and the experience of being a student at a higher
education institution deserves to be and should be about
more than just a piece of paper gained or the formal
qualification received at the end of the degree program.
Unfortunately neither the 11 national governance
protocols nor the 8 primary responsibilities now to be
required of university governing councils address or
even include the importance of adding value to the
students’ experience of university life, be it through
involvement in sport, theatre, public speaking, or
welfare services such as counselling.
I would like to examine governance first. Victoria, as
members would be aware, is unique in having
multisector institutions. Whether it be Swinburne,
RMIT, the Victoria University of Technology, the
University of Ballarat or the University of Melbourne,
they all have both TAFE diplomas and higher
education degrees resulting from their education
program delivery. It is unique because some of these
institutions grew out of workers colleges, where the
workers would go to night school and study part-time
to enhance their skill training and gain qualifications to
further their career. Swinburne — where I was a
member of the governing council when it was an
institute of technology prior to becoming a
university — was very much a workers college, which
then grew into offering more by way of university
degrees. This is unique in Australia, and it means that
you have both TAFE and university people sitting
around the same table.
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As minister I had to decide, with the TAFE mergers
that had to occur from 1996 to 1999 under the Ramler
inquiry, whether to unravel the TAFE divisions from
these multisector universities and throw them to the
four winds as part of stand-alone, separate TAFE
institutions or whether to enhance those multisector
institutions by growing the TAFE divisions within them
so that they could become an equal partner with the
university component of the institution around the one
governing council table.

university; more than just the paper at the end of the
degree. I got involved in public speaking, sporting clubs
and so on. I know it is my party’s policy nationally —
and it has been an article of faith in my party — to
remove the compulsory student services fee, and I
support that insofar as I do not think it is appropriate
that any young person be required to be forced to join a
particular union; rather there should be an
acknowledgment of freedom of association and the
right to choose.

There was no doubt in my mind that in some
institutions such as RMIT and VUT in particular the
TAFE division tended to be the poor relation and was
treated as such around the governing council table,
largely because the TAFE division was very small by
way of effective full-time student numbers compared to
the university division. History hopefully will prove the
decision correct, but the decision I made was to
enhance the TAFE divisions of these multisector
institutions so that they could become equal partners —
for example, Swinburne was merged with the Eastern
TAFE Institute to become a much larger TAFE
division, providing wonderful programs in the outer
east of Melbourne ever since.

I also support the need for the voluntary student
services legislation, because undoubtedly students do
not administer this fee well. In the University of
Melbourne situation involving Andrew Landeryou, we
have had absolute corruption of the administration of
the student union funds, where students have been
forced to pay a fee and have had no benefit from it
because it has been squandered on property deals and
the like. Unfortunately, as we know, the University of
Melbourne student union went into liquidation as a
result of this maladministration.

In choosing the latter course — to enhance the TAFE
divisions within Victoria’s unique multisector
institution model — what worries me now with the
national template legislation is that we will lose some
of the culture and traditions, and the individuality of
these institutions. Each of them has its separate act of
state Parliament, for good reason. It is to ensure that
state Parliament, being the level of government with the
most grassroots involvement with its institutions, can
ensure that it reflects the needs and aspirations of each
of those universities and multisector institutions within
the culture developed within them.
I worry, with the national template legislation, that we
will dilute the individuality of RMIT or Swinburne by
making it subject to the so-called national governance
protocols, and so on. We will water down the very heart
of what they should be about and how they have
evolved over a number of years. I know some of the
institutions have argued the case that, for example, one
of them might want a merged TAFE and higher
education academic board, while another wants to keep
its TAFE academic board separate from its university
academic board — and fair enough. They should have
the right to express their individuality in the way they
have grown as institutions.
The other aspect of the legislation of concern relates to
the voluntary student union issue bedevilling the wider
community at the moment. I gained a great deal from

But I do argue that commonsense should prevail. We
need to ensure that the federal minister sits down with
the vice-chancellors of the universities and with student
representation and acknowledges the need for some
value-adding component by way of service delivery in
our universities. This could be in the form of a dollar
from the federal government, a dollar from the
university administration and a dollar from the students
even, as a hybrid, tripartite funding model.
Dare I suggest that the state government may also kick
in, because under the previous Kennett government we
found $125 million at the worst time of the state’s
economic record — having inherited a $33 billion
debt — to separately fund from state government
resources 5000 additional university places. It was an
incredible effort by the state government at the time.
This government has provided not $1 for university
places in this state, even though our state has the
highest number of young people who qualify to enter
university but cannot actually get in.
There should be some sort of fee to ensure that all
students have the right to participate in sport, in theatre
or in public speaking. More importantly, living as I do
at a residential college now at the University of
Melbourne because of my wife’s career, I know that
there may be a student suffering from anorexia nervosa
or a student who has been accused of plagiarism by a
lecturer. People with those problems need services
provided by way of advocacy: either going to
somebody with some expert knowledge to ensure that
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they get a fair hearing or that the health problem be
addressed at the right time.
This is an important issue. I worry, as I said, that the
national template does not address the value adding that
should go into a student’s life, particularly when you
have students who come from rural communities.
University life is a whole new thing for them, and they
often need that extra helping hand. Whilst I support
freedom of association and voluntary rather than
compulsory student unionism, I would argue that if this
legislation is to be implemented across the nation, let it
at least incorporate some acknowledgment of the need
for universities to provide more than just a degree and a
piece of paper.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I wish to address
several aspects of the Higher Education Acts
(Amendment) Bill. In doing so I will try to speak on the
governance arrangements that are covered in this bill,
rather than on any pet obsessions, such as we just heard
from the member for Warrandyte, who spoke on
voluntary student unionism and the like, which really
has little to do with the bill.
This bill continues the Bracks government’s reforms of
the universities’ governance arrangements and ensures
that they comply with the national arrangements. These
arrangements are largely based upon the Victorian
government’s 2002 review of university governance
and demonstrate that despite the rhetoric of Brendan
Nelson, the federal education minister, the states and
the commonwealth can work together around
implementing sensible reform.
Victoria has some really great and effective universities
which offer a broad range of courses. They are
renowned internationally for the calibre of their
academic excellence, and the qualifications they issue
are recognised around the world, ensuring that
Victorian graduates are endowed with degrees that are
honoured by employers everywhere.
Importantly our universities represent a major export
industry for this state, bringing in hundreds of millions
of dollars of revenue each year — $2.5 billion, I think,
to be precise. This reputation and international success
is based on the strong regulatory arrangements we have
in place in Victoria. Unlike many other countries
Australia — and in particular Victoria — guarantees
the quality of study available in our universities by
ensuring that the probity and governance arrangements
are strong. Any legislation that strengthens these
arrangements ultimately strengthens the quality of
education and the reputation of our universities.
Stronger governance arrangements are also important to
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ensure that Victorian universities, which increasingly
rely on non-government income due to commonwealth
government cutbacks, do not unduly risk or reduce the
quality of their higher education offerings domestically.
It is also important to state that many of the national
government protocols are already in place in Victoria,
through legislation or as part of the universities’
operating practices. However, the legislative changes
that are required include the insertion of the prime
responsibilities of university councils into each
university’s act. These include the appointment and
monitoring of the vice-chancellor as the chief executive
officer; approving the mission and strategic direction of
the university, as well as the annual budget and
business plan; overseeing the management of the
university and its performance; establishing policy and
procedural principles consistent with legal requirements
and community expectations; approving and
monitoring systems of control and accountability,
including the overview of any controlled entities; and
overseeing and monitoring the assessment and
management of risk, including for commercial
undertakings.
As I have said previously, this is a very important issue
in Victoria. Because of commonwealth cutbacks since
the 1996 commonwealth government budget, our
universities are increasingly relying on revenue from
non-government sources simply to stay afloat and offer
courses. Until we get a federal government that is
prepared to adequately fund our universities, we have to
ensure that we properly govern the protocols around
which the commercial activities of universities operate
so that they do not have an undue impact on their
performance or financial viability. The bill also ensures
the monitoring of academic activity overseas and
includes arrangements for approving any significant
commercial activity. Importantly the bill provides
sanctions for council members who breach their duties
and responsibilities. It provides for a council to remove
a council member by a vote of a two-thirds majority. I
guess this is quite contentious, but it is one of the issues
that was nationally pushed and insisted upon. The
Victorian government has ultimately supported it.
The bill has a requirement that members act in good
faith, honestly and for a proper purpose and that they
exercise appropriate care and diligence. That, of course,
is crucial. We are talking about members of councils of
multimillion-dollar institutions, servicing thousands of
people. The lives, occupations and futures of those
people are in their hands and we have to make sure that
every action they take is done honestly and in good
faith.
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The bill ensures an automatic vacancy on a council if a
council member becomes disqualified from managing a
corporation under the Corporations Act. It includes the
requirement that a council is to have at least two
members with senior financial expertise and at least one
member with senior commercial expertise. As I said
earlier, not only have we seen the pressures put on our
universities to deliver good courses, educate members
of our community and provide the skill base that we
need for economic growth, but we have seen
increasingly universities having to tackle complex
commercial undertakings simply to stay afloat. Now it
is absolutely urgent and imperative that university
councils have members with the sort of financial and
commercial expertise necessary to steer the universities
in a safe and prudent manner. The bill provides limited
tenure to a maximum of 12 years for council members
unless otherwise agreed by council.
These are all important moves. They will be nationally
consistent, as they should be. They go to ensuring that
Australian universities can operate in an incredibly
complex and competitive international arena and that
anyone — someone coming here from overseas or a
domestic student — enrolling in a university can be
guaranteed quality in the education that they get and the
probity arrangements in operation. We do not want to
see our universities operating out of the back of a
pick-up truck, providing degrees by the dozen, without
any quality control. That is in no-one’s interests —
neither the students in this state nor the country’s
exports in the international education market.
The bill also amends the 1997 act to raise from
$1.5 million to $3 million the value of land that can be
disposed of by a university council without requiring
ministerial approval. Members all know that most
Victorian universities have huge assets which
occasionally become redundant. The figure of
$3 million is appropriate in the light of property price
rises since 1997.
I am also pleased to see the bill enacts the wish of
Victoria University of Technology to change its name
to Victoria University. This request from the university
comes after a strong submission by the university
showing that the new name better reflects the mission
and history of the university. Victoria University is a
terrific asset to this state and it provides an exemplary
service to thousands of Victorians. In undertaking a
recent parliamentary committee inquiry into teacher
training I had the opportunity to examine the
university’s school of education. It provides
outstanding courses and is at the forefront of
much-needed reform in teacher training. I commend the
university for its efforts to reform teacher education.

Wednesday, 18 May 2005

Finally, I point out that the bill enjoys the support of all
Victorian universities, the Victorian College of the Arts,
the commonwealth government, the state opposition
and, of course, the state government. It proves that real
reform in higher education is possible if a conciliatory
and cooperative approach is adopted. It is a lesson the
commonwealth minister should well learn as he tries to
implement reform. Rather than bullying our
universities, bludgeoning his way through the
university sector and railing against the wishes of state
governments — who are the main providers and
regulatory controllers of the university system — he
would be much better off sitting down with all the
players and trying to reach consensus on the way
forward. This bill does that in a whole gamut of reform
in higher education.
It is possible to sit down and work out a way forward
that everyone agrees to for the betterment of this nation,
this state and particularly the thousands of students who
attend university now and will rely on a university
education in the future. That is the way forward. This
bill is a good start. I ask that the commonwealth
minister have a look at what has happened here, take a
more conciliatory attitude and sit down with all the
participants to work out a map of consensus for
university reform in this country. I commend the bill to
the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Police: schools program
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the fact that hundreds of state school
presidents, principals, teachers, parents and police have
called for the government to reverse its decision to
abolish the police in schools program and that the
government’s own review recommended retaining the
program. Will the Premier now reconsider and restore
the police in schools program, with full and adequate
funding?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Doncaster for his question. This matter is, I think,
before the Chief Commissioner of Police for her
consideration. We are yet to receive advice from the
chief commissioner on this matter.
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Budget: non-government schools
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — My question is to the
Premier. Will he outline to the house how the
government’s historic four-year Catholic education
agreement will provide funding certainty for Catholic
education and ensure the best possible education for all
Victorian students, regardless of where they go to
school?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Oakleigh for her question and for her support for
education more broadly. As you know, Speaker, the
budget contains a considerable increase in funds for
education more broadly in the state education system
and for a new rollout of broadband technology to every
school in Victoria, and the most significant package
ever in Victoria’s history for non-government schools
as well.
The increase in funding to non-government schools is
of course for the independent and Catholic systems.
Today I had the honour of signing an historic heads of
agreement with the Catholic Education Commission for
a four-year agreement to replace the one-year education
cycle for the funding of Catholic schools in our state. I
was very pleased that the Most Reverend Denis Hart,
the Archbishop of Melbourne, the director of the
Catholic Education Commission, Susan Pascoe, and the
Minister for Education and Training were there with me
for that historic signing.
The increase in funding in our budget for
non-government schools is $151 million over the four
years, with other funding for an increased student
population totalling $200 million extra coming into the
non-government system from our state government. If
you look at the period between 1999 and 2009, when
the four-year funding period expires and a new funding
period will operate, you will see that over that period
there will have been a 62 per cent increase in funding
by this government for non-government schools. That
is the largest increase — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster should contain himself.
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster’s interjections are inappropriate. I ask him to
be quiet.
Mr BRACKS — That is the largest increase in
funding by a Victorian government of any persuasion to
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the non-government system in our history. That is the
largest increase ever! When we came to office in 1999
we found that Victoria provided the lowest funding to
the non-government system of any state or territory
government in Australia. We have now improved that
position with this historic increase in funding, and we
have put it on a secure footing for the future with a
four-year period. Fifty per cent of that funding will go
as core funding on a per capita basis to non-government
schools throughout Victoria, and 50 per cent will go to
schools on a needs basis.
The targeting of this funding will be directed towards
and emphasise improving literacy and numeracy
outcomes and the completion rates for year 12
education, which is the government’s overall policy
objective for the education system more broadly. About
75 per cent of the additional funding, or up to
$150 million, will go to 450 needy Catholic schools
around the state. That is a great outcome from the heads
of agreement signed today between the government and
the Catholic Education Commission of Victoria.
I congratulate the Minister for Education and Training
on her leadership on this issue. She worked effectively
and well with the non-government systems to achieve
this outcome. I think our government can be proud of
the fact that we have redressed the imbalance and
increased the funding for non-government schools to
the highest level ever. We have turned around the
dreadful funding conditions we were left by the
previous government.

Drought: regional assistance
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. If the present fears of an
extended period of drought in regional Victoria are
realised, will the government reinstate the 2002
program of $20 000 cash grants to affected farming
families?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question. The Leader of The
Nationals is right that there is, regrettably, a prospect of
continued dry conditions for some time. As we know,
this is very late autumn and we have not had reliable
rain. Also the forecast for above average rainfall for
Victoria is less than 50 per cent — in the 40 per cent
range — so the Leader of The Nationals is quite correct
to highlight this issue. I know the Minister for
Agriculture is taking steps to ensure we have the best
case possible to support our farmers and primary
industry sector in Victoria to get through this difficult,
prolonged drought period.
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I can inform the house that we have already committed,
at the request of eight councils involved in the
Wimmera and Mallee regions, some $4 million for
drought relief assistance, social recovery and keeping
communities and families together. They are direct
grants for that infrastructure and are provided to
councils predominantly at their request and on their
advice on what would make the most impact
immediately to assist and directly support communities
in the region.
We have also worked with the Victorian Farmers
Federation and the councils involved to make sure we
can put up the best case possible for drought relief and
assistance. The exceptional circumstances case has
been agreed to by the federal government and that will
enable those farmers who are in difficulty to receive the
equivalent of unemployment benefits for the period for
which the drought has been declared. I also understand
that next week commonwealth officers are visiting to
discuss interest rate subsidies as part of their
examination as the next step in relation to exceptional
circumstances funding. That is important because we
know that before a season you have to borrow to fund
capital equipment improvements on the farm and
interest rate relief is very important for the future.
In relation to further assistance, we are working with
the National Farmers Federation and the Victorian
Farmers Federation on this issue. We are working
closely with the commonwealth government and
providing the base case evidence, which is assisting the
VFF and local government, and, of course, we are
monitoring the situation carefully and closely. We stand
ready to provide — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier, with due respect, is debating the question.
While the matters he is putting are very constructive,
the issue relates to the $20 000 government grant, and it
is on that point that I ask you have him respond.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe the
Premier was debating the issue. I ask him to continue
his answer.
Mr BRACKS — If I can continue. Finally, in
answering the question that the Leader of The Nationals
raised with me, I indicate that we are working closely
with the National Farmers Federation and the Victorian
Farmers Federation. They have significant
recommendations they are making on the funding issue
and responsibility levels for funding and reform and
change in that area. We will have regard to that. There
was some commentary about that in the paper, a former
Premier indicating what he thought were the national
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responsibility requirements for drought funding in the
future and how they should be addressed by the federal
government.
The federal government is making recommendations
for change and the National Farmers Federation is
making recommendations for change. We will take
account of those, as we will the direct assistance and
support we will give to farmers in that area as well.

Budget: non-government schools
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My question is to the
Minister for Education and Training. Will the minister
outline to the house how the 2005–06 budget and the
new non-government schools funding model will assist
in ensuring students in all schools have equal
opportunities to succeed?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for Eltham for his
question and interest in what is an historic agreement.
The 2005–06 budget brought down recently brings to
$5.23 billion the extra funding provided since we came
to office. It identifies the extra commitments we have
made for education in this state under the Bracks
government. The budget brought down a few weeks
ago provides $115 million over four years for needy
students in non-government schools, as well as
$36 million over four years related to enrolment growth
within the non-government school sector. We on this
side of the house are absolutely delighted that we are
able to deliver to those needy students in
non-government schools so they can get the best
opportunity for access to the education we have on
offer.
I have to say these additional resources will be
distributed via a new funding model that we have total
agreement on from both the Catholic school sector and
the independent school sector. It was developed in great
consultation with both the Catholic Education
Commission of Victoria and the Association of
Independent Schools of Victoria. I place on record my
thanks to and acknowledgment of Susan Pascoe from
the Catholic Education Office and Michelle Green from
AISV for their preparedness to work through a new
funding model which had difficulties because so many
schools were involved. That new funding model had
the no-losers clause — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster’s interjections are repetitive and I ask him to
stop it.
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Ms KOSKY — The Age report indicated it was a
very significant achievement. We have no schools
being financially disadvantaged by the changes but we
have a new model which is based on 50 per cent core
per capita funding and 50 per cent needs-based funding
assessed on four criteria: student family background,
students with disabilities, Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander students and whether it is a rural or isolated
school. It is not dissimilar to what we are doing with
our government schools with funding and with the
focus on making sure all students get the very best that
is on offer.
To give some sense to what this will mean for
individual schools, modelling based on the 2004
enrolment data indicates the approximate increases
provided next year for a range of schools include
around a 20 per cent increase for St James Primary
School in Richmond, the school where we hosted the
signing of the heads of agreement this morning; Holy
Eucharist School in St Albans, which will get an
approximate 20 per cent increase; East Preston Islamic
College in Preston, which will receive 26.9 per cent;
Yeshivah College, Caulfield, 14 per cent; Kerang
Christian Community School in Swan Hill, 23 per cent;
and Worowa Aboriginal College, Healesville, in the
Seymour electorate, around 28 per cent. These are the
sort of increases at the local level that those schools will
receive. They are not only increases in funding but an
increase in the education provision and in the
educational opportunities for those students who come
from needy backgrounds. They are great schools and
great communities but there are additional challenges
within those schools.
I was very pleased today to be with the Premier and the
Most Reverend Denis Hart and Susan Pascoe to sign
the heads of agreement today. Tomorrow we will have
a similar signing with the AISV. They are historic
agreements about funding, a new funding model and
about new accountability measures which really make
sure that we can take our education across all sectors
forward in this state. It is terrific news.

Planning: Hilton on the Park development
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer him to discussions he had last year
at a Labor Party fundraiser with Mr Dan Kolomanski
regarding the development of the Hilton on the Park
hotel, and his letter to Mr Kolomanski dated
23 December 2004, and I ask: is this the same Dan
Kolomanski accused of fraud by the Australian Capital
Territory government in 1997?
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, as far as it
relates to Victorian government business.
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — Speaker, I indicate from
the outset that some of the matters and details referred
to by the member for Hawthorn are matters being dealt
with currently by the Supreme Court and will be
determined by the Supreme Court. I know that that is
something you would rule on in this house, Speaker,
but could I say in relation to the general issue of the
Hilton hotel and the importance of that project to
Victoria, we are very pleased with the fact that we have
taken it up on behalf of the people of Victoria. It is a
project of statewide significance. If you look at the
hypocrisy on the other side and the amount of call-ins
by the previous government during its period in office,
you will see that it had around 247 occasions each year
where it called in projects — —
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. The question is quite
narrow and goes to the Premier’s relationship with
Mr Kolomanski and Mr Kolomanski’s relationship with
the Australian Capital Territory government. He should
answer that question.
Mr Thwaites — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question did not even relate to a matter of government
business in this state. It related to an allegation of an
accusation in another territory and so, Speaker — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Sandringham will be quiet! I ask members to be quiet
and allow the Deputy Premier to make his contribution
on the point of order.
Mr Thwaites — The question was out of order, but
beyond that it made a number of allegations which the
Premier is dealing with comprehensively.
Mr Baillieu — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question related to a letter that the Premier wrote. If that
is not an issue of government business I do not know
what is. The Premier might want to say he forgot, but
he is surely not going to tell us that he will not say.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will control himself in this house or he will
be dealt with.
In relation to the question raised with the Premier, I said
quite clearly to the Premier when he was answering it
that he was to answer it insofar as that part of the
question related to Victorian government business, and
I believe he was doing that.
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Mr BRACKS — I was relating my comments to
matters which relate to Victorian government business.
In relation to matters which have been called in on the
basis of statewide significance, the previous
government had on average around 247 call-ins per
year, compared to our government with 78 — —
Mr Plowman — On a further point of order,
Speaker, can I refer in Rulings from the Chair to one
from Speaker Coghill, who advised a minister that he
must either indicate that he is not prepared to answer
the question or provide an answer relevant to the
question. I ask you to take notice of that Speaker’s
ruling because I think it applies directly to the fact that
the Premier will not answer that direct question put to
him today.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am afraid that I
disagree with the member for Benambra and I ask the
Premier to continue.
Mr BRACKS — Thank you, Speaker. We have
called in — —
The SPEAKER — Order! But in doing so I ask that
the Premier relate his comments to Victorian
government business.
Mr BRACKS — I am doing that Speaker. In
relation to Victorian government business, this matter
was called in by the minister — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mornington!
Mr BRACKS — In relation to the call-in, we have
had about one-third of the number of call-ins on
average per year compared with the previous
government. The member for Hawthorn also raised
with me a letter. As I have indicated on the public
record, that letter was sent by me to the company after
the decision was made by the Minister for Planning,
which is usually the case when you receive a brief, and
that matter was dealt with adequately by the minister
and also by the Minister for State and Regional
Development.

Teachers: recruitment
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — My question is to the
Minister for Education Services and I ask: can the
minister advise the house of the latest measure that the
Bracks government is undertaking to attract more
teachers to work in rural and outer metropolitan
schools?
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Ms ALLAN (Minister for Education Services) — I
thank the member for Yuroke for her question.
Certainly the Bracks government is committed to
ensuring that Victorian students across all of our
schools continue to be taught by the best teachers and
the best people. Under the Bracks government every
day is a great day for education. This week is Education
Week and it is a great chance to celebrate the additional
5300 teachers and staff that this government has funded
into Victorian government schools. This 5300 teachers
and staff is part of the additional $5.2 billion that we
have invested in education since 1999. Largely due to
our efforts in employing thousands more teachers
across our schools, Victoria is not overall experiencing
a teacher shortage. However, there are some schools
experiencing difficulties in filling vacancies in some
subject areas, especially the areas of maths and science.
Furthermore, some metropolitan and regional schools
are also experiencing difficulties in filling vacancies
across a range of teaching areas. We are determined to
ensure that these schools have the best possible range of
incentives that are available to them to attract the right
teacher for the right subject area and the right vacancy.
That is why today I am announcing changes to our
$2.4 million teacher scholarship scheme to create even
more incentives for more teacher graduates to work in
rural and outer metropolitan schools like those
represented by the member for Yuroke.
Under these changes final year students who are
training as teachers can apply for teaching scholarships
worth up to $5000 — this is up from $4000 — if they
go and work in a hard-to-staff subject area or school. In
some cases the scholarships provide for a retention
bonus of up to $4000, which is also paid to these
graduate teachers after three years of service at such
schools. The evidence also tells us that where student
teachers undertake their training in rural schools, they
are more likely to apply for jobs at those schools when
vacancies become available. That is the evidence I have
seen in many of the schools I have been to across rural
Victoria.
To support these teachers I am also announcing today a
more flexible travel allowance scheme to enable
students to take up practice teaching rounds in our rural
and outer metropolitan areas. It is very important that
we give our training teachers every opportunity of
experiencing life at a country school. Travel allowances
of $300 are currently available to student teachers who
travel more than 1 hour, one-way, from home to a
government school in a rural or outer metropolitan area.
Today I am announcing that we are extending that. We
are going to provide support to student teachers who
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travel for 45 minutes or longer, who can now receive a
$200 transport subsidy.

is in order or not. I ask members of the government to
be quiet to enable the house to hear his comments.

Both of these changes are in addition to the initiatives
we have already put in place to support schools to
employ more teachers and ensure that the best and
brightest people are teaching in our government
schools. We have the rural teacher training program,
which has been undertaken by more than 90 people.
There is the $1.3 million career change program, and
we also have the refresher training program for teachers
who want to return to the profession. We will make
sure we leave a spot available for the Leader of the
Opposition should he need that at any stage in the
future.

Mr McINTOSH — Under section 247G of the
Crimes Act, which was amended in 2003 by this
government, it is an illegal act to access, unauthorised,
a computer file for whatever purpose. It carries a
maximum penalty of two years, and if that file is used
in some other form, it can carry up to a seven-year
penalty. The fact is that the Crimes Act, the last time I
looked, was a Victorian statute. It was passed by this
government. Accordingly I would have thought that the
government would have been more than willing to
enforce its own laws to prevent this sort of criminal
behaviour. It is a question that is addressed simply to
the Premier and is about his enforcing his own laws.

All the initiatives that we are announcing today are
helping to ensure that, no matter where a school is
located in Victoria, we are able to help it to attract the
right teacher for the right job. This is a clear
demonstration — —
Mr Doyle — I’m the sort of person you’d want?
Ms ALLAN — That’s your judgment, Robert!
Education is the Victorian government’s no. 1 priority,
and we will continue to invest in teachers and invest in
schools to continue to help make Victoria the right
place in which to raise a family.

Glen Eira: councillor
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to confirmed reports that a
Labor Party Glen Eira councillor illegally accessed the
private Centrelink file of a Liberal councillor in the
same way as the former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services accessed the police file of a
Liberal candidate, and I ask: what will the Premier do
to stop this criminal behaviour within the Labor Party?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There are a number of
Speaker’s rulings that relate to questions such as this
regarding the internal affairs of political parties. I ask
the member for Kew to explain to me how that question
relates to Victorian government business.
Mr McINTOSH — Speaker, we are talking about
computer files that are held by Centrelink, which
admittedly is a commonwealth agency.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is a serious issue
about whether the question from the member for Kew

Mr Haermeyer interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Manufacturing and Export!
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker,
clearly the member for Kew, in referencing his revised
or supplementary question to the Crimes Act, was
asking for a legal opinion. That is not possible within
the requirements of question time. It is not possible in
question time to ask for a legal opinion.
The SPEAKER — Order! In relation to the point of
order and the explanation from the member for Kew,
questions must relate to Victorian government business.
You can say that all the laws passed by this house are
laws of the Victorian government, but in terms of
government administration, the particular instance that
the member for Kew referred to does not seem to me to
relate to Victoria government business and the normal
administration of government. He has read out a section
of an act which has been passed by this Parliament, but
the example he has used does not reflect Victorian
government business. Therefore I rule the question out
of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! That will do. I do not
want any more silly outbursts from the members of the
government or I shall remove them from the chamber.
This is a serious chamber, and if members are not
prepared to treat it seriously, I suggest they leave now.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker — —
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Manufacturing and Export.
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Mr Plowman — The custom of the house, Speaker,
is that when something like this applies, the Speaker
usually asks the deliverer of the question to rephrase it,
and I would suggest that that would be the appropriate
course of action to take.
The SPEAKER — Order! The point of order that
the member for Benambra has raised is one which has
been raised here fairly recently and on which I have
already given a ruling, but I am more than happy to do
so again. Where questions are raised which are fairly
close to being acceptable — like the one raised by the
member for Box Hill — and it is easy, by the change of
a word or two, to make it admissible, I am more than
happy to allow it, but when a member raises a question
which appears to have nothing to do with government
business, there is no capacity to do that.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question related to the sound administration of local
government. Local government is a creature of the state
government, and it is entirely relevant to ask questions
of the Premier about the good and sound administration
of local government. I suggest to you, Speaker, that the
question is admissible in that context.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast seems to be making exactly the same
point of order that I have already ruled on.

Children: preschool education
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question is to the Minister for Children. Can the
minister inform the house of recent initiatives the
Bracks government is undertaking — —
Mr Plowman interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Benambra will be quiet and show some courtesy for
members on the other side of the house when they ask
questions, in the same way that he has been shown that
courtesy himself.
Ms OVERINGTON — I will start again with my
very important question. My question is to the Minister
for Children. Can the minister inform the house of
recent initiatives — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster!
Ms OVERINGTON — Can the minister inform the
house of recent initiatives that the Bracks government is
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undertaking to improve education and learning
opportunities for children prior to school?
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Children) — I thank
the member for her question and her commitment to
working hard to improve services for children. Strong
families are the foundation of our communities, and we
are making Victoria the very best place in which to
bring up a family. This year’s budget is very good news
indeed for Victoria’s children. There is increased
funding of $101 million for children’s services. That
means we have increased funding in this area by 63 per
cent since 1999. That is an enormous contrast to those
opposite, who took 10 per cent straight off the
community services budget. A kindergarten education
is absolutely critical and fundamental — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for Bass
and Mornington!
Ms GARBUTT — A kindergarten education is
absolutely critical for the early learning and
development of children, and it is also a key for
overcoming disadvantage. That is why we are very
determined to make sending four-year-old children to
kindergarten much easier for families. We have done
that in this budget. We have put in a 25 per cent boost
in the fee subsidy for around 17 000 families so they
can send their children to kindergarten. That takes that
subsidy from $255 this year up to $320 next year. That
is an enormous boost that has been warmly welcomed
by parents.
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass!
Ms GARBUTT — Take the case of Simone Kelsall,
who was quoted in the Age. She is a single mum with
four children, and she said it would make a huge
difference to her. Annette Mutimer, who is the
president of Kindergarten Parents Victoria, said it was
some welcome relief for low-income families.
In addition to that boost we have also put in
$19.3 million to provide incentives for child-care
centres to run kindergarten programs for their
four-year-olds. At the moment these four-year-olds
often miss out, or mum has to drop out of work in order
to take the child to kindergarten, so this is going to be
great news for parents.
We have now boosted funding for our kindergartens by
$50 million. That is new money — $50 million
extra — and that contrasts clearly with the previous
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government, which just took $11 million straight out of
kindergartens in one year and left them struggling. It
was a disgrace.
We have a very clear aim and vision to improve the
delivery of services for children and families based on
access, integrated services and affordability. That is in
contrast to people on the opposite side of the house,
who are lazy and have no policies, no ideas and no
vision. That is absolutely confirmed by the recent
federal budget, which has no new money for long day
child care, absolutely no increase in the child care
benefit and no new places. It shows just how much they
do not care!
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Bass to settle down.

Economic terrorism: penalties
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Attorney-General. I refer to the case
of Ralph Hahnheuser, who admitted deliberately
contaminating sheep feed, which led to significant
financial losses for the sheep export industry, and I ask:
will he outline to the house the proposals he has
developed to ensure that in future such acts of industrial
terrorism are punished under Victoria law?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for his question, and I note that this
is a matter that was decided by a court. As I understand
it, a particular person was charged with offences and
was acquitted, was found not guilty. Obviously, I do
not make comments about court decisions.
In relation to the broader question that is being asked by
the honourable member, I understand there are
meetings taking place between the Victorian Farmers
Federation and the Minister for Agriculture in relation
to some of the matters that were no doubt raised as a
result of this particular case, and I look forward to
consultation with my ministerial colleague in relation to
the outcome of that meeting.

Health: education and training
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. Can the minister update the house
on measures the government is taking to promote the
education and training of health professionals to ensure
that Victoria has an adequate supply of doctors, nurses
and other allied health professionals?
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Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Melton for his question. This Education
Week is a good opportunity to talk about the
educational requirements for our health work force into
the future. This year alone the Victorian government
will spend more than $71 million on initiatives to
support a sustainable medical, nursing and allied health
work force. This includes around $22 million that we
provide annually for training and development grants to
train interns and postgraduate doctors, and a whole
range of other programs which are really there to make
sure that we have a sustainable health work force into
the future.
A fortnight ago the budget allocated an additional
$8.4 million over four years to create more
undergraduate clinical placements for doctors, nurses
and allied health professionals in our public health
service. But ultimately it is the federal government that
controls the supply of places. We are genuinely being
hampered by its burying its head in the sand and not
fulfilling its responsibility to provide adequate funding
for additional undergraduate university places so that
Victoria can have enough doctors and nurses. Many
young people have the potential to train in these areas.
They have the capacity to take up these courses and
help us fulfil our work force obligations, but those
places are not there. The recent federal budget offered
no good news for young Victorians who want and need
to take up the opportunity for further training, and
certainly we predict huge shortfalls in a range of health
professions.
Predictions of Victoria’s work force requirements
indicate that the federal government needs to allocate
Victoria an additional 800 undergraduate nursing
places, 145 medical places, 55 physiotherapy places
and 25 dentistry places next year. There are many
members in this place who speak to people in their
local health services and hear time and again that they
are working very hard to attract and retain doctors and
nurses for their communities. I think it would be
appropriate for everyone in this house to lobby the
federal government and impress upon the people in
Canberra the absolute significance and importance of
getting additional places here for Victoria.
The Minister for Education and Training and I have
written to the federal health and education ministers
proposing a joint commonwealth-state project to
examine undergraduate medical training needs in
Victoria. I have met with both ministers, but we have
not heard a single word in response. This is a desperate
situation. Victoria is really doing its bit. Our funding —
around $71 million already in this last financial year
and more money in this budget — shows that we are

HIGHER EDUCATION ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
1108

ASSEMBLY

genuinely committed and working hard, but until the
federal government takes seriously its overall
responsibilities for training our health work force we
are going to continue to be finding this a very difficult
challenge.

HIGHER EDUCATION ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I would like to thank the members for
Doncaster, Rodney, Oakleigh, Warrandyte and Eltham
for their contributions to debate on the Higher
Education Acts (Amendment) Bill. As we know, this
bill is enabling legislation for the eight Victorian
universities and the Victorian College of the Arts to
make the changes necessary for them to comply with
the new national governance protocols. We have
worked very closely with the commonwealth in relation
to putting these changes through.
But more importantly for Victoria, many of the changes
the federal government put through in its legislation, the
Higher Education Support Act 2003, mirrored quite a
few of the changes we had put through in Victoria
earlier. The legislative changes we are putting through
in this bill are minimal — less than in some other states.
I appreciate the commonwealth’s acknowledgment of
the efforts we have made in Victoria in relation to the
governance protocols for higher education. I thank
members for their contributions to this debate and wish
the bill a speedy passage through the other house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

DISSENT FROM SPEAKER’S RULING
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I desire
to move, by leave, dissent from the Speaker’s ruling in
question time today ruling out of order the question
from the member for Kew seeking action on the matter
of a potential criminal offence in local government.
Leave refused.
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COMMONWEALTH GAMES
ARRANGEMENTS (MISCELLANEOUS
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 May; motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I rise to join
in the debate on this Commonwealth Games bill. I note
that, in the style typical of this government’s
administration, addressing a matter does not take one
piece of legislation but two or three or more. It has
taken four pieces of legislation for the government to
get its act together on the administration of the
Commonwealth Games, which are now close upon us.
Within a 12-month period they will be here for us to
enjoy and celebrate, and hopefully they will be well
administered. The track record of this government,
when it comes to dithering and having to chop and
change with four pieces of separate legislation, shows
that this government has not got its act together. Time
and time again it has not done the homework prior to
bringing in legislation on these games.
The opposition is not opposing the legislation because
in a bipartisan manner we believe the games should be
a fantastic celebration of the unity of the
commonwealth and of our true sporting spirit as a
nation and as a state. They should showcase all that is
best about Victoria and Victoria’s athletes. Having said
that, it is a worry that, despite having a minister who is
responsible specifically for the Commonwealth Games
and despite the taxpayers of Victoria having paid for
any number of government ministers to jet off to the
previous Commonwealth Games and enjoy any number
of investigative studies into activities associated with
these games, today we are still having to pass more
amending legislation to ensure that the Commonwealth
Games arrangements actually comply with the rule of
law.
There is no doubt that there will be attempts by
entrepreneurs to exploit loopholes in the legislation.
When it comes to official sponsorship of the games, no
doubt some entrepreneurs will try to promote their
products without doing the right thing. Therefore this
Parliament needs to enact laws to protect those who are
doing the right thing by athletes — that is, protect those
companies that are willing to put their money into
official sponsorship. That is why a key clause of this
bill, which should have been in previous bills on this
matter, ensures a sufficient setback provision so that
unofficial sponsors, so-called entrepreneurs, who might
want to cash in on the benefits of the games are not
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allowed to intervene unofficially. They are not allowed
to get away with having not endorsed products or
signage — that is, not doing the right thing when it
comes to official sponsorship. The opposition fully
supports the provision of appropriate setbacks at some
distance from games events to ensure that only the
official sponsors are given the rights and privileges
associated with strong financial contribution to the
games and the operation of those games.
Having said that, there has been a lot of controversy
associated with some aspects of the administration. The
member for Brighton and I have both raised concerns
about the Commonwealth Games village and the
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips has also raised
concerns in the other place. For example, in the initial
stages we had announced a design — in an area close to
your electorate, Speaker — that included waterways to
go through the Commonwealth Games village. It was
going to be a very environmentally friendly design with
any number of trees retained on the Royal Park site and
a natural water flow going through the village, and
there were to be wetlands within the village and so on.
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An issue was raised recently in the media about the
crowding of athletes at the village. This government
was not very proud of it at the time and had to do a
backflip to overcome the congestion at the proposed
Commonwealth Games village.
Any number of major projects associated with the
Commonwealth Games are now way beyond the time
in which they were meant to be completed. I am sure
the member for Brighton and shadow Minister for
Major Projects will be addressing those so I will not
take up any more time other than to raise concerns
about the scheduling of some of the important venues
which are way behind time. It raises concerns about
whether the games will be compromised and whether
we will in fact be able to showcase Victoria as being a
world-class leader when it comes to athletes’
accommodation and facilities. The clock is ticking. This
government has been very inept in its delivery of any
number of projects; so inept that there has been a recent
reshuffle of ministers because of that.
Mr Haermeyer interjected.

We have found over time that the wetlands will be
wholly and solely outside the Commonwealth Games
village boundary. And, lo and behold, there is cost
shifting to the poor old City of Melbourne, which now
has to pick up the full tab for the wetlands outside the
village precinct even though the drainage will come
from the village into the proposed wetlands. There will
be no natural water flow through the village. It is
becoming just one big real estate opportunity for a
company called Australand, which will do very, very
nicely out of these arrangements. We have had changes
to the village design so we have multistorey high-rise
apartment buildings on the perimeters, which go against
the original spirit and intent of what was to happen at
Royal Park.

Mr HONEYWOOD — The minister at the table is
one of the most inept of the lot and that is why he was
reshuffled into a junior portfolio from a senior portfolio.
That is why the minister at the table is barking mad
across the table because he has nothing to do nowadays.

Therefore you can understand the outrage and ongoing
protest action by people, including Ms Julianne Bell
and her Royal Park Protection Group, the Protectors of
Public Lands alliance and Rod Quantock. He was no
friend of this party when we were in government but
Rod is doing the right thing by democracy and the
people of Victoria in campaigning with Julianne Bell
and her supporters to highlight the concerns about some
inconsistencies in this government’s rhetoric on what it
is going to do in making the Commonwealth Games
village a place of amenity for the future. In fact we
know that it is becoming just a massive real estate
opportunity for a developer to cash in on a gullible
government that does not negotiate well on these types
of commercial contracts.

The SPEAKER — Order! Is the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition on the bill?

Mr McIntosh — He is barking mad anyway!
Mr HONEYWOOD — He is barking mad anyway,
as the member for Kew says. He is a barker. The
minister for — what is he now? What is his portfolio
called now? Manufacturing? I think that is right. Does
he have a department? I am not sure if he has a
department or not, but he has a portfolio and a title. I
understand that he enjoyed a nice little trip recently and
had some long-night sessions.

Mr HONEYWOOD — I am coming back to the
bill very rapidly. I have been sorely tried by the
minister at the table who, while you have been
distracted, Speaker, has in fact been distracting me!
Again, on the bill, the clock is ticking. If we are to
showcase our Commonwealth Games as the best ever
and if we are to prove that Victoria is a world-class host
in the true sense of the word, we need to ensure that
venues are in place, that the scheduling of the village
occurs properly even though the opposition has major
concerns about the long-term design aspects, and that
this is a great games. That is why are we are not going
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to stand in the way of this legislation. But having said
that it is an indictment of this government’s
administration that we have four separate acts of
Parliament having to amend situations that it has
created itself.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
speak briefly on the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill
which is planned legislation as part of a suite that has
been progressively implemented and will continue to be
implemented as we lead up to the Commonwealth
Games. This piece of legislation clarifies authority over
areas to be used as games venues including the
Commonwealth Games village with the aim of
ensuring there is a clear line of control and management
over those venues for the smooth running of the
ongoing developments as we lead up to the games and
for the games themselves.
I am very pleased to commend this legislation to the
house and to point out that the people in my electorate
of Ballarat East are starting to look forward very
enthusiastically to the Commonwealth Games coming
not just to Melbourne but to all of Victoria. Some of the
basketball games are being played in Ballarat as well as
in Bendigo and other parts of regional Victoria. I
understand that in the ticket ballot which took place
recently the basketball games in Ballarat were very
popular and were sold out. Ballarat is very pleased from
the point of view of being able to access a range of
activities that will be taking place in Melbourne and in
other parts of the state and also because some of the
events are coming to Ballarat.
We are also excited that other municipalities within my
electorate have linked up with other countries. In the
case of Ballarat it is with the people of India. Hepburn
shire and Macedon Ranges shire are also linked with
other countries. There is going to be a great range of
activities that will involve the people in my electorate in
developing closer links with the people of those
countries, and in sharing cultural activities that are also
a feature of the Commonwealth Games as well as the
athletics and sporting events.
I was pleased recently to be part of the launch of the
Queen’s baton relay. It is a feature of the lead-up to the
Commonwealth Games. The baton is in Africa at the
moment but is on its way, travelling through
commonwealth countries before arriving in Australia
before March next year. I am also very pleased to see
that the baton will be going through many parts of my
electorate — the city of Ballarat and the shires of
Hepburn, Macedon Ranges and Moorabool.
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Although not so long ago people thought the
Commonwealth Games in 2006 were still a long way
off, I am aware that they are now starting to think they
are coming upon us very quickly now. They are getting
excited. They are delighted that Victoria will be a
centre for sporting and cultural activities in March next
year. They are delighted that this government is
working to support activities right across the state
which will enhance the opportunities for the
Commonwealth Games. I am certainly looking forward
to it as are so many people from across my electorate. I
am glad this piece of legislation will be supporting the
smooth running of the Commonwealth Games. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I join this debate in
relation to be Commonwealth Games Arrangements
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill to discuss two
matters that are already before the house in relation to
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. The
committee draws the attention of the house to a matter
of concern regarding section 17(a)(vi) and (vii) of the
Parliamentary Committees Act that there could be an
inappropriate delegation of legislative power. Under
this bill the minister is entitled to prohibit whatever
items he wants from Commonwealth Games venues.
The committee reports that while it accepts that a
declaratory power is granted for a very limited purpose
and duration, it is concerned that it would not otherwise
be subject to parliamentary scrutiny.
Given the importance of the Commonwealth Games,
and given the importance of flexibility, the opposition
accepts that, although this is referred to in the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee report, in this
circumstance it is probably an appropriate power, as
long as there can be something more than the
notification in the Government Gazette, which is the
formal documentation, to at least make those matters a
bit more public.
The second matter relates to new section 57AL, which
specifies that no compensation will be payable in
respect of any loss, damage or injury other than death
or personal or bodily injury. A similar provision has
been incorporated in legislation for a number of major
events such as the grand prix, and there were similar
provisions in the Olympic Games legislation, as I
understand it, in New South Wales. Again, for the
furtherance of the Commonwealth Games, which we
totally support and wish to facilitate, we take the view
that in the normal course of events these are appropriate
mechanisms to prevent vexatious litigation that could
ultimately lead to injunctive proceedings at the time of
the games and otherwise. The minister made it perfectly
clear in the second-reading speech that this really
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relates to businesses in that particular area, and that is
what the no-compensation clause is about.
The only other matter I want to draw to the attention of
the house is the report by SARC that this could unduly
trespass upon rights and freedoms and that there is no
section 85 clause in the bill. Normally — it is an
obligation — whenever the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court is to be restricted there is a requirement to
comply with the provisions of section 85 of the
Constitution Act. A bill must expressly say that it
intends to vary, alter or limit the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court, and of course there are a number of
specifications, including that there has to be a clear
statement in the second-reading speech in accordance
with section 85.
If that is not done, there could be some question about
the validity of the no-compensation clause, and as a
result there is an issue as to whether or not that
compensation clause, for reasons that the opposition
accepts are appropriate, may be declared invalid at
some later stage. One would hope that that would not
be done at the time of the Commonwealth Games
themselves such that a court may be compelled,
because there is no limit on its jurisdiction, to make an
order for injunctive relief that could be detrimental to
the games.
Having said that, the opposition is supportive of the
Commonwealth Games and the mechanisms adopted in
the bill, notwithstanding that concern has been
expressed by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — As we in this
chamber are no doubt all aware, the Victorian
government is involved in the delivering of the largest
multisports event ever held in Victoria. As a result, this
bill is designed to assist with the delivery of the games.
It is also designed to ensure the minimum disruption to
the lives of Victorians during and in the lead-up to the
games. The bill deals with access to restricted areas and
provides for the control of unauthorised advertising to
ensure that we do not have inappropriate advertising
and that we protect the advertising that is authorised
around the games and the financial basis on which the
games are run.
Preparations for the Commonwealth Games are coming
along very well. As a member representing country
Victoria I am also excited by the inclusion of provisions
that will work for some country areas, including mine.
An example is the construction of the giant screen in
Moe, for example, whereby the constituents of my
electorate and the surrounding areas of Gippsland will
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be able to watch the games, They will be able to see the
opening ceremony, the closing ceremony and many of
the events during the games. We will also have cultural
festivities, including dance, theatre and music from the
different countries associated with the Commonwealth
Games — as well as local artistic involvement, all
around that giant screen in Moe.
I am looking forward very much to being involved in
the celebration of the Commonwealth Games within the
Moe precinct and of course in the neighbouring town of
Traralgon, where the Commonwealth Games basketball
will be held. I certainly have my name in the ballot for
tickets for the Traralgon stadium, and many others in
Gippsland have also submitted their applications.
Gippsland will enjoy playing its part in the hosting of
these magnificent games. Prior to the games, the baton
relay will come right through my electorate. Everyone
in Gippsland is looking forward to the exciting
Commonwealth Games being held next year.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to make
a few general remarks in relation to the Commonwealth
Games Arrangements (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill, firstly in the context of the outstanding
contribution of amateur athletes and coaches in general
and the contribution of Australian athletes in particular
in international arenas during the postwar period.
There are a number of athletes who at either the
Commonwealth Games or the Olympic Games have
brought great glory upon the Australian nation. One is
mindful of the marvellous victory of Herb Elliot in
Rome in 1960, where he ran a 3.35.6 to win the
1500 metres by what must have been one of the longest
distances ever. There was Debbie Flintoff-King’s
marvellous win in Seoul, Korea, at the 1988 Olympic
Games. Then there were the marvellous runs of that
great Australian athlete, Raelene Boyle, who but for the
drug taking of the East Germans would have won
Olympic gold medals. Australian athletics coach Ron
Dewhurst, a former president of the Mentone Athletic
Club and coach of Raelene Boyle, regards as one of
Australia’s finest performances that of Peter Norman,
who was a silver medallist in the 1968 Mexico games
in the 200 metres.
A recent article in the Age says that Ron Dewhurst had
been encouraged into athletics by his local school
physical education teacher, Ross Smith. Dewhurst later
became a middle distance runner, where he was noted
more for his grit than his grace. He applied that same
skill base to his work in the finance houses of New
York and later in Australia, where he currently heads
IOOF.
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The bill before the house provides for a number of
restrictions in relation to the Commonwealth Games.
One relates to waterborne advertising, another to the
removal of unauthorised advertising larger than
5 square metres. It also prevents local councils from
making local laws after the games arrangements and
exempts the games from existing local laws.
Serious concerns have been raised through my office by
people associated with the Royal Park Protection
Group. John King, a Sandringham resident, has been
very concerned about the limitation on the freedoms
and rights of Victorian citizens through a number of
exemptions operating within the legislation. I trust these
will be carefully considered by the minister as the bill
passes through the house and the other place. I also note
the inclusion of new section 57AL, which relates to no
compensation being payable.
The shadow Attorney-General has already made a
number of remarks expressing his concern in relation to
no compensation being payable when normally such a
clause would be accompanied by a section 85
provision — since it limits the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court — and would be required to be passed
by a statutory majority in this chamber. I am happy to
be further guided as to why such a clause is not in the
present bill.
Melbourne is an invincible city on a number of fronts.
It has a reputation as the multicultural and sporting
capital of the world. As a Melburnian and as a member
of the former government that, under the leadership of
Jeff Kennett, spearheaded the campaign to bring the
games to Melbourne, I say the opposition does not
oppose the bill.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — Looking at the arrangements
timetable, I cannot believe there are now only
10 months until the 18th Commonwealth Games are
held in Melbourne. The time seems to be flying by.
The games will open on 15 March 2006 and will run
for 12 days, with 72 countries and 4500 athletes taking
part in 16 sports. Melbourne is the fourth city in
Australia to host the games. Sydney was the venue in
1938, Perth in 1962 and Brisbane in 1982. I was not in
Australia in 1962, and was not yet born in 1938, but I
can clearly remember the excitement that the games
engendered when they were held in Brisbane. The
boost that it gave to the Queensland economy and the
top-class sporting facilities that were built in that state
are still the talk of Queensland.
I am confident that the Melbourne games will be even
better than those held in Brisbane 23 years ago.
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Melbourne is the sports and cultural capital of
Australia, and has a long tradition of staging major
events, from the 1956 Olympic Games to grand slam
tennis championships to formula one motor racing. The
people of Melbourne are keen supporters of all sports,
and we regularly fill our sports stadiums to capacity for
football, cricket, soccer or any other sporting events for
that matter.
As I said at the start, time is getting short and although
arrangements are going according to schedule there is
still much work to be done. The purpose of this bill is to
facilitate these arrangements. This bill amends the
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 to
include important provisions required for the running of
the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games. These
changes to the original 2001 act are important and were
foreshadowed in the launch of the original legislation.
In my view they will contribute to the delivery of the
best games ever, and will do so in a way that will cause
minimum disruption to the lives of the people who live
in the areas of the games venues.
This bill is the fourth of the planned amending bills. It
inserts a new part 3A into the act. This limits the effects
of local laws on Commonwealth Games venues and
designated access areas, collectively referred to as
games management areas. It clarifies the
responsibilities for implementing the games and
ensures that the schedule of the games is maintained.
As the minister said in his second-reading speech, these
powers will only be used sparingly and only after
consultation with the local authorities and consideration
of the needs of the surrounding businesses and
residents.
Many of the games venues are on public land or are
otherwise managed on behalf of the state by
committees of management. Some of the proposed
games uses would normally require permits or
authorisations. These processes can be lengthy and
time-consuming and it is much more efficient to
effectively exempt games uses. The bill also makes
provisions for restricting access to games management
areas and to the activities leading up to the actual
games. There will be a prohibition on unauthorised
advertising within 1 kilometre of a games area. I am
confident that, aided by this legislation, the 2006
Commonwealth Games will be a great success. There is
already record demand for tickets, and I understand that
about 75 per cent of tickets for the opening ceremony
have already gone. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — Undoubtedly the
Commonwealth Games have the support of all
Victorians, and I am very pleased to represent an
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electorate that is doing its bit to make the games as
successful as possible. There are wonderful training
facilities in country Victoria, and in Albury-Wodonga
through the Festival of Sport we are making those
facilities available for whatever team wishes to use
them.
We have decided to host Jamaica as the country of
adoption so that when the baton comes through
Wodonga we are going to have a festival in Wodonga,
supporting Jamaica, showing country Victoria’s support
for a country that otherwise might feel a little bit on its
own. I just want to make comment on that, because I
think it is a fine idea and one that gives a little bit of
individuality to the whole process of country Victoria’s
support — in this case Albury-Wodonga’s support —
to Jamaica as a Commonwealth Games participant.
The other issue I want to speak on briefly is volunteers.
Volunteers undoubtedly made the Olympic Games in
Sydney what it was, and I am sure that we will find that
the volunteers and their action in these Commonwealth
Games will do exactly the same. I am proud to say my
wife has nominated as a volunteer; I am looking
forward to all sorts of tips, hints and opportunities
through that volunteerism. The other thing I would like
to say is that the crowd control in Sydney was
unbelievably good, and that, too, is covered in this bill.
Crowd control helped make the Olympic Games what
they were. I, personally, wish the Commonwealth
Games every success. The Liberal Party is in full
support of the government in organising these games.
We all wish to reflect Melbourne, Victoria and
Australia across the world to the best advantage
possible.
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — I will make a brief
contribution in support of the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. The
overall objective and intent of the bill is to ensure that
the state government successfully delivers the largest
multi-sport event that has ever been held in Victoria. To
do that we need to make sure that we have the proper
procedures in place to minimise disruption, but also to
ensure that we maximise the long-term benefits from a
social, economic, environmental and health point of
view for all Victorians.
Most importantly, we need to protect the investment of
the community’s resources into the games and be
accountable for that action. As earlier speakers have
said, 71 nations will come together over 12 days,
including 4500 athletes, so many Victorians are going
to be involved to celebrate not only the issue of health
and wellbeing in Victoria but also to promote the
beauty of Victoria to many people from overseas. That
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will be a fantastic opportunity for us. People not only in
Melbourne but all across Victoria will have the chance
to celebrate in a variety of activities across the state.
Outside of Melbourne these will include, for example,
Let’s Get Started on 20 November. In the Hastings
electorate lots of activities are being organised so that
local people can celebrate at a local level. Other
members of this house have talked about local heroes.
In my electorate we are going to have a lovely moving
display that celebrates local sporting heroes down our
way. There are also going to be lots of activities for
volunteers, which really epitomises the spirit of
Victoria in terms of the level of volunteerism that will
happen not only in the games but at local events
associated with the celebration of the games. Residents
of the Hastings electorate are looking forward with wild
enthusiasm towards these games, because they will
have a chance to be involved in lots of local ways. I
fully support the bill and wish it a speedy passage
through the house.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I rise to speak on
the Commonwealth Games Arrangements
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. As I have said
previously when I have spoken on Commonwealth
Games bills in the past, the Commonwealth Games are
a wonderful institution and the commonwealth is
something that we should not take for granted. The
opportunity to celebrate the commonwealth at a games
is an important one, and certainly to celebrate it in
Melbourne is an opportunity not to be missed. We
should be grateful to the previous government for
having secured the games, and we wish the games well.
The detail of the bill is fairly extensive. It covers
development and management powers, management of
games management areas, management of events and
crowd control, risk management, authorised officers
and other enforcement matters, and it goes into matters
of advertising. The bill also impacts on the Land Act
1958.
In previous discussions of the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements Act I have mentioned some concerns the
Liberal Party had in regard to the suspension of many
acts that flow with the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements Act. These include the Planning and
Environment Act, the Coastal Management Act and the
Environment Effects Act. We have seen previously
demonstrated by the government the application of the
provisions of the Commonwealth Games Arrangements
Act to declare Commonwealth Games projects and in
so doing the acts that I mentioned and others that have
been suspended.
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That has led to criticisms of the housing arrangements
at the Commonwealth Games village in Royal Park, of
the footbridge proposal and the suspension of scrutiny
that has gone with the suspension of the act. In many
ways the planning powers associated with the
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act have been
usurped — they have been undertaken by the sports
minister — and those powers stretch out in reality until
2017 and 2018.
It is interesting in the context of this bill to see what
members have said. The Age of 17 December 2004
reports the previous planning minister as having said:
This is an appropriate way to respond if we want this (project)
finished for the Commonwealth Games …

That was in regard to redevelopment of the Hilton and
MCG hotels in East Melbourne, which had been
declared by the government, in particular the planning
minister, as a project associated with the
Commonwealth Games and as a consequence was
called in and an approval was given. That followed a
letter of 13 October from the developer to the Minister
for Planning, the Treasurer and the Premier. That is a
letter which the Premier denied existence of or any
knowledge about last week at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing. On 10 May, on 3AW
radio, he separately and adamantly denied any
knowledge of the threats contained in the letter.
Interestingly, on 14 December the Treasurer, who had
also received a copy of this letter that threatened to
remove the hotel and jeopardise 328 jobs unless
approval was quickly given, requested from the
planning minister a call-in approval of a site-specific
amendment and the approval of the project. In an
extraordinary — in fact, unprecedented —
circumstance, the planning minister, who was not
known for speedy responses, responded to the
Treasurer on the very same day and made a site-specific
amendment. You can only wonder what investigation
the previous planning minister undertook to justify
calling in and approving something that had been
requested on the same day, when implicitly the minister
had not contemplated that before or she would have
done it on her own account when she had the power.
On 23 December the Premier responded to the
developer, acknowledging the previous letter. That is
extraordinary, given that five times on 3AW last week,
on 10 May, the Premier denied all knowledge of that
letter. Today in question time the Premier refused
outright to even mention the details requested of him in
the question. He refused to deny that he had indeed
discussed this project at a Labor Party fundraiser last
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year and did not even acknowledge the background of
the developer in question.
That developer was actively and knowingly associated
with conduct in the Australian Capital Territory
involving the VITAB Vanuatu gaming scandal that was
investigated by the Pierce Inquiry in the ACT
undertaken by a Labor government. Those involved,
including the development manager in question here,
were found to have been involved in fraudulent conduct
against the ACT and its taxpayers.
Ms Gillett — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
you to bring the member back to the bill at hand. Whilst
I acknowledge that there has been a broad discussion
around the Commonwealth Games Arrangements
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, it has generally
been about sporting matters and cannot be used as an
opportunity for the member to pursue an issue related to
the previous Minister for Planning.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn — —
Mr BAILLIEU — Clause 9 refers specifically to
the Land Act and the use of property is covered in this
bill. I invite the member to consider clause 9 of the bill.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have not ruled on the
point of order yet. Has the member for Tarneit finished
her contribution on the point of order?
Mr BAILLIEU — I am sorry.
Mr Haermeyer — On the point of order, Speaker,
whilst clause 9 might relate to certain provisions, I ask
the member for Hawthorn to relate his comments to
that clause because to me they have been of no
relevance whatsoever to that clause. This debate is not
an opportunity to make a lot of wide-ranging
allegations against individuals. If the member wants to
comment on clause 9 I ask him to relate his comments
to clause 9 and make it very clear how the path he is
going down relates in any way to clause 9.
Mr BAILLIEU — Your ruling, Speaker? I am
sorry.
The SPEAKER — Order! In relation to the point of
order raised by the member for Tarneit, it has been a
very wide-ranging debate but it has gone to matters
relating to the Commonwealth Games and to sport in
general and in particular members electorates. The
point the minister made is relevant, that the member
certainly has a right to canvass widely on the issue but
he seems to have wandered off a little from what could
reasonably be said to be directly or even indirectly
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relevant to the clause in the bill. I ask him to speak to
the bill.
Mr BAILLIEU — Thank you, Speaker. This bill
deals absolutely with the suspension of various acts and
as a consequence I am dealing with the suspension of
those acts with regard to various matters. The reality is
that when it comes to the Commonwealth Games
everybody is supportive but we do not want to see
Commonwealth Games arrangements abused and it is
the growing contention of the Victorian community that
this government is involved in the abuse of the
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act. Indeed,
scrutiny has been suspended under that act. That is one
of the core issues, and it requires the utmost integrity on
the part of the government to administer such
legislation. That is what is sensitive about this
legislation.
The interesting thing is that the member for Tarneit and
the Minister for Manufacturing and Export at the table
are sufficiently sensitive about the information I have
raised to betray the fact that the scrutiny of that
information is something they wish to avoid. When it
comes to the Commonwealth Games there should,
because of the very nature of this legislation, be
absolute transparency and accountability and that is the
point I am making. The Treasurer and the Premier
sought to hide last week. The Premier told Victorians
he forgot last week — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have given a ruling and
I ask the member for Hawthorn to follow it.
Mr BAILLIEU — I am following it, Speaker. I
believe I am following it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe the
member is following it. He must relate his comments
broadly to the Commonwealth Games.
Mr BAILLIEU — Speaker, when it comes to the
Commonwealth Games, the Premier told Victorians last
week, ‘I forgot’. In question time today he said, ‘I am
not going to tell you’. The reality is that scrutiny is of
the utmost importance with regard to the
Commonwealth Games Arrangements (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill. I do not believe this government is
delivering on scrutiny, transparency or accountability,
and Victorians should be very concerned about it.
The SPEAKER — Order! Does the minister wish
to sum up?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Manufacturing
and Export) — I will do so very briefly, given that I
understand that — —
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Ms Asher interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Does the minister wish
to sum up or shall I put the question?
Mr HAERMEYER — Speaker, I will be very
brief. I wish to thank the members for Nepean, Lowan
and Tarneit, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition —
notwithstanding his implicit and unwarranted criticisms
of Ron Walker — and the members for Ballarat East,
Kew, Narracan, Sandringham, Clayton, Benambra,
Hastings and Hawthorn for their contributions to the
debate, and I thank the opposition and The Nationals
for their support of this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

APPROPRIATION (2005/2006) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Ms ECKSTEIN (Ferntree Gully) — I am absolutely
delighted to speak in support of the 2005–06 state
budget. This is a fantastic budget for Melbourne’s outer
east, a fantastic budget for my electorate of Ferntree
Gully and a fantastic budget for Victorian families. I
congratulate the Treasurer, the Premier and the
government for bringing down an outstanding budget
that will make Victoria a great place to live and to raise
a family.
There are so many important initiatives in the budget
that will benefit all Victorians that it is difficult to
restrict one’s comments to just a few. The budget
continues to deliver in the key areas of health and
education and restoring services. It is also a budget that
continues the sound financial management for which
this government is renowned. It maintains a healthy
surplus of $365 million for 2005–06. The budget
delivers for Melbourne’s outer east and particularly for
my electorate. It continues to deliver on high-quality
health services, rebuilding the health system to make
sure it stays world class.
Since coming to office our government has spent over
$2 billion on new hospitals and upgrading existing
hospital facilities. This budget provides a further boost
to the enormous capital spending on hospitals we have
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made already. In my area we are building a new
$30 million, 60-bed palliative care and rehabilitation
hospital at Knox. Unlike those opposite, who were
going to close the Maroondah Hospital and downgrade
the Angliss Hospital to a community health facility, we
have significantly invested in new facilities for both
these local hospitals, as well as building this new
facility at Knox, which will start with the funding
provided in this budget.
We have spent $25 million on a new 30-bed
rehabilitation ward and a new emergency department at
the Angliss Hospital in Ferntree Gully. This budget also
provides some extra money for that emergency
department. Maroondah Hospital has also received a
new emergency department under our government and
will get $10 million from this budget to improve
medical imaging and provide new and upgraded lifts.
Eastern Health also gets over $32 million in this budget
for 20 new and 30 upgraded mental health beds at
Maroondah Hospital and the relocation of the existing
adolescent mental health beds to Box Hill Hospital.
This is an enormous boost for much-needed mental
health services for the outer east.
The new Knox hospital will provide 30 palliative care
beds and 30 intensive rehabilitation geriatric evaluation
and management beds. There is also capacity for
complementary private or not-for-profit sector services.
I understand some of Eastern Palliative Care’s services
will be located at the new hospital and there will also be
capacity to provide some diagnostic services. Palliative
care is much needed in the outer east, which currently
has no palliative care beds to speak of. There is one bed
at the Healesville designated palliative care, otherwise
people have to go to Kew or Fitzroy or south to the
Monash Medical Centre for palliative care support.
This is unacceptable. Consequently the government has
recognised the ageing population in the area and
acknowledged the need for the services locally and
committed $30 million to build the new hospital at
Knox. The budget also provides $30 million over two
years to significantly reduce elective surgery waiting
lists. These initiatives in health and hospital services are
very much welcomed by the people in the outer east
and my electorate of Ferntree Gully.
This state budget provides an extra $868 million for
education and training, including $115 million over four
years for needy non-government schools and $29 million
for students with disabilities. Skills and apprenticeships
will be boosted by an extra $43.3 million to create more
pre-apprenticeships, to improve vocational skills and to
upgrade TAFE equipment and facilities. In addition to
our enormous investment in school infrastructure since
coming to office, this budget provides for the building of
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another seven new schools and the replacing and
rebuilding of nine others, and $145 million will go into
upgrading a large number of other schools throughout
the state.
In my own electorate of Ferntree Gully, Mountain Gate
Primary School will receive $1.4 million for an upgrade
to the school facilities. The school will get seven new
classrooms, student toilets and staff work areas as part
of this stage 1 upgrade. The current buildings are over
40 years old and it is now time they were upgraded and
replaced. I am pleased to report to the house that the
school and its community are absolutely delighted that
the Bracks government has funded stage 1 of their
upgrade in this budget. This is a much-needed upgrade
to the school’s facilities and the school community has
been celebrating the announcement ever since the
budget came down last week.
This year the Schoolyard Blitz program has also
delivered some additional small grants of $5500 to a
number of schools in my electorate. They are Fairhills,
Ferntree Gully North, Mountain Gate and Wattle View
primary schools. This will provide for playground
improvements and it is much appreciated by these
schools.
Another great education initiative in the budget is the
$82 million over four years and the $7.3 million total
estimated investment for the connection of all
government schools to high-speed fibre optic data
communications through the SmartONE broadband
network. This will be of enormous benefit to small and
country schools in particular and allow their students to
have fast and reliable access to a wide range of online
educational programs and resources.
When I was in the Department of Education and
Training I managed a program to develop online
teaching and learning materials for languages in
primary schools. The writers and developers of these
materials were constantly constrained in their
development of innovative and interactive activities and
materials for students by the limited Internet capacity
and lengthy download times that many schools had to
cope with. The provision of broadband access to
schools will also benefit businesses and individuals in
many small communities because they will be able to
purchase access to high-speed broadband as a result of
the upgrade to local exchanges.
Roads and public transport received a $650 million
boost in this budget — $418 million for roads and
$242 million for public transport projects. I am
absolutely delighted that the Stud Road SmartBus has
been funded in this budget at a cost of $28.6 million,
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and the local community has very much welcomed this
announcement. This service will connect Ringwood to
Frankston via Dandenong and connect these three
railway stations and the Bayside, Knox City and
Eastland shopping centres. It will go past the front door
of the new Knox hospital and will connect with the
Rowville SmartBus that will operate from next year.
The outer east has been poorly serviced by public
transport services for many years and there is a lot more
to do in this regard. However, the advent of the Stud
Road and Wellington Road SmartBus services will
make a significant contribution to improve public
transport options for the people of the outer east and in
my electorate in particular. These services make
important connections with the radial train network and
with key community facilities and services. There is
certainly more to be done, but this is a very important
step in the right direction.
Another important development for the local area is the
funding for an outer east community legal centre. The
centre will ensure that local people can access the legal
advice and support that they need. There is a huge
demand for access to legal services by low-income
people in the outer east, and currently that is serviced
by the Eastern Community Legal Centre located at
Blackburn, which provides some outreach services.
There is a very limited outreach service to Rowville in
my electorate, but nowhere near what is required. This
has been very welcome, but it has been inadequate for
the needs of the people in my electorate and the outer
east more generally. A new community legal service in
the outer east is very welcome. Whilst the exact
location of this new legal centre is yet to be determined,
I am hopeful that it can be located in Boronia, where
the people in my electorate can more easily access these
services.
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electorate of Ferntree Gully. I commend the budget to
the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I too wish to make a few
comments on the budget. I agree that Victoria is a great
place in which to live — however, that is no thanks to
this budget. I will make a couple of comments pointing
out the deficiencies in the appropriation bill before the
house.
Industry’s requirement of government was for a
substantial cut in land tax, and the government claims it
has introduced significant tax cuts in the bill before the
house. The government has increased the threshold for
land tax to $200 000, it has made some adjustments to
the rates between $750 000 and $2.7 million, and it has
brought forward the rate cut previously announced by
one year. However, the issue is always the total land tax
take, and we can see that the government is forgoing
revenue of $72 million in 2004–05 and $206 million in
2005–06. The government spin of course is that it is
introducing cuts of $823 million over five years, but
what will happen next year is that business and
investors will receive land tax bills which still show
increases. I do not think the measures in this budget
will move significantly to allay the concerns of business
and investors.
It is interesting to note what the government does not
say, given that it uses a five-year so-called savings
regime for land tax. It does not say it is going to hit
taxpayers with state taxation of $53.7 billion over five
years, which its budget papers show; instead it simply
likes to add up so-called savings in so-called cuts. I also
refer to an article in the Age. Given that the Treasurer
likes to quote from newspapers, I want to make sure
that he has read Christopher Webb’s article in the Age
of 4 May. In the article Mr Webb made some
comments on the Treasurer’s so-called land tax cuts:

The budget also significantly invests in early childhood
intervention services for kids with disabilities. An extra
$1.6 million is being provided for an additional
85 places in the eastern suburbs to strengthen the local
early intervention services. The Alloura Early
Childhood Intervention Service in Ferntree Gully in my
electorate, which will get a share of these places, is
absolutely delighted with this news. It currently has
45 kids on the waiting list, so this will make big inroads
into the waiting list for those early intervention
services.

He then goes on to describe the so-called tax cuts as a
heist and a gouge. The Treasurer can spin all he likes,
but the facts of the matter are that investors and
businesses will receive increased land tax bills next
year. The whole cry for reform and the whole scenario
of businesses shutting down will start all over again, as
much as the government would like to deny it.

In closing I would again congratulate the Treasurer on
an outstanding budget. It is a great budget for Victorian
families, making Victoria the best place in which to live
and raise a family. It is also a fantastic budget for the
people of the outer east and for the people of my

The government has also taken the opportunity in this
budget to introduce some new taxes. The gaming
industry has been hit by a $1500 increase per machine
in government taxes. One of the problems with this is
the issue of certainty. All businesses want certainty, and

The Victorian government yesterday attempted a huge spin
job on its land tax changes, but the PR job is unlikely to wash
when investors get their bills next year.
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this government has chosen to hit the gaming industry
with a tax that will give the government an additional
$45 million per annum. Long-stay car parking has also
been levied — ‘taxed’ is the word — and in 2006–07
that will give the government another $38.8 million in
taxation revenue.
The Victorian government has been better at honouring
the commonwealth-state intergovernmental agreement
than has the New South Wales Labor government. I am
pleased to note that rental business duty will be
abolished in 2007 — the government likes making
forward announcements — and the much-hated debits
tax will be rescinded from 1 July this year. That is of
course thanks to the intergovernmental agreement,
which saw the introduction of the GST. It is appropriate
that those taxes are being abolished by this government.
I will give the government credit for one thing in the
budget, which is that there has been a further decrease
in WorkCover premiums. It is important to
acknowledge that this particular component has been
introduced by the government, and we on this side of
the house hope that business will see further relief in
WorkCover premiums before the next election.
I want to touch very briefly on employment. In the
2005–06 projections the government is forecasting that
employment will grow at 3 per cent in 2004–05 and
only 1 per cent in 2005–06. I would have thought that it
is some cause for concern that the unemployment rate
projected by the government will be 5.75 per cent in
2004–05 and 5.5 per cent in 2005–06. This is short of
the government’s initial promise of a 5 per cent
unemployment rate, but I would also sound this
cautionary note: firstly, regional unemployment has
increased by 25 per cent on December-to-December
figures, and the Victorian unemployment rate has been
above the national rate for some time.
This is of relevance, because the Minister for
Employment and Youth Affairs and the Treasurer
always like to draw it to the house’s attention when
things are in the reverse. I would think that the
combination of the government’s forward projections in
the budget and the two facts I have put before the house
might be some cause for concern within this
government.
I would also like to make a couple of comments in
relation to major projects, which always provide me
with ample opportunity for negative comment about
this government’s performance. I make the overall
observation that in this budget the government has
reverted to a traditional capital works program, much
like the old public works department, with works in
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health, police, education, roads and housing, rather than
a major projects program. That government program
has always been particularly limited.
Let us look at a couple of the projects. The government
has allocated $300 million for the relocation of the
Melbourne Markets in unspecified years, except for
$8.4 million in procurement costs. The government has
flagged this project as a public-private partnership, yet
interestingly enough, when the whole project was first
mooted in last year’s economic statement it was
estimated to cost $300 million. Now the government is
allocating $300 million of taxpayers money, indicating
that it will test the market, no pun intended, with the
private sector. There is a need for the government to
articulate now what the total cost of the project is,
because it appears to have risen.
There is another blowout in the showgrounds project.
On top of the $101 million allocation, this budget sees a
$7.9 million allocation for contamination and crèche
relocation in 2006–07. There has been another blowout
in the Sandridge Bridge project: $3 million has been
allocated in 2004–05 and in 2005–06 for sculpture.
Again, this is a project that was meant to have been
completed in 2003. The recital centre shows another
blowout of $27.2 million, and there is also additional
money for management of $8.2 million. Again we have
had a bit of a name change, because it was called the
Yarra arts precinct integration project. It is much like
EastLink! The State Library shows a further blowout of
$11.5 million. Already there has been a $36 million
blowout with the State Library, and it is running five
years late. The operator of the toxic waste dump will
not be appointed until March 2006. The original
completion date for this project was mid-to-late 2002.
Spencer Street station is the doozey of all major
projects. The concourse, we learn now, will not be
completed until March 2006. I note the extraordinary
use of language on page 125 of budget paper 3 to
describe why this project is late:
The builder’s review of access requirements led to a change
in construction methodology and extended the overall
program.

That means, ‘We’ve botched it, and it’s late’. Similarly:
A late start on roof construction slowed progress. Extra
resources have been allocated to enable completion in the
second quarter of 2005–06.

The channel deepening project was announced in last
year’s economic statement. In that statement the
government said it would reduce the time taken for the
approval stage of the project by four months by
streamlining administrative procedures in order to
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ensure that it would be completed by 2007. Again, we
see in relation to that particular project, which was only
announced a year ago, that the completion key
performance indicator (KPI) has been dropped — that
is, the one that included the project completion time
line. We now see a new KPI that addresses only
environmental approvals and other preliminary work.
The original environmental approval was set for
February 2005, and now the preliminary matters and
preliminary approval are scheduled for mid-2006.
Remember the original completion date was 2007 —
another botched major project.
The Bonegilla migrant settlement centre was again a
project that was meant to open at the end of 2003. It has
been discontinued as a performance measure, but it is
still not open. Similarly, the Birrarung Marr pedestrian
bridge is also late and now the minister is having a
competition to see who can name it, even though it has
also had a name change. It was and now is again to be
the Yarra precinct pedestrian link — yet another project
that is late.
So we see a continuation of form by this government.
Again it has not achieved its own targets in
employment. Indeed, there is some concern among
those involved in employment programs that many of
those employment programs will not be taken up. I
would have expected that, given the employment
figures particularly in regional Victoria, which has seen
a 25 per cent increase in unemployment on the last
December-to-December figures, some of those
employment programs need to be better targeted in the
future.
I conclude my comments on the budget by reference to
my electorate of Brighton. I note that, as always, budget
paper 1, on the capital works program, was not
available on budget day. Various bodies in my
electorate may have received press releases.
Government members, of course, receive press releases
on capital works programs but for smaller funding
items in capital works the opposition is not privy to
such announcements on budget day.
So I place on record that Brighton Primary School
needs some significant funding. Like Brighton Beach
Primary school in my electorate, there is very old
infrastructure in the school and significant funding is
needed for it and a new roof is required at Brighton
Primary School. At Elsternwick Primary School
funding is needed as part of the master plan for the
removal of the portables. Likewise, at Gardenvale
Primary School — and I have specifically raised the
instance of Gardenvale Primary School in this chamber
with the minister — extensive funding is needed. These
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are old school buildings in an inner area and funding is
required for them.
Brighton Secondary College, the only government
secondary college in my electorate, with all the others
being private colleges, is a school which has improved
its standards significantly over the course of the last few
years. I would again, as I have done in writing, request
from the minister $120 000 for the parking that has
been required by Bayside City Council. That $120 000
should not come out of funds that are allocated for
educational purposes. The council, for good and proper
reason, has required car parking, and the school needs
to be funded to the tune of $120 000 instead of the
delays and duck-shoving that has been going on.
Likewise, an additional $300 000 is needed for noise
attenuation. I call on the minister to release that funding
announced previously including during a flamboyant
visit to the school. That money is needed to enable the
school to run its sporting facilities and the neighbours to
live their lives with reasonable amenity. Brighton
Secondary College has put in a terrific application for
$1.3 million from the Leading Schools Fund, and I urge
the minister to consider that excellent program.
I know there is a tendency on the other side of the
house to associate Brighton with privilege. I urge the
Minister for Education and Training and the Minister
for Educational Services to visit Brighton Secondary
College. They will see a secondary college that is quite
representative of Melbourne, that has devoted a
significant amount of its own funds to its own
improvement. It asks, quite justifiably, for some
government and taxpayer support for some of the
programs it wishes to run.
In conclusion, there has not been enough done for
business in this budget. The land tax cuts, in the words
of the Age, will result in a heist next year, and
businesses will continue to close because of land tax.
We see in the budget major projects are unfortunately
continuing with increased cost blow-outs and delays. I
urge the minister to allocate funding for Brighton.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I will start my remarks
by congratulating the Treasurer on a wonderful budget
in all aspects. It delivers true taxation reform — not just
a few tax cuts aimed at the top end of town but a true
tax reform package. I want to talk about education
specifically and I will conclude by talking about my
electorate of Yuroke and some of the items in the
budget that will be beneficial to the electorate of
Yuroke.
I want to start on the taxation reform package. Victoria
has shown wonderful leadership in the area of taxation
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reform. Although we are talking about the state budget,
I cannot help but think about the federal budget which
was presented just a week later. What we have in the
state budget is true taxation reform while in the federal
budget we have $6 tax cuts for the people who are most
vulnerable and most in need and higher tax cuts for the
big end of town — so tax cuts for their mates! In the
area of taxation reform in Victoria, the Treasurer has,
over the period 1999 to 2005, really reformed taxation
in Victoria. Some of the ways that the Bracks
government has done that, whilst all along maintaining
the AAA credit rating, which is so important, and all
along spending on infrastructure, which is at record
levels, is by cutting payroll tax by 9 per cent. The
Bracks government has also abolished stamp duty on
mortgages and cut the top rate of land tax from 5 per
cent to 4 per cent, all the way abolishing taxes
identified with the intergovernmental agreement
between the states and the commonwealth. Some of
those I will touch on later too.
The government has announced tax cuts worth around
$3 billion, which is a massive reduction in costs for
Victorian businesses. In this budget there is even more
tax relief with further land tax cuts worth $823 million
over five years, so business in Victoria has spoken to us
and the Bracks government has listened and will
provide targeted relief to taxpayers who have
experienced large increases in land tax in recent years
as a result of rising property prices. We have
significantly reduced the middle land tax rates that
apply to property holdings worth between $750 000
and $2.7 million and the tax-free threshold has
increased from $25 000 to $200 000. That is a massive
change by anybody’s standards. We will forward the
one-year reduction in the top marginal tax rate
announced as part of last year’s budget. There will be a
rebate in 2004–05, so you can see that 98 per cent of
Victoria’s business investors will pay less land tax than
those in any other Australian state.
I will talk for a moment about self-funded retirees. If
they have land assets of $1 million, the tax saving will
be 29 per cent. For a small business with a land value
of, for instance, $2 million, the saving is up to $11 150,
or about a 35 per cent cut. All in all we have exempted
from land tax aged care facilities, other supported
residential services and rooming houses. That reduction
is backdated to January 2004, which is something that
the ageing population will be pleased about.
One thing that has struck my electorate particularly is
the first home buyers bonus. There are a lot of first
home buyers in my electorate of Yuroke. It is one of the
areas where a lot of people applied, and I have certainly
had people in my office asking to see the Treasurer so
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they can thank him personally for allowing them to buy
their first homes.
Mr Doyle — Name them.
Ms BEATTIE — They are quite willing to give
their names to the Treasurer and to other people, but
certainly not to go on some Liberal Party hit list.
I now want to direct my attention to the education
system, my special interest. Along with the health
budget, the government has really excelled itself
here — $868 million extra for our education system.
What a bonus that is! We are really seeing the results of
the extra capital that has been put in every year by the
Bracks government. We have seen literacy and
numeracy skills increase; we have seen massive capital
works and massive investment in the education
infrastructure. When there is work to be done on a
school we do not just close it down and sell it off to a
land developer. We rebuild it and make it one of the
best in the state, so what I want to go on to is some of
those capital works.
Education is our no. 1 priority and will continue to be
so. We will be giving our children and the children of
the future the best start they can possibly have. If you
are a child or a young student Victoria is the place to
be, and I have to say Yuroke is particularly the place to
be, but there are a lot of other places that have benefited
from this, not just in my electorate. We have
$280.5 million for a school construction and
modernisation program. Those funds will provide
$145.5 million for modernisation projects at more than
50 schools and $94 million for the construction and
completion of 16 new schools or replacement schools
in growth areas at Tarneit Primary School near
Werribee, Mill Park Lakes Secondary College, Nichols
Point school at Mildura and a host of other schools.
There is also $27.8 million to drive excellence through
specialisations in secondary school, including building
new facilities for science and technology, arts,
languages, sport, design and music; and $2.8 million for
a new rural learning residential campus for year 9
students. So you can see we are tackling education and
maintaining education as the no. 1 priority by putting
money into it, by improving facilities and improving
teachers and teaching.
I would now like to turn specifically to my electorate of
Yuroke. For some people on the other side of the house
who may never get to the northern suburbs, Yuroke is
comprised of the older areas of Tullamarine, Gladstone
Park and Greenvale, and new growth areas like
Roxburgh Park and Craigieburn, which have seen
massive growth. In the 2002 election a new primary
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school was promised for 2005. It was promised in 2002
and it has students in 2005 — two short years from
promise to delivery.
Health services are also needed and I want to touch
upon a couple of those. One is $25 million for 32 new
beds at the Northern Hospital, again catering for that
growth area. A really exciting project is the super-clinic
at Craigieburn — one of three occurring around
Melbourne, the other two being at Lilydale and Melton.
The land has been purchased, a community advisory
group is working on design and now we have the
money for construction. So that is going ahead.
Education projects in my electorate include
$5.4 million for the Craigieburn education complex.
That is a co-located primary school and a secondary
college. There will be 11 new classrooms, an upgrade
to the library and shared facilities. It is a great facility. I
congratulate the school council of that shared facility
because the primary school was offered money last year
and it actually volunteered to delay its work so that all
the works could begin at once. That was extraordinarily
generous on its part. There is $1.1 million to
Westmeadows primary school. What can I say about
Westmeadows primary? In the Kennett government
years it was a school comprised entirely of portable
buildings. We have built permanent classrooms. We are
upgrading the library and upgrading the staff facilities.
There is also the Schoolyard Blitz program, as we call
it, through which $5500 has been given to a lot of the
schools in my area. They are most grateful for that and
looking forward to it.
In conclusion, I think this is a tremendous budget. It
builds on the other Bracks budgets by providing
infrastructure, true tax reform and jobs for people. We
have seen record jobs growth. One of the most exciting
projects in this budget is the relocation of the
Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market to
the Epping area. This is a great location for the fruit and
vegetable markets because all the growers wanted to go
to the northern side of the town. All the market
stakeholders wanted to go to Epping.
An honourable member — When?
Ms BEATTIE — The member has asked ‘When?’
before. He should be patient; he will get his chance to
challenge. Stop asking when. Ask your leader when!
The markets going to Epping will be a great bonus for
the northern suburbs. The users of the market will not
have to go to the other side of the city. All the
infrastructure is there with the Craigieburn bypass
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being built by VicRoads, which is a tremendous
project.
I congratulate the Treasurer on another fine budget. The
Treasurer is my near neighbour seat-wise so I share a
special interest with him in the northern suburbs. I
commend the Appropriation (2005/2006) Bill and wish it
a speedy passage through the house. The great 2005–06
budget builds on the previous budgets that have been so
good for Victoria, maintaining the AAA credit rating and
giving us true taxation reform and not just a few flimsy
dollars in a tax cut. It has made Victoria a great place to
raise a family.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — There is
no doubt that the budget brought down every year is the
major piece of legislation of any government. It spells
out what the government is going to do. It is probably
worth reflecting on that role of state government. What
is it that state governments do? The answer is that we
deliver services and infrastructure. That is what a good
state government does. It does it either of itself or in
partnership with local government, the federal
government or indeed with private enterprise. However,
this government has turned self-congratulation into an
art form.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DOYLE — Let me just finish the sentence for
you. It has turned self-congratulation into an art
form — that is, congratulating itself on doing a not very
good job at the most basic tasks of state government.
And that is in times of relative prosperity. Times are
good in Victoria, as I will spell out in a moment.
I would love to have the time in this contribution to
look at the advertising budget of this state government.
It seems that you cannot pick up a daily newspaper
without a glossy insert falling out featuring one or
another of the ministers. You cannot turn on the
television without seeing another advertisement with or
authorised by the Premier, for that matter. I doubt that
there has ever been a government in our history, state or
federal, that has spent more on advertising, promoting
and congratulating itself for doing the basic job of state
governments — and in some cases not a very good
job — which is providing services and infrastructure.
As I said, this is a prosperous time for Victoria. The
revenue is rolling in.
Ms Delahunty interjected.
Mr DOYLE — ‘Good management’, interjects the
minister, but I would point out the windfall gains in
GST, in stamp duty, in land tax, in police fines, in
gaming revenue, in dividends from our public
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authorities and in insurance taxes. There have been
windfall gains over the last five or six years in varying
degrees in each of those taxes. That revenue rolling in
has propped up enormous expenditure from the other
side of the house. As the shadow Treasurer, the
member for Box Hill, pointed out in his — as usual —
first-rate presentation to the house last Thursday, it is
remarkable that when this side of the house left
government, the state spent about $19.1 billion, which
was a considerable sum. This year when the Treasurer
brings out his budget it is to spend $30.3 billion. I think
Victorians have every right to ask what exactly they are
getting for that extra $11 billion of expenditure that this
state budget brings down.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DOYLE — We will come to that. The
government loves to congratulate itself on providing
education, law and order, and health services. In fact
that is what state governments do. I hope I will have
time to come back to that. There is no doubt that it is
high taxing — we will come back to land tax in a
moment — but it is also high spending. As I have said,
it spent $30.3 billion this year. The interesting part is to
ask what you get for it. The rhetoric from the state
government is always interesting. It does not actually
talk about results; what it talks about is how much it
spends in each area as if those two were the same thing.
And they are not. It talks about spending, not about
results.
Ms Delahunty interjected.
Mr DOYLE — The minister at the table says, by
interjection, ‘School retention rates’. We would all
agree — we both have an interest in education — that
for some children retention at school is an admirable
outcome; for others it is not necessarily the way to go. I
am not suggesting that anyone would not benefit from
staying at school for as long as possible if that is for
them. But I would also like to see some emphasis given
to encouraging young people, who perhaps are not
going to benefit by staying to the end of year 12, to
choose an alternative and equally valued destination
that goes towards the technical stream of education.
While school retention may be a good thing, it is not of
itself a good thing for all.
We hear often about spending rather than outcomes. I
know I must not take up interjections, Acting Speaker,
because I will not have time to get through this
contribution in the 15 minutes we are now allowed for
budget responses. The government is very good at
spending. It is interesting to look at its budget. If you
ask anybody in our community what the word ‘budget’
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means to them, they will say that there is a certain sum
of money and you can spend up to that but not beyond
because that gets you into trouble. Down that path real
danger lies. This government has overshot its own
budget every single year to the extent that it is now
$7.8 billion over the life of the Labor government. We
are running a healthy surplus this year, so people would
ask how that is the case.
If it cannot stick to its own budget, why is it that it
returns a surplus and expenditure keeps going up? The
answer, of course, is that revenue over that period has
grown even more than its own budget blow-outs. This
is windfall revenue, not budgeted revenue. The windfall
revenue over the same period has been $9.5 billion. It is
not prudent economic management that has kept us out
of trouble; it is the fact that it has had windfall gains.
We now have the right to ask what we get for it.
If you have those windfall gains, if you overshoot your
budget every year, you would expect that the centre of
this budget would have some heart. But when you look
at what this Labor government does, that is not the case.
It has had windfall gains and yet in many of its budget
measures last year and this year it has not just been
short-sighted, it has been cruel. I was astonished it did
not reverse the appalling decision to slug pensioners
and extract $80 on their car registration every single
year. Why would you not admit that you had done the
wrong thing and just return that concession to
pensioners? They are not going to give up driving and
their independence so they are just going to pay year
after year.
I was astonished that it did not reverse the heartless cap
on the multipurpose taxi program. There are now
people in our community nearing that cap and
becoming prisoners in their own homes. In fact the
clamour from those people will force this government
to back down on that very policy in the next weeks or
months because it is simply not sustainable to have
those people captive in their own homes. The pity is it
did not do that in this budget.
The question was asked today in this place about
scrapping the police in schools program. That is such a
basic thing. Everybody gives accolades to that program.
Why would you scrap it? Why would you not provide
services to children with disabilities? Last week I went
to Irabina, which provides services to children with
autism, and spoke to the people there. They are not
whingers, but they were demonstrating how over the
last five years their demand has risen exponentially and
yet funding for their children from this government has
fallen. They are finding it extremely hard in what I
would consider to be difficult circumstances to provide
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services to some of the most vulnerable people in our
community.
When you have windfall gains and revenue rolling in,
why would you not have a heart at the centre of your
budget? That is not what this government is about. It is
about the triumph of spin over substance, of the
announcement over results, of advertisement over
reality. That is what it has been bound up in — not in
actually producing results or demonstrating what we get
for that huge expenditure, but in promoting itself and
what it intends or proposes to do.
One thing that often gets thrown at the opposition is
that it has no policies. We hear that from the Treasurer
and all those opposite. I am going to demonstrate how
that is substantially wrong in two ways. In the first
instance we have now released over 36 policies that are
binding on the Liberal Party for the next state election.
Among them, by the way, is reversing this cruel cap on
the multipurpose taxi program and the $80 pensioner
rebate being restored to those pensioners. The
government should know we have policies because it
has actually stolen a few of them. We do not mind that
because we think they are good policies.
I was with my colleague and friend Mrs Andrea Coote
from another place earlier this year when she released a
policy on elder abuse. It was a very good policy on a
difficult and sensitive area. Sure enough, a couple of
months later the Labor government picked it up. I must
say I was admiring of the new police minister who was
very quick. I praised the shadow minister, the member
for Scoresby, who released a policy on hoons and cars
and confiscation. The new police minister was very
keen — he picked it up within a matter of days and
made it his own as indeed he did for move-on laws.
I was very pleased that the government picked up
something which it had not talked about until this
budget but which we have been talking about since the
last state election — that is, the rebuilding of the Royal
Children’s Hospital. We are delighted the government
picks up our policies. There are something like 36 or
40 other policies it could pick up. I would be delighted
if it would and turn them into government policy
because Victoria would be better off.
There is a second area where I want to demonstrate that
it is simply not true to say we have no policies. If I may
say, the member for Box Hill’s speech on the budget
was outstanding. There was a rather churlish criticism
made that there was no policy in that speech. That was
quite wrong. The member for Box Hill outlined exactly
how you could fix land tax which I will go to in a
moment. This late bucket of money will do no more to
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fix the land tax problems than last year when we were
told that land tax was fixed, a major reform package
was in place and we did not need to do anything else.
In the final couple of months before the state budget the
government was dragged kicking and screaming to offer
something. But it is still not a reform package. It is a
bucket of money that will be eaten up very quickly as
property values continue to rise. Until you fix that you
are going to have land tax problems for self-funded
retirees, investors and particularly for small businesses. If
the Treasurer had listened to the excellent contribution to
the debate by the member for Box Hill, he would have
heard that there is a program for fixing land tax. It is
pretty straightforward. It is a five-point plan. I have not
got time to go to the Attorney-General’s number of 5, 7
and 10-point plans, but this is a good plan.
The first is that you have to refund the rip-off. Partly it
went that way when it said it was not going to impose
land tax on aged care facilities, despite the fact that very
sneakily at the start of this year the government decided
it would do so by administrative fiat, by a direction
from the Treasurer’s office to the State Revenue Office.
But what about those people whose land tax bills have
risen exponentially — and I am talking twenty and
thirtyfold? What is in it for them? It is not in any way
going to help them this year or next year for those huge
increases that they have faced. So the first thing is to
refund the rip-off.
The second thing is that you have to allow people to
object at the time they get their land tax assessment.
They do not understand, when they get their council
rates, that there will be a magnifying factor as to when
they get their land tax bills. They have to be able to
object at that time. This was spelt out by the member
for Box Hill in his contribution.
The third thing — it is one of those difficult but
important ones — is that you have to end the indexation
regime. What you have to do is value individual
properties, because that indexation regime is artificial
and pumps up the land tax bill in a way that is quite
unsustainable.
The fourth thing is to value accurately, not value based
on this highest and best-use stuff. That is why land tax
has grown exponentially. You can pick where it will
happen — for example, in suburbs where the land
values are high and a business has a lot of land, such as
a car park, that is valued as if it were a 10-storey block
of flats or a 10-storey office block. That is simply not a
realistic valuation of that land. If you were a publicly
listed company and you as a director tried to put on
your books that type of value for your assets, you

APPROPRIATION (2005/2006) BILL
1124

ASSEMBLY

would be in jail. You would not be able to do it — but
somehow it is okay when you are valuing for land tax.
You have to remove that and value accurately.
Finally, you have to give the commitment that you will
adjust land tax rates with movements in the property
market. The Treasurer loves coming in here and telling
us that under the former government the land tax rate
was 5 per cent and he has reduced it to 4 per cent, so he
is doing so much better! As a state Treasurer, would he
rather collect, in revenue terms, 5 per cent of $100 000
or 4 per cent of $200 000? The rate, of course, is
entirely reliant on the property value when you are
looking at whether land tax is fair or not. We have
pointed to two examples of self-funded retirees and
small businesses. They include Rodney Hoad, from
Hoad Home Fashions, Ian Ingham, who is a self-funded
retiree, and the third, Miriam Webster, from DeMar
Timber and Hardware. I wish I had time to go into
those examples; I do not, but each demonstrates that
they are not better off under this land tax regime.
The government has made the boast that it will only
allow the rate to rise by 50 per cent. How generous!
Tell that to John Ribbands at the Metung pub: ‘By the
way, mate, you’re paying $80 000 this year, and it will
only be $120 000 next year!’. No wonder that pub is on
the market, and no wonder those employees will suffer.
My colleague and friend the member for Brighton, in
an excellent speech to the house immediately preceding
mine, outlined the problems with major projects. I do
not have time to go into them — she did it
admirably — but I will just say that this government
has invented a new triple bottom line when it comes to
major projects. Rail standardisation has disappeared off
the agenda; the very fast train project has blown out
enormously; and channel deepening is on hold. That is
the new triple bottom line of major projects — they
have either disappeared or blown out or are on hold.
I turn now to one measure which is astonishing, and
that is hypothecating traffic camera revenue to road
building. This is worthy of Joseph Heller. We are told
that speed cameras reduce speeding, that the revenue
from speed cameras is going to build roads and that we
are going to budget on more dollars from speed
cameras. Therefore we need those speed cameras to be
collecting more so we can build the roads, and therefore
speed cameras better not reduce speeding, otherwise we
will not have a road budget. How does that work? How
can that be sensible? The government is now relying on
people to break the law in order to build our roads.
What a remarkable policy that is!
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I wish I had time to go into the leaks. Suffice it to say I
can demonstrate that it is not the printer or finisher who
leaked this budget. Anyone who knows anything about
offset versus digital printing knows where that imagery
came from. It did not come from an offset printing
copy, it came from the download of a PDF file — and
there will be more of that later.
Even with all that revenue rolling in in the good times,
the government still has not learned. Still expenditure is
up by 7.6 per cent, but revenue is up by 4.2 per cent.
What is it relying on? Income from the commonwealth.
It is not a healthy or sustainable budget position to
continue to allow expenditure to increase.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — I am pleased to join
the debate on the 2005–06 budget. I want to explore
what the budget delivers for my local community.
Mr Cooper interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! I think the member for Mornington might leave
the chamber!
Mr ANDREWS — I am thankful for the protection,
Acting Speaker. It may time for an afternoon nap for
the member for Mornington! Firstly, in terms of
economic management and performance, the budget
delivers strong fundamentals moving forward. It
honours in full our important commitment to deliver at
least a $100 million surplus. Indeed the budget will
deliver a strong operating surplus of some $365 million
next year and healthy surpluses averaging $394 million
across the out years. This is a strong and responsible
financial position.
Secondly, the budget delivers record infrastructure
investment of some $3 billion in 2005–06, averaging
out at $2.6 billion over the following four years — a
quite massive boost to the infrastructure that builds
stronger communities and improves the services
available to all Victorians, no matter where they live or,
importantly, what they do for a living. Importantly the
budget has been AAA rated, with Standard and Poor’s
confirming Victoria’s credit rating immediately after
the budget was brought down.
Looking at economic growth, Victoria has done much
of the heavy lifting in recent times. Growth in our state
was 3.7 per cent in 2003–04, with solid growth
projected in each of the forward years. So in overall
terms the budget is in strong surplus, growth is solid
and our credit rating has been confirmed — and the
budget delivers record infrastructure spending both this
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year and right across the forward years. That is a very
strong position.
There are also substantial tax cuts. I will not go into the
detail of those — my good friend the member for
Burwood, the parliamentary secretary to the Treasurer,
has dealt with them — but there are cuts to land tax and
other changes to tax thresholds. I make the point that
Victoria is a competitive and attractive place in which
to do business, and that is in no small part due to the tax
reform agenda of this Treasurer and this government,
both in this and in previous budgets. Good economic
management means that good governments can invest
in the services we rely upon. This budget invests in
better basic services in health and education, in building
a safer community and in other services important to all
Victorians.
I will spend some time outlining the budget’s
commitment to health and hospitals, an area that I have
something to do with. As we work to meet the
challenges posed by an ageing population and the
advent of new and expensive technologies and
substantial advances in clinical practice, the Bracks
government is delivering real improvements, not spin,
to our health system. I note the member for Ivanhoe
proudly attended the opening of the $376 million
Austin Hospital. That is not about spin, that is about
bricks and mortar in public hands and delivering real
services to real people — concepts that are foreign to
those opposite.
I want to deal with the improvements in basic health
services in three ways, looking at capital investment,
growth in recurrent funding and innovations in
diversion and demand management strategies. Good
facilities such as the new Austin Hospital are essential
to good health care. That is why we have worked so
hard over the last five years to ensure our hospital
buildings are upgraded and improved to meet the
challenges and increased demands that the future holds.
The Austin Hospital and the Casey Hospital at Berwick
are two great examples of this government’s approach
to fabric and to putting in place the best possible
hospital buildings to provide the best possible services.
We have delivered in spades in this budget in relation to
improvements in hospital capital. In that area of
Victoria that was referred to as the toenails, where I
grew up, this year’s budget delivers massive
investment. Indeed the spend in health in rural Victoria
exceeds the amount that the Kennett government would
spend on health right across the state. What a staggering
endorsement of this government’s approach, and what
an absolutely amazing figure. Those opposite ought to
hang their heads in shame. This year more is being
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spent by this government on health capital works in
country Victoria than the previous government would
spend in health capital works across the whole state.
To give members a feel for it, the Geelong Hospital
received $26.1 million, and Wangaratta, my old home
town, received $11 million for a nursing home
redevelopment. The Mount Alexander Hospital
received $9.9 million for an aged care redevelopment,
and the East Grampians Health Service received
$7.5 million for an Ararat nursing home development.
The Portland Health Service — I see the member for
South-West Coast is in the chamber, and I am sure he
will applaud loudly — received $7.5 million for a
nursing home and day-care unit, and Goulburn Valley
Health received $7 million for a further upgrade of
Shepparton Hospital — and I was up in Shepparton
recently, and we are putting in money there hand over
fist.
Rural Ambulance Victoria, which I have some
responsibility for, will receive $6.8 million in funding
for stage 3 of its communications infrastructure
upgrade. The member for Narracan is pretty pleased
about the fact that the West Gippsland Healthcare
Group in Warragul will receive $6.7 million for a
community and mental health redevelopment. And
Bairnsdale hospital will receive $5 million for an
accident and emergency redevelopment. The Beaufort
and Skipton Health Service redevelopment in Skipton
will receive $5 million. And $1.2 million will go to new
Rural Ambulance Victoria services elsewhere. Do you
see a trend emerging here, Acting Speaker? This is
called real investment that delivers real service
improvements for real people. That is what this is
about.
There will also be flow-on benefits to rural
communities from $35 million worth of new medical
equipment; from new ambulance vehicles, funded by a
$3.7 million boost; and from $20 million in general
infrastructure funding for general hospital works,
energy and the like.
Compare and contrast that massive investment in rural
Victoria with the seven years of the previous
government, when rural communities in places like
Clunes, Mortlake, Beeac, Birregurra, Elmore and
McArthur — and I could go on — lost their hospitals.
Those hospitals were closed down: they were shut and
gone forever. Compare and contrast this budget, which
builds new hospitals and improves existing ones, with
previous Kennett government budgets that slashed
hospital spending and closed the doors of hospitals in
rural Victoria.
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Mr Holding interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who is at the table, says, ‘Shame’.
It is a shame. Indeed it is an absolute disgrace, and
those opposite ought to be eternally embarrassed.
I turn now to the new capital investment being provided
to support the rapid growth in population and service
demands in metropolitan Melbourne. Again if you look
just at Melbourne’s east you will see something similar
to what we saw in country Victoria. In terms of health
capital works the east of Melbourne receives more than
what the previous government used to spend across the
state. That is a staggering figure indeed. It provides a
stark contrast, one which demonstrates who in this
chamber is committed to delivering decent health care
across Melbourne.
I will give the house a flavour of some of the capital
improvements for metropolitan Melbourne.
Super-clinics in Melton, Craigieburn and Lilydale will
receive $42 million. The stage 1 redevelopment of the
Royal Children’s Hospital — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — I see the Leader of the
Opposition is claiming credit for that. No, we are in
government, the Leader of the Opposition is not. He has
an absolutely appalling record of closing the doors of
hospitals, not rebuilding new ones, for children or
otherwise. No credit will go to that side of the house for
this $37.9 million upgrade. The Eastern Health mental
health redevelopment will receive $32.1 million. The
new Knox subacute facility is very important, as you
will appreciate, Acting Speaker, coming from the east
of Melbourne. It will have 60 beds — 30 step-down
rehabilitation beds and 30 palliative care beds — at a
cost of $30 million.
I was at the Northern Hospital recently to announce
some child health team funding. As the member for
Yuroke mentioned, the hospital will get a $24.5 million
redevelopment. The Royal Melbourne Hospital will get
$12 million for an energy upgrade. Last week I was at
the Monash Medical Centre in Clayton, which was very
pleased to receive $10 million for a complete rebuild of
its accident and emergency facility. The Maroondah
Hospital will receive a further $10 million to continue
its redevelopment. Austin Health will receive
$8.1 million for a further redevelopment of its mental
health facilities.
Eastern Health will receive $6.4 million for a
community care unit, and the Alfred hospital will
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receive $2.23 million for a psychiatric intensive care
unit. That is a record of quite staggering investment. It
is a record of putting in rather than taking out and a
record of providing the health infrastructure that our
communities need. There can be no debate and no
doubt about it. It is not about spin; this is about bricks
and mortar. It unequivocally delivers real services to
real people. Rather than talking about spin over
substance, the Leader of the Opposition ought to be
saying sorry. He ought to apologise for having
destroyed health in this state. We are cleaning up his
mess, and all he can do is talk about spin over
substance. What a disgrace!
I will now talk about mental health and about growth
funding more broadly. I and all members who sit on
this side of the house are proud of what we have done
in this area. One of those who sat on this side of the
house — namely, Jeff Kennett — is also pretty happy
and pretty proud of this. I give him credit for giving
credit where it is due. I commend him for the work he
does for the beyondblue foundation and the national
depression initiative, which we as a government are
pleased to support.
I am proud to speak in support of the most significant
boost to mental health services in many years. This
$180.3 million package, announced as part of A Fairer
Victoria, is about better outcomes for patients and their
families. It is a boost that will open up capacity in the
system and provide critical support in areas of high
demand, like Melbourne’s east.
The highlights of the mental health package — in
addition to the capital I have spoken about totalling
some $55 million and the nearly $200 million of
investment undertaken in the first term of our
government — include $124.8 million over four years
to expand services, boosts to community-based care, a
new base-price and funding model for our vibrant and
very important psychiatric disability and rehabilitation
support services (PDRSS) sector, measures to better
tackle clients with dual diagnosis and clients suffering
homelessness and a greater focus on paediatric mental
health care.
There is also an important boost to support our
dedicated professional mental health work force. At the
moment I chair a task force for undergraduate nurse
education in the mental health field and that is one area
where we are looking to bring about some
improvements.
Going back to the PDRSS sector, I was pleased to chair
a pricing review at the request of the Minister for
Health. That review began in January last year and I am
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proud to say that it has delivered a new funding model
and a base-price increase of $4.96 million indexing up
to $20.8 million over the next four years. PDRSS in this
state do a great job. This price and new funding model
put them on a more sustainable footing. I thank them
for their contribution and I am proud to have played a
role in securing those additional funds.
Staggering investments have been made in mental
health funding to provide the best possible mental
health care. We have more to do, but this is a very
important step acknowledged by both sides of politics. I
note my good friend the member for South Barwon,
who has a longstanding interest in mental health issues,
obviously agrees with the significant boost of some
$180.3 million.
The third and final point I wish to talk about in relation
to health spending concerns growth funding more
broadly and innovation. Today 67 per cent more is
spent in total health funding than was spent in the last
budget of the Kennett government of 1999–2000 —
that is, $1.67 is spent now for every dollar spent by the
previous government. Not a bad record! Looking at just
acute health, this year’s budget provides 71 per cent
more than was spent in the last budget of the Kennett
government. We are delivering outcomes, treating more
patients and delivering better quality care right across
the state.
On top of this there are all sorts of initiatives in meeting
the challenge of reform, including the new 24-hour
health assist line and $30 million to perform
10 000 additional procedures as part of an elective
surgery blitz. In community health, $4.7 million will
address strategies in chronic illness, which is another
area I am proud to be involved with. The list goes on
and on.
Time is against me, but I finish by mentioning a couple
of projects that are important to my local community.
Funding of $10 million will upgrade facilities at
Monash Medical Centre, and my electorate is serviced
by that wonderful hospital. Some $4.7 million will be
spent on roadworks to add a third lane to Ferntree Gully
Road at Wheelers Hill. A further $2.9 million will be
provided for stage 2 of redevelopment works at
Wheelers Hill Secondary College, a fine local school,
taking its total redevelopment spend by this government
to about $5.2 million. I congratulate Anne Coughlin
and her team at the school on their great work.
Similarly, Mulgrave Primary School will benefit from a
small but significant investment of $5500 through the
Schoolyard Blitz initiative. Ron Major, the principal,
and his team do a great job there. It is a fine local
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school and the money will be well spent to improve the
amenity of the school.
There are a number of needy Catholic schools in my
local community. I have written to them and informed
them of the $150 million boost for them. Obviously the
money has not been allocated by the Catholic
Education Office, but the schools are happy with the
additional support, and we as a government are proud
to have been able to provide it.
This is a budget that delivers in spades. It delivers a
significant boost to health and provides sound
economic management, a solid surplus, strong growth
and sound financial management. Good governments
invest in better basic services. That is the record of this
government. It is not about spin over substance; it is
about real improvements to real services that affect real
people. I commend the bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to comment on the
2005–06 state budget in the context of what country
people, in particular the constituents of the electorate of
Benalla, expect of the state government.
Our expectations include: reward for personal
endeavour and the encouragement of wealth
generation; a safe, secure community in which to raise
a family; quality of life and employment opportunities
which will encourage young people to return to country
Victoria; support for the most vulnerable members of
our community, especially the frail elderly and the
disabled; equitable access to education and community
services in general; good governance, including
efficient, responsible management of our money; and
protection and enhancement of our environment.
I strongly endorse the comments made by the Leader of
The Nationals on the budget and his comments this
morning on the government’s A Fairer Victoria —
Creating Opportunity and Addressing Disadvantage. I
also commend the member for Box Hill for his
excellent assessment of the budget and his exposure of
significant misrepresentations of the truth by the
Treasurer.
I turn to the issue of reward for personal endeavour and
the creation of wealth-generating capability. Look just
at the government’s own review of red tape and see
what it is doing to confound that ideal, with
69 regulators and 26 000 pages of legislation and
regulation. There are problems identified with land-use
planning, native vegetation management and issues
surrounding food safety, the environment, occupational
health and safety and the child employment bill.
Insufficient funding is going into infrastructure: roads
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and bridges have fallen short in country Victoria and
natural gas is not being delivered in country Victoria.
My plea to the Treasurer is that he look favourably with
open eyes and a fresh mind to the opportunities we seek
to grow wealth in the Upper Kiewa Valley area and that
he support a funding proposal to seal the Bogong High
Plains Road. There is a tremendous opportunity coming
up with $2 million worth of local input in the form of
rock and gravel being made available, and I hope that
the Treasurer will take that on board to help create
wealth in our environment.
I turn to our expectations of a safe, secure community
in which to raise a family, and more particularly to look
at our police numbers. A review was undertaken of the
staffing in the Mount Beauty, Bright and Mansfield
areas and the police minister has replied to a request
from me and indicated, based on figures there, that
things are ticking along okay in relation to crime. But
that is at the expense of the wellbeing of the local
police. They are under stress. They find it particularly
hard to perform during the winter months when they
are required to cover the snowfields, and whilst they are
doing an outstanding job it is with some consequence to
their personal wellbeing. In recent times we have had a
shutdown of the Wangaratta police station because of
insufficient staff. They just could not be there.
The police in schools program is an issue often raised
with me at the moment. Parents, principals and police
all support the retention of police involvement in our
schools, particularly in primary schools, because that is
where at-risk young people can be exposed to police
and can develop normalised working relationships with
and respect for our police. I strongly implore the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to ensure
that it remains in our police program.
Similarly, I seek an ongoing and increased commitment
for police on the beat. I had the opportunity, with the
minister’s blessing, to go out with Benalla police a
couple of weeks ago. Their performance on the beat
and dealing with young people was very good. I
encourage that; it is a proactive approach to policing
that is going to help reduce the hooning, the drinking in
public places and the occasional unacceptable violence,
so let us keep police on the beat.
I thank the Treasurer for making funding available for
the Murchison police station, but I look for further
funding coming into the area, particularly for the
erection of buildings in Euroa to house all the combined
emergency services. There is a great opportunity for
those services — the Country Fire Authority, the State
Emergency Services and the ambulance service — to
be co-located so they can work together. Similarly, in
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Nagambie there is an opportunity to do the same, with
the drive coming from the local people. I ask that that
be supported when the push is made to the Treasurer
and the police minister.
In relation to community safety, we have major issues
with rail crossings in our area, particularly over the
main Melbourne–Sydney railway line. I acknowledge
the personal interest and commitment by the Minister
for Transport to fix the Avenel rail crossing after many
months — in fact years — of delays. It has now been
fixed and we celebrated that last week at Avenel with a
lot of very happy residents. I say to the minister, ‘Well
done’, but let us keep going and address many more of
those rail crossing problems before we have accidents
and deaths.
I look now at the quality of life and employment
opportunities to encourage our young people to return
to country Victoria. Let us look hard at our sporting
clubs, especially the football and netball clubs that are
struggling under the weight of bureaucracy and the
need to generate income. I ask the government to look
at the results of the parliamentary committee inquiry
into country football and netball clubs and to take on
board and act on the minority recommendation for
$20 million to be allocated to those clubs to see them
through the next four years. That is a highly desirable
recommendation; if we pump that money in, then clubs
like Euroa, which is looking for new facilities to use as
a base for several community activities, will not have to
go out on Sunday mornings and run chook raffles and
lamington drives, and all the other fundraising activities
that consume so much of volunteers time.
I also look more broadly at community groups. We
must make it easier and not harder for volunteers. The
movements on the public liability insurance issue have
addressed those concerns, which were absolutely
ripping the heart out of our community groups, but we
still need to keep an eye on that and make sure that
public liability premiums are practicable and reduced to
a more affordable level. Where small groups — which
are the heart and soul of our country communities —
cannot fund those premiums, what about consolidated
revenue kicking in so that we can keep them going?
We must also apply some commonsense to the working
with children bill. The draft bill that went around the
traps was absolutely crazy and over the top, showing a
complete lack of appreciation of the realities. We want
to protect our children against depraved sex offenders
but we must do it practically so that we do not cruel
volunteers, parents and others who want to help in
sporting clubs, art clubs and general community groups.
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Let us apply some commonsense to that legislation,
which is being drafted at the moment.
We also need to look at the support given to vulnerable
members of our community, especially the frail elderly
and the disabled. The government has failed there in
relation to the multipurpose taxi program. It would be
so simple to fix that: increase the dollars and deliver. It
is a small cost and if it is managed properly the fraud
and corruption that precipitated the lowering of the cap
can be addressed so that those who need it, the frail
elderly in country Victoria who often do not have
access to public transport, can get about and continue to
lead meaningful and satisfying lives and contribute to
their community as volunteers.
Energy costs in country Victoria are hurting with a
capital H. Why? Because it is more difficult to get
firewood as a result of the locking up of our parks.
There is also an issue with the non-delivery of natural
gas, which I will come back to. If we are not to have
natural gas connections in our area, what about having
better energy rebates for those in need?
When we look at respite care we see many ageing
carers looking after their disabled adult children. Those
ageing carers are at their wits’ end, worn out
emotionally and physically. They need help; they need
a break from caring for disabled people and we need to
be kicking in and helping them more.
Public dentist waiting lists extend to four years or more.
Why? In the case of north-east Victoria there are
actually dental seats available but we cannot get
dentists. Why? There is a challenge to get professionals
to country Victoria. We appreciate that one of the
reasons we have difficulty getting public dentists is that
the salaries being offered to public dentists are lower
than those in the private sector, so of course it is going
to be hard.
I look now at equitable access to education and
community services in general. There are some goods
things in the education budget. We are pleased that
airconditioning has come through to our schools now,
but not without a long fight by many people. Similarly,
we are pleased that Star 6 funding is again back on
track and we thank the minister for that, but again it
needed work on the part of lots of people who lobbied
to make it happen. Money is also coming through for
school cleaners, but why was there a six-month lead
time between the costs going up and the government
making this money available? The school principals
and the school councils went through a lot of
unnecessary stress. Let us get on the front foot with
management.
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I refer to school maintenance budgets. The schools are
telling me there is insufficient money for maintenance,
so while we have the great initiative of broadband
connections to all our schools, which we applaud, in
many situations the computers might be whoopy-do but
the buildings in which the children are housed may well
be falling down around them.
On a positive note we acknowledge the contribution of
the government of $450 000 to the Mansfield
Secondary College which was announced earlier this
year. That was a good contribution and is much
appreciated by the Mansfield community. The ongoing
funding of the capital upgrading of Bright P–12 College
is also appreciated.
We are hurting in relation to community services,
including neighbourhood centres. There is funding for
new centres but insufficient funding for the
maintenance of existing centres and insufficient
funding for adequate salaries for the project
coordinators. That is not good enough. If we look at the
need for good governance, including the efficient and
responsible management of our money, we need look
no further than Lake Mokoan. It is a classic example of
incompetence and dishonesty, or both. The information
on which the decision was made to decommission Lake
Mokoan was incomplete and flawed. There will be a
cost blow-out of the order of $10 million to $20 million
if the government is to deliver on its commitment to
maintain security of supply to irrigators and to have
world standard wetlands and not havens for pest plants
and animals.
When we look at the need for responsible financial
management we need look no further than the Little Bit
Faster train. I need say no more: it is a disaster! I say to
the Treasurer, ‘Remember, John, it is our money!’ If we
look at management in general there are opportunities
to make savings. I know that despite the continuing
income coming in to the state budget, it cannot go on
forever. Just because you put money into a project does
not mean you are getting value for money. In my daily
work dealing with people concerned about delivering
services I see gross inefficiencies in some of our service
providers.
With the provision and coordination of services to the
disabled I am called to go to meetings and to mediate at
these meetings to ensure disabled people are getting
adequate support. Up to 10 agencies will come to those
meetings, but they have not done their homework
before they get there. They think that having a meeting
is an end in itself and do not realise that they should
come to a meeting prepared to say what they can
deliver and at the meeting commit to what they can
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deliver and then get on with life. They think meeting
after meeting is the way to fill in the day. Similarly,
with youth service providers. There are over 40 youth
service providers in Benalla. That is great, but the lack
of coordination is abysmal. They need to get their heads
together and to share common information and the fine
details, and the privacy requirements do not prevent
that. You need to get the client to sign approval for that
to happen. We need efficiencies in the way we do
things because then we can make the money we are
putting in go further.
We must protect and enhance our environment. I agree
100 per cent with that, but let us do it with a rational
and logical approach. I should say Parks Victoria and
the Department of Sustainability and Environment have
improved. We applaud the increased focus on fuel
reduction — keep it up, but try to manage the burns
better than what happened at Wilson’s Promontory this
year. Fuel control and fire control tracks should be
happening. There is movement on weed control but
there is still a way to go. A lot more dollars will be
required. The government seems to be walking away
from its responsibility for wild dogs. When we come
from public to private land, the Department of Primary
Industry is walking away from its responsibilities in
ensuring compliance with existing laws, and I will
come back to that later in another presentation.
In closing, I indicate that as we have seen with
Scoresby it is not always as we are told. Lake Mokoan
has reinforced that, and we have the most recent
situation with Lake Mokoan of a proposal to resell
some land. The intending purchasers have been told a
porky. If that is not a porky, then what the irrigators
security of supply committee has been told is a porky.
One way or another porkies are being told.
Look at natural gas. The government could not deliver
and we now have the situation of the member for
Seymour having to apologise to the people of
Alexandra for not delivering on natural gas. At least he
has the courage to do that. I ask: who will apologise to
the people of Bonnie Doon, Mansfield, Myrtleford and
Bright? I call on the government to govern for all
Victorians.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I have great pleasure
in contributing to the debate on the Appropriation
(2005/2006) Bill and in doing so acknowledge that on
7 May we had the grand opening — I use the
expression ‘grand opening’ deliberately — of the
Austin Hospital and the relocation of the Mercy
Hospital for Women. As the Premier said on that
occasion, this is a major project delivered on time and
on budget. I cannot emphasise that enough. All you
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hear from the opposition members is a litany of points
they are trying to make, but they hardly ever mention
the Austin — on time and on budget! The opposition
hardly ever mentions Federation Square but I can
remember the ongoing cost of Federation Square.
Let us get back to the good news for my electorate. I
emphasise again that the Austin Hospital has been
delivered on time and on budget. Over 1000 people
attended the official opening on 7 May. I can report to
the house that on the open day over 25 000 people went
through the Austin and the Mercy. A large part of the
Mercy was not open for display because they were
preparing to move in. I can report to the house that the
first baby has been born at the Mercy on the weekend,
and the first set of twins, so the Mercy hospital is fully
operational and, from what I have been told, is full and
is completely at capacity already. Well done to the
Mercy hospital.
The Premier was present to officially open the Austin,
as were the Minister for Health, Ms Pike, the Minister
for Major Projects in the other place, Mr Lenders, the
Treasurer, Mr Brumby, and more. It was a grand
opening and a fabulous day. Some of the people who
came through the hospital pointed out to me that only a
Labor government could do this, and I can only agree
with that. Only a Labor government could stop the
privatisation of the Austin Hospital, which it did within
three days of coming to government in 1999. We put in
$376 million to completely redevelop the hospital and
relocate the Mercy hospital. The previous government
was talking about building better hospitals and talked
about it for quite some time, including the Austin
Hospital, but never did a thing — absolutely nothing. It
talked, talked and talked.
I recall the response of the former member, who is
unfortunately no longer with us, when he was asked
about the rumours circulating about the Austin Hospital
and whether the previous government was going to sell
it. His response, which was his undoing, was that the
Austin Hospital would not close. It was a careful
answer but people saw through it. In comparison to the
previous government, which talked about building
better hospitals, this government actually did it. It
allocated $376 million for development in the Ivanhoe
electorate. I can also report to the house that
$11.5 million was allocated for the community health
centre and $8.1 million was allocated in this budget for
phase 2 of the mental health precinct for the Austin
Hospital — approximately $10 million for phase 1 was
announced last year. Over $400 million has been spent
in the health/major project budgets in my electorate. I
defy anyone in this house to get more money for such
major projects, which will not just benefit my electorate
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but will benefit the entire north-eastern region of
Melbourne. The Mercy hospital services not just the
north-east but the entire state and southern New South
Wales.
I am involved in the Lions House project which is
endeavouring to construct a house. We have a
temporary building now to house people from interstate
and intrastate who come to the Mercy for long periods.
Babies born at 25 or 26 weeks can spend a lot of time at
the Mercy hospital, and it is imperative their mothers,
fathers and perhaps siblings can be around them.
Unfortunately not all the babies survive, but it is
important that we can provide cheap accommodation
for the families, and that is what the Lions House is all
about. I hope to report in future to the house that we
have raised the funds. Lions across Victoria are behind
it.
I refer back to the opening of the hospital. Many things
were said at the opening and I would like to read to the
house my contribution to the flyer. I said that the
opening of the new Austin and Mercy hospitals at
Heidelberg is not only a testament to the Bracks
government’s commitment to health but it also honours
my pledge to save the Austin Hospital, which I have
done and I am very pleased to be involved in it. The
$376 million, substantial as it is, is only part of the
$2 billion that we have spent on the health budget. It is
an enormous amount of capital works.
However, let us look at the facts. There have been
5700 nurses added to the system. It is amazing when
you think that in five years we have added 5700 nurses
to a system. What an horrific thought: if the Kennett
government had been re-elected, the Austin Hospital
would have been sold and privatised and there would
have been no additional nursing staff. What would our
health system be today? An absolute tragedy. It is the
same with education — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr LANGDON — It would be the same with
education. The number of teachers we have added to
the education budget and the capital works we have
delivered — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for South-West Coast will get the
call next. The member for Mordialloc will also have a
chance in a few minutes.
Mr LANGDON — What would our education
system be like if the Kennett government had been
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re-elected? We have done a lot to bring about these
things, and again my electorate has done exceptionally
well. This year it received $630 000 from memory to
build the hall at Bellfield Primary School. This adds up
to over $8 million of capital works within the Ivanhoe
electorate allocated to schools in my electorate. Again, I
say that is in addition to the 5300 teachers we have
employed to put into our schools.
I will now talk about the police. In previous budgets we
rebuilt the Heidelberg police station and commenced a
major development involving the courthouse next door.
We have actually connected the two together, so that
prisoners can be escorted from one building to the other
for their safety and that of the public. That is in addition
to the 1400 police we are in the process of employing,
honouring our budget commitments — again, a
testimony to this government and its commitment to
health, education and the safety of the community. I
believe our Minister for Police and Emergency Services
would know the figures for the crime rate that is down
23 per cent.
Mr Holding — It is 23 per cent below the national
average.
Mr LANGDON — Thank you, Minister. It is
23 per cent below the national average, which is
something exceptional.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Ivanhoe will ignore the
minister and refer his comments through the Chair.
Mr LANGDON — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
There are a lot of things involved in a community and I
would like to emphasise one aspect of it. I refer again to
the Austin Hospital opening. For many years since the
government came to office I have chaired a community
consultative committee. Today I would like to pay
tribute to that committee comprising more than
25 individuals and staff. I would like to refer to several
of them.
There are too many to mention them all, but I begin
with Mrs Merna Kent from the Austin Health
Volunteers and Heidelberg Auxiliary, who has been to
almost every meeting; Robert Winther, the veterans
liaison officer from the repatriation campus of Austin
Health, who has been to numerous meetings; Keith
Rossi, a state delegate from the RSL; Ms Suzy Byers,
president of the Mercy birth family centre, who has also
been to a great number of meetings; Cr Jenny
Mulholland, deputy mayor and former mayor for two
terms for the City of Banyule, who is also a very
regular attendee; Ruth Baker, who was involved in the
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mental health area; and John Wiles, project manager for
major development of the Austin Hospital. I would like
to give Mr Wiles due credit for not only attending the
consultative committee but also for all the work he has
done, along with Tony Michele, his right-hand man and
finance manager, who should also be given due credit. I
would also like to give credit to John Breguet from
Austin Health and to Glenn Cottee from Mercy Health.
One of the spin-offs — and there are a lot of spin-offs
from projects like the Austin Hospital — is that on the
corner of the Austin Hospital in Burgundy Street and
Studley Road was the Heidelberg RSL cenotaph. The
new hospital is basically right behind it. There were a
few concerns that after the new hospital was built the
cenotaph might be overlooked, but through the
ingenuity of various people it was decided — and it is a
credit to everyone involved — that when the workers
decided to park at the Austin they would donate a gold
coin. I believe they raised over $200 000 from those
voluntary car parking contributions, and $65 000 of that
amount went into restoring and renovating the
Heidelberg cenotaph. I had the great pleasure, along
with Jenny Macklin, the federal member, of unveiling
one plaque and two councillors unveiled another. It was
a great pleasure to be there.
There are also a few people I should thank in that area.
The include Robert Winther, who was very much
involved; David Termorshuizen, who was the
stonemason; Michael Hutchison from the City of
Banyule; Peter Quigley, the architect from Daryl
Jackson; Melina Thomas, an architect; and Bill
Brazenor, a structural engineer. However, without the
unions it would not have been possible to raise this
money. I would like to give credit to the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union, the Electrical
Trades Union, the shop stewards and organisers, and
again thanks to Baulderstone Hornibrook for agreeing
to participate in this; Grant Fenwick, the site manager,
was very much involved.
Of that fundraising of $200 000 some money went to
the Olivia Newton-John wellness centre, which is still
to be built. Some also went to this cenotaph project.
Another spin-off from the hospital development is the
great example of how the community, the unions and
everyone else can work together. It was with great pride
that I was there for the official unveiling on Anzac Day
of this year.
I know I have spoken for a lot of time on the Austin
Hospital, but one of the issues coming to the forefront
in my electorate in recent times has been land tax. I
know that the state government in last year’s budget
certainly took great measures to reduce land tax, but

Wednesday, 18 May 2005

now it has gone even further with $823 million cuts
over the next five years. The Treasurer said that 98 per
cent of all businesses and investors will not pay land
tax. That is a remarkable achievement over two budgets
involving millions and millions of dollars. I know that
the Treasurer has mentioned time and again that it was
the system we inherited from the previous government.
It might have had logical reasons for introducing such a
system, but we inherited the system and we have
reformed it. Accidents can occur, and obviously the
Kennett government’s policies and the unexpected land
tax increase to 5 per cent have put a burden on people. I
have great pride in saying that has been rectified by this
government.
I attended a breakfast earlier this week with the
Treasurer. The budget and the Treasurer were
exceptionally well-received by everyone involved. I
give credit to the Treasurer for his sixth budget, which
is a remarkable achievement. This government’s
budgets are getting better and better. I look forward to
seeing next year’s budget and what prosperity it brings
to the state. I commend the budget and the government
for such a magnificent paper.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — This budget
is a budget that former Labor treasurers Rob Jolly and
Tony Sheehan would have been proud of. It has six
features that are features of Rob Jolly and Tony
Sheehan-style budgets. The first is that it is a
high-taxing budget. There are record levels of state
taxation recorded in this 2005–06 budget. The second
feature that Rob Jolly and Tony Sheehan would have
been proud of is that it has some new creative and
innovative taxes that even Sir Humphrey would have
been proud of in terms of the government’s creativity in
being able to extract more taxes and new taxes from
Victorian taxpayers. The third feature typical of these
Labor budgets is that there is massive spending but
nothing to show for it in terms of service delivery.
Indeed we heard from the previous speaker, the
member for Ivanhoe, who waxed lyrical about the
government’s performance in health. But what he failed
to say was that in five years of the Bracks Labor
government, waiting lists have actually increased, not
decreased, waiting times have increased, not decreased,
and the number of people waiting for urgent and
semi-urgent surgery has increased. The output
measures are appalling despite this additional
expenditure because of the inefficiency and poor
management of the Bracks Labor government.
The fourth feature of a typical Labor government —
and this is one of the most disappointing features of this
budget — is that there is actually an increase in state
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debt in this budget. It is the first budget since the early
1990s, when the former Kennett coalition government
took over, that has an increase in state debt. I never
thought I would ever see the day that a Labor
government would be game to put Victoria back into
the red, but this government is putting Victoria back
into the red. I refer to budget paper 2, page 15:
… government net debt is projected to increase from
$1.9 billion at June 2005 to $5.0 billion at June 2009.

So under this government we have a 150 per cent
increase in state debt. This government is sending
Victoria back into debt, back onto the Bankcard, back
into the same economic mismanagement that was
characteristic of the Cain-Kirner years and the budgets
of Rob Jolly and Tony Sheehan.
The fifth feature of this typical Labor government is
that there are more cost blow-outs and delays with
major projects. We only have to look at the fast rail
project as a classic example of that. The sixth and final
feature of this typical Labor government budget is that
there is bugger-all in this budget for country Victoria,
which is absolutely typical of a city-centric Labor
government.
Let me just make a brief contrast between the budgets
we have seen at a federal level and the state budget. At
the federal level we saw tax cuts; money was returned
to the Australian taxpayers by the federal coalition
government. There was strong commonwealth service
delivery, excellent economic management and
investment in infrastructure that will deliver improved
economic conditions for Victoria. Under the state
budget we are getting increased taxation and a raft of
new taxes.
Let us have a look at some of the new taxes created by
the Bracks Labor government since its election. This
budget has the new car parking tax; the $80 motor
vehicle registration fee for pensioners, war veterans and
those on health care cards — an absolutely disgraceful
and cruel attack on the most disadvantaged in the
community; the $50 motorcycle tax; the indexation of
all taxes and charges; and the 5 per cent tax on water.
Every time they turn on the tap to clean their teeth,
every time they flush the toilet, families across Victoria
are paying new taxes to the Bracks Labor government.
It also has the coal tax — the increase in royalties on
coal, which will force up electricity prices; the increase
in forestry royalties by 20 per cent; and the
multipurpose taxi cap that really hurts the disabled and
disadvantaged in our community.
In my community I have people with disabilities and
people who are frail aged who are literally confined to
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their own homes because of this cruel, heartless cap on
the multipurpose taxi program. It is absolutely
disgraceful! Any government that pretends to care
about people would not have that cap on the
multipurpose taxi program. They have removed payroll
tax exemption for apprentices and trainees, which is
absolutely vital when we are trying to help young
people create skills and opportunities. And of course we
have massive new taxes on gamblers that will be paid
largely by the problem gamblers of this community.
Since 1998–99 under the Bracks Labor government
taxes have gone up by 52.5 per cent, or $740 per head
in additional state taxes and charges for all Victorians.
No wonder the Herald Sun editorial of 26 April
describes the Bracks Labor government as ‘a greedy
government’. It is a greedy government ripping off the
people of Victoria. Also, it is a high-spending
government with spending since 1998–99 going up
nearly 60 per cent — 58.7 per cent. But the real
question is: with this high-taxing, high-spending
government, are the people of Victoria getting value for
money?
Let me look at the people in country Victoria. An
article in the Weekly Times of 11 May this year by Paul
Weller, the president of the Victorian Farmers
Federation, who represents Victorian farmers, says:
Country Victorians have every right to feel like second-class
citizens, following the state budget handed down by the
Victorian government last week.

In particular he refers to the issue of roads, which are an
absolutely vital infrastructure for country Victoria in
both an economic sense and social sense. This is what
he says:
In our pursuit of greater road funding, we have stated strongly
that roads and bridges in country Victoria are falling apart and
that work is desperately needed to restore them to acceptable
standards.
In some areas the safety of road users is at risk.
Unfortunately, it appears the government has done nothing to
address the local road problem.
There was no new funding for rural local roads in the budget.

Indeed the budget actually provides a cut in funding for
rural roads — the most vital infrastructure in country
Victoria — because this city-centric government does
not understand or care about country Victoria.
I turn to some of the other issues in country Victoria. I
will look at budget paper 2, but first let us look at
page 129 of budget paper 3.
Mr Andrews interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Mulgrave has had his chance.
Dr NAPTHINE — In the Department of
Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, there
is a cut of 41.2 per cent in funding for investment
attraction; a cut of 36.7 per cent in funding for regional
development; and a cut of 7.6 per cent in funding for
marketing Victoria. There is a massive cut in funding in
this budget for regional and rural Victoria.
Let’s look at page 137 under regional infrastructure
development. There is a cut of 53.2 per cent in funding
for regional infrastructure development. In the budget
for 2004–05 there was $78.7 million for rural and
regional development. In this year’s budget it is
$36.8 million — as I said, a 53.2 per cent cut!
As I said also, there is a cut of 7.6 per cent in funding
for marketing Victoria — that is, less money to
promote tourism in regional and rural Victoria, which is
vital for jobs and the economy in country Victoria.
What does the budget say on page 139 of budget
paper 3? It says:
Target market advertising awareness levels are expected to
decline in NSW, Qld and SA as Tourism Victoria will be
reducing advertising campaign activity in their markets
during 2005–06.

So the government is saying it is cutting its advertising
budget to attract less tourists to Victoria in the next
financial year. That will mean less tourists in country
Victoria and less jobs for country Victoria.
Then let us look at the important issue of the Mildura
rail line. This is a classic example of what this
government says it is going to do and does not do. Let’s
look at Hansard of 30 May 2001. Mr Brumby, the
Minister for State and Regional Development, told
Parliament this:
… 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 rail freight links program to provide
standardisation of the rail freight gauge right across Victoria,
but particularly linking Mildura with Portland.

Then there was a press release from the Minister for
Transport who in June 2002 said that the first stage of
the Mildura line conversion would occur early the next
year. So that is what was said. But in this year’s budget,
some five years later, we get $8.7 million, and on
page 295 of budget paper 3 this appears:
Funding is provided to progress project planning and scope
development associated with the … Mildura … rail [line].
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So five years ago, in 2001, the government was going
to standardise the Mildura rail line. Now we have the
situation that not 1 metre of that track has been
standardised — great promises, but no delivery. They
are the greatest ‘gunnas’ of all time: they are gunna do
this, but they never deliver. The standardisation of the
rail line to Mildura is a classic example.
Budget paper 3 on pages 203 and 204 shows a 27 per
cent cut in funding for public land and sustainable
forest management. On page 334 it shows a decline of
7.7 per cent, or 8 per cent, in V/Line passenger
patronage in country Victoria between 2002–03 and
2003–04 — because this government does not care
about country rail services. This government is running
down the services. Where the West Coast Railway
provided an excellent service to Warrnambool, this
government conspired with the unions to take away that
service.
Then the greatest indictment of all time: on page 339,
on public dental service — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Mulgrave might wish to go and
have an early dinner!
Dr NAPTHINE — Budget paper 3 states:
Both waiting times for non-urgent dentures and
general/restorative care have substantially increased since
2001–02.

So we have the budget papers admitting that public
dental services have declined. They are a disgrace!
People in country Victoria have to wait four and five
years for general dental care and dentures. These are
people who are on health care cards, pensioners, the
disadvantaged and the frail aged — and they have to
wait five years for a new set of dentures! It is an
absolute disgrace and it has got significantly worse
under the Bracks Labor government because this
city-centric government simply does not care about
country Victoria.
On page 321 budget paper 3 reports a massive increase
in the brown coal royalty rate. This increase in the
royalty rate will deliver increases in electricity prices in
country Victoria. People in country Victoria will pay
more for electricity simply because this government is
increasing the royalty rate on brown coal by a massive
amount and people in country Victoria will pay more
for brown coal as a result. Any wonder that from
December 2003–04 regional unemployment is up
25 per cent. Some of the biggest increases in regional
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unemployment are in Ballarat South, Maryborough and
Bendigo, which are Labor seats.
This budget has failed to deliver in my own electorate
of South-West Coast. Indeed Warrnambool, which is a
major regional centre, hardly cracks a mention in the
whole of the budget papers. We searched and we could
not find a word. There was no money for the
south-west helicopter service, no money for the
Warrnambool hospital redevelopment, no money for
the Warrnambool ambulance headquarters or the new
Warrnambool State Emergency Service headquarters,
no money for Portland South Primary School, no
increased funding for the country neighbourhood
houses that need increases in recurrent funding, and no
money for the absolutely important fox bounty
program.
This government introduced the fox bounty program as
an election sweetener prior to 2002, and as soon as the
election was over it took the program away. Now foxes
are rampant in regional and rural Victoria. We have
Department of Primary Industries officers urging
people to go out and bait foxes, when what is needed is
a combined fox bounty and fox baiting program. Bring
back the fox bounty! In conclusion, this is a
high-taxing, high-spending, city-centric budget which
does nothing for country Victoria.
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the appropriation bill today. I
congratulate the Treasurer, his advisers and staff, and
the departmental staff in Treasury and Finance on
delivering a great budget. The Treasurer has delivered a
budget that is going to make Victoria the best place in
which to bring up a family.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, can we get the speakers turned up a little bit,
because I cannot hear what she is saying.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Ms MORAND — That we are making Victoria the
best place in which to bring up a family is supported by
data showing that Victoria’s population growth has
exceeded the national average for the first time in
40 years, and for the first time Melbourne is now
growing more rapidly than Sydney. People want to live
in Victoria, with its great government, great schools and
great education.
As a former health professional I am always pleased
and proud to be part of a government that is continuing
its already significant investment in our health services,
an investment that has increased by more than 50 per
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cent since 1999. I know that former colleagues of mine
who are still working in the health system really
appreciate the support and certainly notice the
difference in the investment in our health services. The
addition of 5700 nurses speaks for itself. It was great to
see the new Austin Hospital — I worked in the old
hospital for five years — open last week. It was a
fantastic hospital, and working there was particularly
satisfying for me. I am sure that all current and former
employees of the Austin Hospital are pleased to see the
new hospital open, because as we know, the former
government wanted to privatise the hospital.
I would like to share a story with members. After the
election in 1999 the then Minister for Health went out
to the hospital to make an announcement, and the staff
were asked to come into the auditorium to hear what he
had to say. When he told the staff that the hospital was
no longer on the list for privatisation the roar of
approval and support and the cheers from the staff in
that auditorium were probably heard all over Ivanhoe. I
wish the Liberals had been there to hear it, because
those staff did not want privatisation.
I agreed with the member for Mulgrave when he spoke
about the hypocrisy of the member for Malvern’s
speaking on health spending, because he was the
former Parliamentary Secretary for Health who
oversaw the slashing and burning of the health system.
The previous government crushed it like a sponge and
let it dry up, and he was obviously part of the push to
privatise the Austin as well. It was a fantastic day when
we saw the Austin Hospital open.
In a few weeks time work will commence at the Royal
Women’s Hospital on the site of the old Charles
Connibere nurses home, which I also have a
sentimental attachment to because I lived in that
building for a year. The budget will also fund the new
building plans for the Royal Children’s Hospital. But
our health system still faces challenges due to our
ageing population and the new and expensive
technology that is available to treat people in our health
services. Therefore this budget will also focus on
prevention by providing funding for early intervention
programs for people with chronic disease. Additional
demand for surgery will be met with further funding of
$578 million to treat an extra 40 000 patients each year.
Businesses, investors and property owners are pleased
that the budget has some land tax relief, with the land
tax threshold increasing from $175 000 to $200 000
and with a significant reduction in the land tax rates
applying to property values between $750 000 and
$2.7 million. As the member for Ivanhoe said, this
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means that 98 per cent of Victorian businesses and
investors pay less land tax than in any other state.

reckless decision to re-fund the EastLink tollway. I
commend the bill to the house.

I want to briefly speak about how this budget is going
to affect my constituents. My former school,
Brentwood Secondary College in Glen Waverley, is to
receive a $2.49 million upgrade. This is a significant
investment which will allow the school to continue to
provide a fantastic education in modern facilities.

Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on the budget. I would like to talk
specifically about police stations and police numbers
across Victoria, which may seem a bit of a surprise to
the members opposite.

This upgrade includes refurbishment of the existing
facilities to provide specialist teaching facilities, spaces
for commerce, science and general-purpose classrooms.
In addition a computer pod is being developed as well
as a staff work spaces, a seminar area and a student
toilet extension. The school was built in 1969 and this
refurbishment will make a big difference to it.
As a former student of Brentwood I was particularly
pleased to visit the school with the minister the day
after the budget announcement. I know the decision
was very much welcomed by the staff and students.
The school has seen a significant increase in enrolments
over the past few years since the of arrival of the new
principal. I take this opportunity to commend the work
of the principal, Vicki Forbes. They are doing a great
job at Brentwood.
I was also pleased last week during community cabinet
to visit Mount Waverley North Primary School with the
Minister for Education Services, the Honourable Jacinta
Allan. We discussed with the principal, staff and
students the investment of connecting every school in
Victoria to the fibre optic broadband network. This is a
fantastic initiative which was very much welcomed by
the teachers, staff and students on that day.
This government’s investment has resulted in Victoria
having the highest level of students completing year 12.
That is something we should be very proud of. Local
roads and public transport will receive $660 million
over the next four years. This will include a
$5.7 million investment in Ferntree Gully Road, which
will be widened from four lanes to six lanes from
Cootamundra Drive to Jells Road. The road will be six
lanes all the way from the Princes Highway to Jells
Road. That is a fantastic initiative. I join with my
colleague the member for Mulgrave in welcoming this
funding. I know that the council also will very much
welcome this investment.
In summary, this is a great budget for Victoria and one
that we are all proud of. I know it hurts the opposition
to see us all standing up here lauding the achievements
of this budget because it is never going to be able to
achieve what we have in this budget by sticking to its

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLS — While the members for Bellarine
and South Barwon are here I will touch on some of the
issues. There is no question that we welcome the
54 police stations announced in the budget. We think
that is a great move and something local communities
appreciate. I am sure the police force appreciates it. A
number of police stations across Victoria needed an
upgrade, and I think it is a great move. It is important
that the police work in safe environments especially
when dealing with criminals. It is a positive step.
The irony of course is that the Labor government can
be relied upon to do the best job on spin. When it
announced 54 police stations it was not quite true,
because 20 had already been announced last year. So it
was actually only 34 new police stations. We welcome
that. We are being upfront. But it had to get into the
spin and try to con and fudge the people of Victoria.
Twenty were recycled, and there will be 34 new police
stations. But as I said, the Liberal Party welcomes the
34 new police stations; there is no question about that.
The problem is, where will the staff come from to staff
these police stations? I will touch on a few. In the 1999
ALP election promise some police stations were
promised as 24-hour police stations — namely,
Bellarine Peninsula — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLS — It was promised as a 24-hour police
station; that has been confirmed. Belgrave has been
confirmed as a 24-hour police station by the member
for Monbulk. Can someone confirm Gisborne as a
24-hour police station? We will take it as given.
Kilmore was promised as a 24-hour police station, and
Rowville was promised as a 24-hour police station
when it was in my electorate. Is it not ironic that not
one of those police stations is staffed 24 hours a day?
They were promised as 24-hour police stations and they
are struggling to run at 16 hours.
A very good friend of mine who was a very good
former local member for Bellarine, Garry Spry, could
smell a broken promise a mile away. I remember on
20 March 2001 he became very suspicious about the
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Bellarine Peninsula promise. During the adjournment
debate Mr Spry asked whether the 24-hour police
station would be delivered on the Bellarine Peninsula.
The government was very keen, with all guns blazing
and saying that this was going to be a 24-hour police
station. The then member for Bellarine questioned it
and raised concerns about whether it would actually be
a 24-hour police station, and where the actual police
numbers would come from. From memory there were
already police stations at Drysdale, Ocean Grove,
Portarlington and Queenscliff. They wanted an
assurance that more police would be coming into the
area and that it was not just about moving the
deckchairs on the Titanic when it came to police
numbers.
To his credit the then Minister for Police and
Emergency Services was in the house that night. He is
reported in Hansard as saying:
The government’s commitment to the 24-hour police station
at Bellarine is unequivocal.

He went on to congratulate Ms Carbines, a member for
Geelong Province in the other place, who led the
campaign against the closure of those police stations
and campaigned for a 24-hour police station. The
minister said she had done a fabulous job campaigning
for a 24-hour police station at Bellarine. To his credit he
went on to say:
I am certain that in the foreseeable future I will be going
down to Bellarine to open a new 24-hour police station.

The Drysdale, Portarlington and Queenscliff stations
are not under threat of closure as they were and we are
all very grateful for that. Being a great local member,
the previous member for Bellarine, Garry Spry, was not
convinced that the Bellarine police station would be a
24-hour station, so he again raised it on 21 August
2001. In his usual diligent way he referred to some
freedom of information documents that raised questions
about the number of police coming in. He said on that
night in the adjournment debate:
The minister and Labor’s representatives in Geelong have
failed to explain how police numbers on the peninsula will
increase from the current 21 to 41, which is the number
required for a 24-hour police station according to details
exposed in the FOI documents — that is, double the current
numbers —

that were there on the Bellarine Peninsula. The question
and concerns the member for Bellarine raised are still
relevant today. Four years later we on this side are still
asking the same questions that the member for
Bellarine asked: where are the police officers and why
is it not a 24-hour police station? Is it not amazing that
the minister again responded that he was criticised by
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the then member for Bellarine, saying that we were
looking at it in a negative fashion. But the previous
member for Bellarine was dead right because four years
later we still have the same problem.
I am interested in a recent article. I know the current
member for Bellarine would have read this. When the
Police Association assistant secretary, Bruce
McKenzie, went to the Bellarine Peninsula he said:
… the Victorian government was not being forward thinking
in growth regions like the Bellarine Peninsula and Surf Coast.
He said the government had ‘hoodwinked’ the public with the
promise of a 24-hour police station in Ocean Grove.
…
Bellarine MP, Lisa Neville, last week said the shortage was in
part due to police operations, and where police decided to
allocate their resources.

That is a very interesting point. If the Bracks
government promises a 24-hour police station, but then
the Chief Commissioner of Police says she is not going
to staff it, that she is going to allocate the staff
somewhere else, that means there is a problem with the
allocation and the delivery of the election promise by
the Bracks government. What it means — —
Ms Munt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
was just wondering if police operational matters had
anything to do at all with the appropriation bill or the
budget for 2004–05.
Mr WELLS — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would have thought that the $1.2 billion this
government spends on police operations would have
some relevance to the budget.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order because the budget
debate is wide ranging and covers all aspects of
government functions.
Mr WELLS — The problem is that in 1999 the
Labor government promised a 24-hour police station at
Bellarine and it is not delivering on that election
promise. We receive weekly emails from constituents
in that area and from local newspapers. A local
journalist recently wrote:
I understand you raised the matter in Parliament recently, and
I was hoping to get a response from you regarding these
concerns for a story to appear this Friday.

That was when the police station was closed in the
afternoon because of lack of police numbers. It is the
second time in three weeks the station was closed on a
Monday for an entire shift because they do not have the
police numbers in Bellarine and that is very
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disappointing. Is it not ironic that what the previous
member for Bellarine raised in 2001 is still the same
problem now? We do not have a 24-hour police station.
We have a police station that is barely operating
16 hours. The previous member for Bellarine raised this
and had genuine concerns about it. It is important for
the current member for Bellarine to ensure that that
election promise is delivered on.
The police station at Rowville, which is in my
electorate, was promised as a 24-hour station in 1999; it
is barely running at 16 hours. In Belgrave there is a
buzzer on the door so if you call after midnight you hit
the buzzer and it goes through to Knox and you receive
a response that way. Gisborne and Kilmore are only
running at 16 hours. The reason why we have this
problem is that the Bracks government promised
600 police at the last state election. In 1999 it promised
800 police and it delivered. The Liberal Party
acknowledges that the government made a promise of
800 and it delivered on that. There is no question about
that — we are not disputing that. The problem we have
now is that in November 2002 it made an election
promise of 600 additional police. To date it has
delivered 232. That means it has delivered 232 in two
and a half years, which means it is going to have to
deliver 368 in one and a half years. That is my
concern — that there is going to be double bunking at
the police academy in order to get those people in. You
cannot just say it is 368 — it is a net increase of 368
allowing for attrition. We have very serious concerns
about the 600 additional police in this term of
government.
I visited Terang last Wednesday night. What do you
think the biggest issue there was? The no. 1 issue was
the shortage of police. Let me tell members why:
Terang should have 4 police officers, but it is running
on between 2 and 3. Cobden is supposed to have an
allocation of 4, but it has 2. Camperdown is 2 short as
well — not to mention, for goodness sake, what is
happening down at Geelong, where they are running
22 short! Corio is roughly 10 short.
Yesterday in this place the member for Tarneit
presented a petition with 8000 signatures on it from the
Wyndham Action Planners group calling for more
police at Werribee. Twelve months ago there was a
shortage in Werribee, so six or eight police were moved
up there from Geelong. So what is happening in
Geelong? There is an even bigger shortage there. So
police officers are being brought in from Bellarine and
everywhere else, but it is not fixing the problem, and
that gets back to the election promise of 600 extra
police.
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I only have a minute left so I will speak about some of
the issues in the electorate of Scoresby. The people of
Scoresby are still disappointed. The no. 1 issue at the
next state election will be the Bracks government’s lies
to the people of the outer east. It promised that it would
save Waverley Park, which was another lie. It promised
a feasibility study on extending Huntingdale Road to
Rowville, which was going to cost $40 000, and it did
not deliver on that either. It promised a tramline right
through to Knox City, and it still could not do it — and
now the government says, ‘No, we will keep it at
Vermont’.
Of course there is the Scoresby ‘No tolls’ issue. I tell
you what, those 12 seats in the east will be ones where
Labor voters who believe they were conned at the last
election will come back and vote Liberal, because they
will not tolerate blatant and utter lies.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I speak
with pleasure on the appropriation bill. Firstly, I
congratulate the Treasurer and his staff. It is the best
budget of the past five years. It delivers opportunities
and prosperity to all and is not just focused on a narrow
section of the Victorian community. It delivers to all
groups, both country and urban, high income and low
income.
The commentary on the budget has been almost
unanimously positive. From a Geelong perspective it
has been very well received, and the member for
Bellarine, who is sitting in the chamber, would agree.
The Treasurer was down at Kirrewur Court in Geelong
last Thursday night after Parliament rose to take part in
the first post-budget dinner. The feeling of the 50-odd
people present was very positive. There was a broad
section of business and community people at that
dinner, and it was a very positive evening.
The Treasurer was congratulated on a very good
budget. The most difficult question reflected future
capital works items, and even those were in areas
outside Geelong itself. Headlines in the regional press
included ‘$70 million slice’, ‘Funding to ease an
emergency’, ‘Spending up before an election’ and
‘Parks cash windfall’.
Importantly for the Geelong region — and for the
Geelong Advertiser, which certainly has made it an
issue in terms of election commitments — the budget
finally delivers on all our 2002 election commitments.
Indeed the last was a commitment to provide
$26 million for an accident and emergency centre at the
Geelong hospital. That is the last tick in terms of
delivering funding for our election commitments, all of
which have started. Certainly the foundations for the
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accident and emergency centre have not been dug, but
the preliminary planning has commenced and the first
stage of that project in terms of shifting the kitchen out
to the Grace McKellar Centre has commenced.
The budget continues our sound financial management.
Our surplus for 2005–06 is well above $100 million —
the forward forecasts indicate it will be well above
$100 million — and importantly Standard and Poor’s
has recently confirmed our AAA rating. There will be a
record $10 billion spend in infrastructure over the next
four years. Importantly, in terms of contrasting
government performances, the 2005–06 spend is
$3 billion, against an average spend by the previous
government over its last three years of $1 billion.
I will focus on a few areas, and education is the first.
‘School Cash’ was the headline in a recent edition of
the Geelong News, because there is some $23 million
for the Geelong region. I want to touch on a couple of
schools that I have worked with closely. Gary Shultz,
the principal of Belmont High School, personally
thanked me and the Minister for Education Services,
who visited the school recently, for the $5.2 million that
has been provided for an upgrade of the middle school
and the administration and parking areas. An additional
$1.1 million for Grovedale Primary School — and well
done to Vicki Renick, the new principal — comes on
the back of considerable funding from last year, which
will upgrade further the general purpose administration
area and some classrooms.
Another school in my electorate — and at this point I
must acknowledge the member for Geelong — is the
Barwon Valley School, which is currently situated in
Geelong, although the second stage is moving up to
what I call the education precinct at the back of
Belmont High. The Barwon Valley School has received
some $3.6 million for the staging of that move, and the
tenders have either just gone out or are about to go out,
with construction starting later in the year. I thank
Anyta Crabtree, who is the acting principal. But as
important if not more important to this particular
project, because of his long history at the school, is past
principal Peter Symons, who is enjoying his retirement
as we speak. Geelong members have had many
conversations with Peter. He is a direct, forceful and
likeable person who achieved a lot with that particular
school. I am sure my congratulations, along with those
of the other local members, go out to Peter Symons
upon his retirement.
The local TAFE sector has also received $9 million to
upgrade the trade training area, and if anything has been
topical in recent times, it is our lack of apprentices. That
certainly will go to ensuring that the Geelong region is
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strong in its practical training for trades. Additionally, I
have met with my four Catholic school principals in the
last 18 months. Certainly the $115 million for
non-government schools, particularly focusing on the
Catholic schools, is funding that, as an ex-teacher at a
Catholic school, I am personally thankful for.
In terms of the SmartONE initiative for schools,
$89 million will provide for a fibre optic broadband
network to trigger upgrades of further exchanges. In
South Barwon, just outside Geelong, there is a school
called Mount Duneed primary. I am building in Mount
Duneed, and there is no broadband connection there.
This funding will trigger broadband connection
between Torquay and Geelong, and if we multiply that
around 100 exchanges right across the state, we can see
the add-on benefits that will be achieved for a broad
range of people. We were at dinner with representatives
of Deakin University the other night, and they were
talking in glowing terms about this initiative for rural
and regional Victoria and about the impact the upgrades
to exchanges would have for doctors and pharmacies in
those areas.
I want to touch on the Otway National Park. The
Geelong Advertiser had a headline saying ‘Park cash
windfall. Money flows for management’. If there has
been a criticism of the national park, it has been about
its management and about weed control. This budget
allocates $13 million not only for the establishment of
the national park — and I do not want to pre-empt any
announcement of the minister’s adjudication on the
boundaries of that park — but to increase the size of
park from of the order of 12 000 hectares to
150 000 hectares. The park is in a wonderful area of
Victoria. Indeed the majority of it is in the electorate of
the member for Polwarth, who is lucky enough to be
seeing some wonderful capital works initiatives there.
These include the Otway Fly, which I am certain the
member has been to, and a number of other add-ons.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — The member yells out that
he is a hardworking member.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I am glad the member
supports the establishment of a national park, as that is
one of the challenges for the Victorian opposition. Does
it support the establishment of the Otway National
Park? If it does, I would challenge the Victorian Liberal
Party to ask the federal Liberal Party to cancel the West
regional forest agreement (RFA). Certainly from the
government’s point of view the West RFA is no longer
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in existence. It is still in existence on the web site of the
federal Liberal Party, so I encourage the Victorian
Liberal Party and The Nationals to join with us in
supporting the cancellation of the West RFA. Either
you support a national park or you support an RFA —
you cannot have both. Some 17 staff have been added
to the area, which is a welcome addition, along with a
number of capital improvements. Importantly it is not
locked up. There is a new addition to the area called a
forest park, which allows a number of uses that are not
necessarily allowed in national parks.
Regarding emergency services in my electorate and
funding of the Torquay police station — I know the
member for Scoresby touched on Bellarine, but he did
not mention the Torquay police station, which is on the
highway — the full funding of $7.5 million for that
station has been confirmed. It will be a standard police
station, not a 24-hour police station at this stage. It will
be staffed 16 hours a day — 24 hours in peak load
periods, normally around Easter and schoolies week. It
will have the uniformed branch, the criminal
investigations unit, the traffic management unit and
administration. Importantly in addition Geelong and
South Barwon in particular will have access to the two
mobile police stations that each of the electorates has
for something like Bells Beach, New Year’s Eve at
Torquay and Lorne, as the member for Polwarth would
have previously heard many complaints about — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — They were complaining
about him! However, he has improved and he has
mellowed in his years.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — True. All that is good
news in terms of emergency services. The additional
thing I need to comment on is the $1 million that has
been allocated for the 24-hour ambulance station at
Ocean Grove-Barwon Heads, with 11 new full-time
paramedics and 2 new ambulances. Perhaps the
member for Bellarine and I might argue about where
they are stationed — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Size may be an issue. I
would like to very briefly touch on the Geelong western
bypass. I notice that the member for Polwarth is here.
Clearly his accounting school was bombed in his early
years. Accounting 101 would tell you that page 287 of
appendix A in budget paper 3 for the previous budget,
2004–05, outlines our commitment as a government of
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$185.9 million for the bypass. It is committed, it is there
and, as everyone knows, it is in the forward estimates
and it is still in the government books.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — There is no line item for
previous commitments; otherwise the budget papers
would be thicker than some of the members opposite!
You could not physically have a line item for that.
Accounting 101 — here we go again. In the time I have
left I will quickly discuss the health budget — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I am not at liberty — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — The money is there. Hold
on to your hat in regard to the Geelong bypass.
In regard to health I have touched on the $26 million
upgrade to Geelong hospital — for stage 2 of the
accident and emergency department redevelopment.
There is also the $30 million blitz on elective surgery.
That has been identified as an issue in Geelong — I
know the Geelong Advertiser has been running quite
hard on that issue. Regarding small businesses I noticed
that an article in the Echo states:
Ocean Grove Business Association president Paul Drake said
the 10 per cent cut to the average premium rate was a positive
for business owners.

From what I have heard, land tax cuts have also been
received positively by business. It is certainly an
endorsement. There has been much publicity about this
in terms of the thresholds being increased. Importantly
98 per cent of Victorians who pay land tax pay the
lowest rates in Australia. In addition there has been a
further 10 per cent cut to WorkCover levies.
In closing I want to touch on A Fairer Victoria. I want
in all seriousness to acknowledge the former Premier
and his enduring commitment to beyondblue. He has
certainly taken that initiative under his wing and
pursued it at both a federal and state level. I also
commend him for his endorsement of the mental health
budget of $180 million in A Fairer Victoria. Many of us
here have been touched by mental health issues from
either a family perspective or certainly from knowing
people. This funding is not enough, but as the former
Premier said, it certainly goes a long way to directing
policy initiatives into a very worthy area.
With that I conclude my remarks and commend the bill
to the house.
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Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — This year’s budget
will be remembered for four very nasty things. It left
Victoria’s pensioners in the lurch with the nasty plan to
remove the $80 car registration subsidy. Labor
backbenchers — those I call the oncers — will learn
that older Victorians are not only upset but they are
really looking forward to the next election when they
will put the guys on the other side of this house last on
their ballot papers. The further you go from Melbourne
the stronger the disenchantment becomes. Country
voters, I am sure, will let this government know how
they feel. For so many older people, especially in
country areas, their car is their lifeline to their friends,
their family, their volunteer activities — their world.
I had a call the other day from one of my constituents,
an elderly Russian gentleman with a fairly strong
accent, who said, ‘Mrs Shardey, can I come and see
you?’. I said of course he could, and when I asked him
what the problem was he said, ‘I’ve got my motor
registration bill and I think there has been a mistake’. I
said, ‘What’s wrong?’ and he said, ‘It’s double what it
was’. I said, ‘No, this is not a mistake; this is the Bracks
government’s gift to you. It has doubled your motor car
registration’. He said, ‘I do not believe that’. I said, ‘It
is true’. He said, ‘I have a little old car; I use my car to
do my shopping’. I said, ‘I’m sorry. This is what the
Bracks government has delivered to you. If my party is
re-elected we shall restore your subsidy’.
Mr Nardella — Is that your policy?
Mrs SHARDEY — You should read a little. You
might actually find out!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
Interjections are disorderly and the honourable member
for Melton should know that. The honourable member
for Caulfield will ignore interjections.
Mrs SHARDEY — The second thing this budget
will be remembered for is that it left disabled, frail older
Victorians in the lurch by the government’s nasty plan
of cuts to the multipurpose taxi subsidy which has left
thousands of vulnerable Victorians locked up in their
homes. People who paid taxes all their lives and
contributed so much are now forced to go begging —
people in their 90s, people who have had strokes or
who are severely arthritic or just plain old, frail and
unsteady on their feet. It is downright dangerous for
these elderly people to try to negotiate public transport
and it is downright cruel to stop them participating in
normal community life, which this ridiculous decision
of the Bracks government has forced upon them. The
budget papers show that there are now 1 million fewer
trips taken than even the government’s target — that is,
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there has been a drop of 18.5 per cent in the number of
trips taken by elderly Victorians because of this
absolutely ridiculous and outrageous decision. I had a
call from a lady who told me she had taken out a
mortgage on her home because she was not going to be
locked in her house. She was going to make sure she
had the money to participate in family and community
life.
The third nasty thing this budget will be remembered
for is that it left 5000 disabled Victorians in the lurch as
they languished on the disability needs register for
supported accommodation, in-home support and day
activities. Not a single disability group has had a good
word to say about Steve Bracks’s so-called fairer
Victoria. In the words of Sue Jackson, the executive
officer of the Council of Intellectual Disability
Agencies:
People with disabilities and their families are running out of
patience following the failure of …[the] … state budget to
tackle the shamefully long waiting lists for disability services.

Ms Jackson went on to say that the average waiting
times for those urgently needing accommodation is
146 weeks and that the number of people waiting for
urgent supported accommodation has doubled over the
last five years. This budget provides not one additional
bed in disability supported accommodation.
Not only has the urgent waiting list for shared
supported accommodation virtually doubled since 2000
but the urgent waiting list for in-home support has
increased fivefold in the same period. With
1528 disabled people waiting for in-home support, A
Fairer Victoria delivered a paltry 174 additional
packages. Not only that, but these packages are worth
considerably less than in the Home First program; they
are now mostly worth less than $20 000, compared to
some $36 000. This terrible failure is exacerbated by
the fact that one in every six people on the waiting list
for accommodation is being cared for by a family
member over the age of 75. I have to say that as I move
around Victoria there are numerous groups I have met
with — older Victorians looking after the very disabled
who are finding it quite difficult and expressing that
concern so strongly and pleading for assistance.
In the area of respite we find the same problems
occurring. Older Victorians looking after the disabled
are pleading with the Bracks government for some
respite. If one looks at the budget papers one sees that
the government aims to provide 635 fewer episodes of
respite in 2005–06 than it did in 2003–04. The
government has said it is going to spend $12.3 million
over the next four years. This does not match the
$17.5 million put on the table by the federal
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government, which is calling for the state government
to match it. That offer was made over a year ago, as I
understand it now. Although there are claims that this
offer is being matched, it does not appear as if it is. This
offer was specifically for ageing parent carers and in
this budget the Bracks government has not shown in
any way that its respite is aimed at ageing parent carers.

about the court’s capacity to manage the potential
increase in the number of offenders. Concerns have also
been raised that more serious and perhaps violent male
offenders may well go to places like Malmsbury,
putting pressure on the more vulnerable offenders in
that juvenile justice centre and making their
rehabilitation more difficult.

The next issue I will mention briefly is child protection.
This has been talked about a lot over the last few days.
It is a very emotional issue and one which has shown
the Bracks government to be totally failing, but I will
just talk to the budget. In my view the budget papers
show that the government has gone to some lengths to
hide what it is spending on child protection. However,
despite removing the Child Protection Refugee Minor
Service program to another output group, which I
presume is a fairly low level of expenditure, it appears
as if the expenditure in the statutory protection area has
dropped. The target for 2003–04 was $111 million; the
target for 2005–06 is $105.3 million. This looks like a
cut.

The area of housing, which I covered in my
contribution this morning to the debate on the
government’s matter of public interest, is the fourth
major area for which this government will be
remembered. This budget leaves 35 000 needy
Victorians in the lurch as they too languish on the
public housing waiting list. The Bracks government,
despite its rhetoric, has a deplorable record in the
provision of public housing in this state. In its first two
years in office, this government enjoyed the benefit of
the Kennett government’s investment in new public
housing. From 1998 to 2000, 3000 new units were
added to public housing stock. Compare that with the
last year for which figures are available. In 2004–05 the
Bracks government will add only 59 dwellings — the
net figure — despite the 35 000 people on the public
housing waiting list. The story for those Victorians who
are waiting for urgently needed public housing gets
worse. Early housing public waiting list times have
blown out and in fact have risen by over 200 per cent in
this state.

The fact is there are huge problems in child protection,
more particularly in the child protection unit which
most people believe is understaffed. It is certainly under
stress, with staff leaving in droves after weeks rather
than months or years. Reports are not being responded
to, and most people would agree that this is an area of
great need. I also note that despite the minister’s claims
regarding a lower level of notifications being achieved,
in 2004–05 the target in notifications was 36 900 but in
fact the expected outcome was 37 900, an increase of
1000 and certainly higher than the 2003–04 figure of
37 006.
I now turn briefly to kindergartens. I know that
low-income families may well appreciate the increase
in their additional subsidy to assist with fees, but we
continue to see a failure by this government to negotiate
the pay parity wage claim of kindergarten teachers that
we are told is leading to a shortage of teachers in
Victoria. We need a commitment from the government
that if it agrees to pay parity, the subsidy to other
parents will be increased.
In the area of juvenile justice, as a result of the change
in legislation which raises the age of offenders dealt
with in the Children’s Court from 17 years to 18 years,
11 000 additional cases are expected to be handled in
that court. However, although money has been
allocated to house more offenders, either in custody or
on community-based orders, the allocation of funding
for the Children’s Court itself has been reduced from an
actual expenditure of $12.8 million in 2003–04 to a
target of $8.5 million this year. That raises concerns

The number of households that are assisted with crisis
and transitional housing has fallen from 15 700 in
2001–02 to an expected outcome of just 12 700 in
2004–05. The target for 2005–06 is only 300 more,
while some 20 000 are homeless. There has been an
increase of 14 per cent in homelessness since 2001.
Added to this, the number of dwellings the Bracks
government has earmarked for major upgrade has fallen
in this budget; funding for homeless assistance has also
plummeted from $125.9 million in 2001–02 to a target
of 112.9 million in 2005–06. That is a 10 per cent
decrease. Additionally the Office of Housing plans to
house only 150 more families in public, Aboriginal and
community housing in 2005–06 than it did in 2004–05.
It is estimated that at this rate it will take the Bracks
government 233 years to house everyone currently on
the public housing waiting list.
Finally, the budget paper notations show that the
government did not even reach its target for
expenditure in long-term housing for 2004–05. This
government needs to be called upon to ensure that it
provides appropriate information in the budget papers
in relation to the expenditure of some $800 million
which flows into the Office of Housing coffers. The
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee has called
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upon the government to provide proper accounting for
this money, but it has rejected that call. I also mention
neighbourhood houses and the additional funding to
build neighbourhood houses. Neighbourhood houses
have been writing to me saying that they do not have
any additional money for recurrent expenditure and
they are deeply concerned that they are having to fund
raise — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — What an outrageous comment.
They have to fundraise to provide that additional
funding. Finally, may I say in relation to my own
electorate there was a headline in last week’s Caulfield
Leader, ‘Not a cracker in the budget’. In fact there was
not a cracker in the budget for Caulfield in relation to
capital projects. Every single group, whether it be the
Caulfield Medical Centre, schools — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am very pleased to
make a contribution to the debate on the Appropriation
(2005/2006) Bill. I remind the house about the
concluding comments the Treasurer made in his speech
to the house when introducing the budget. He talked
about this budget building a fairer, more prosperous
Victoria, one that is ready to withstand the challenges
that lie ahead, one that delivers real opportunity to
every corner of the state and provides the very best
place to bring up a family. I think in those final few
comments of the Treasurer we have a summary of the
strengths of this budget. It is a budget that focuses on
building a fairer Victoria, targeting improvements in
access and the quality of our universal services such as
kindergartens and other childhood services, as well as
targeting disadvantage in our community.
It is also a budget that makes significant investment in
infrastructure across the state — in all corners of the
state. This government continues to govern for the
whole of Victoria. We do not consider rural and
regional Victoria as the toenails of the state. This
budget also maintains our strong financial position.
Moody’s and Standard and Poor’s, following the
budget, both reaffirmed Victoria’s AAA credit rating.
In their opinion Victoria has a strong financial
performance and prudent financial management.
One of the key features of the budget has been the
government’s commitment to addressing disadvantage
and ensuring that we continue to strengthen local
communities. We are investing $780 million in doing
this through the A Fairer Victoria statement. Although
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many members spoke about it this morning, I want to
touch on a couple of what I think are some of the
significant investments we are making through this
package. The first is investing in early childhood
services. We know that kindergarten programs play an
essential role in the future educational outcomes of our
young children.
Kindergartens took a battering under the former
Kennett government, which cut $11 million out of the
system. We have reinvested in that system and this
budget provides further support by increasing the
subsidy for low-income families to access
kindergartens. I know in my community, particularly in
my disadvantaged communities, we have had issues
about families being able to afford to send their children
to kindergarten. This extra subsidy will assist and
provide incentives for all four-year-old children to
attend their local kindergartens.
The other important part of the kindergarten program is
enabling child-care centres to offer kindergarten
programs. I knew as a working mother that it was a
very difficult decision when you had your child in child
care and they had no access to kindergarten. You either
had to stop working or to pick them up at 12 o’clock
and drop them off to the kinder program and pick them
up again. That does not acknowledge the way our lives
have changed and that we often have both parents
working. This program to support kindergarten children
in child care is a massive step forward in supporting
families and young children.
I want to talk about family violence investment. This is
extremely important. Most people in the community
would be shocked and surprised that the main cause of
injury, disability and death amongst women between 15
and 40 is family violence. That is an extraordinary
statistic. We know there are flow-on costs to the whole
community and to children in particular. The
investment we are making in an integrated system is
very important in ensuring we are able to intervene
early and support women and children to the best of our
ability.
Similarly, our investment in mental health is very
important. I give one example why investing in mental
health is so important. We know that mental illness is a
key determinant as to whether children end up in foster
care. To not invest in mental illness would be a
disgrace. We have put $180 million into this budget,
which will have an enormous impact across a whole
range of other services that we provide as a community.
A Fairer Victoria is devoted to building stronger
communities and builds on our already significant

APPROPRIATION (2005/2006) BILL
1144

ASSEMBLY

investment in other areas like education, health and
community safety.
I want to borrow a term used by the Minister for Health
yesterday. Our government is about community
building, not community wrecking. That is what we
saw under the seven years of the previous
government — community wrecking. Cutting services,
cutting teachers and cutting hospitals does not build
stronger communities. That is what we are about, what
A Fairer Victoria is about and what this budget is
about. We know investing in education, health and
children’s services and targeting our programs to the
most disadvantaged will strengthen our community,
provide stronger families and provide benefits to all
Victorians whoever they are and wherever they live.
As many members have said, this budget continues our
investment in education and health. These are good
news stories. Over $4 billion has been spent on
education. We have not closed schools, but rebuilt
them. We have not sacked teachers, but employed
them. Similarly in health. At no other stage in Victorian
government history has so much money been invested
in health. We have not closed hospitals, but rebuilt
them and built new hospitals. We have not sacked
nurses, but have put new nurses on. We are community
builders, not community wreckers.
This government has shown in this budget that it is
governing for all Victorians. Bellarine and the Geelong
region have reaped the benefits of the government’s
commitment to supporting rural and regional
communities. The Geelong Advertiser led its headline
story with ‘A $70 million slice’; a very significant
further investment in the Geelong community. The
budget delivers all the government’s election
commitments in 2002 to the Geelong people. People
may remember that after the last election the Geelong
Advertiser published a list for people to put on their
fridge of all the government’s election commitments for
2002. I can tell the house against that list: tick, tick,
tick, against all those items. Not only have we delivered
the election commitments, but we have delivered a lot
more. In fact you could not fit it on a list to go on the
fridge showing the actual investment we have made.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — That is right, you would need two
fridges to put up that list. It has been a tick and a
fantastic thing. I want to talk about some of the great
commitments we have made in this budget, particularly
the $26.1 million for the emergency department of the
Geelong hospital. We made a commitment for
$20 million at the last election, but no, we are
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delivering more: $26.1 million to the emergency
department of the Geelong hospital to enable us to do a
bigger project and include medical imaging —
fantastic. This builds on the $7 million — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — They do not care about health or
want to hear about it. This is a good news story. We are
building to meet the future demands of the Geelong
community. The staff of the emergency department in
Geelong are fantastic. Unfortunately as a mother of an
eight-year-old boy who tends to climb trees and fall
over I have had to use the emergency department, and
the staff are fantastic. They are constrained by the space
and this will deliver a higher quality service to the
residents of Geelong and Bellarine.
One of the most exciting announcements in this budget
was the $3.3 million for the Newcomb Secondary
College. During the election campaign we committed
$1.4 million for a science and technology building. Not
only that, we have now said that this will be a
replacement school, so this is stage 1. It is fantastic
news for that local community. Somebody mentioned
the former member for Bellarine, who completely
ignored the Newcomb and Whittington communities.
This is an investment in a disadvantaged community
that is achieving an enormous amount. I know that the
current acting principal, Tony Sharkey, and Alan Davis,
the principal, are absolutely thrilled, as are the school
community as a whole.
The other exciting announcement, which is over and
above our election commitment, is the provision of a
24-hour ambulance service in Ocean Grove. It will
service Barwon Heads, but it will be based in Ocean
Grove I am sure, with 11 new paramedics and two new
vehicles. The paramedics in my area are thrilled. A lot
of them live in Ocean Grove and cannot wait for the
service, which will build on the fantastic service we
already have in the Drysdale area and improve response
times both north and south of Bellarine.
Some of the other initiatives have been mentioned by
the member for South Barwon, such as $9 million to
upgrade the Gordon Institute at East Geelong to build a
training centre. The Matthew Flinders school will get
$1 million to enable it to move into its new premises.
Also I know that all my schools are very thrilled about
getting a share of the $89 million that has been
provided to connect them to the broadband network.
They are all very excited, as are the local business in
my local community.
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I would like to touch on how important this budget is
for small business in my electorate in terms of both land
tax reform and WorkCover premiums. The Ocean
Grove Business Association president, Paul Drake, who
is doing fantastic work in the local community,
welcomed both of these initiatives, saying in the Echo
on 5 May:
… the 10 per cent cut to the average premium rate was a
positive for business owners.
‘From what I’ve heard the land tax cuts have been received
positively from businesses too …

He is certainly in touch with the small businesses in my
electorate. Another example of how we have invested
in the small businesses in Bellarine is the streetlight
program that we have funded in Ocean Grove. That is
really revitalising the main area of the town in the
context of the new supermarket that has opened.
Businesses are driving a really innovative program
down there, and they recently came and briefed me
about that. Another issue, as other members have
pointed out, is the decision on the land tax exemption
for caravan parks. Of course I was absolutely thrilled
about that, having been involved in looking at the
important role they play in our coastal communities.
The decision on that and on the exemption for
residential aged care facilities is great.
This budget builds on some significant investments that
have already been made in Bellarine, and I just want to
run through a few of those. There is $20 million for the
Andrew Love Cancer Centre; $80 million for the
redevelopment of the Grace McKellar Centre; an
increase in funding for public dental health — a 146 per
cent increase for Bellarine Community Health Services;
and a 43 per cent increase for Barwon Health, as well
as a 59 per cent funding increase for Barwon Health
since 1999. In education there is $1.7 million for
Wallington Primary School; $880 000 for the Leopold
indoor neighbourhood centre; $4.7 million for Leopold
Primary School; $450 000 for the Bellarine education
centre at Drysdale; and $5.75 million for the Ocean
Grove campus of Bellarine Secondary College — the
one the previous government was going to close.
There is $5 million for the Bellarine police station —
and I will just put on the record what Bellarine residents
faced before we came into government in 1999. There
would have been no police on the Bellarine
Peninsula — zero police — because the previous
government was going to close the station. In fact in his
speech today the member for Scoresby put on the
record the fact that it was going to be closed. How
many police officers do we have now? We have 32. We
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have the 24-hour response station, and we have kept the
other stations open as we promised.
We have put in funding for surf lifesaving clubs in
Point Lonsdale, Ocean Grove and Queenscliff, and we
are funding rescue vehicles for the local State
Emergency Service. Springdale neighbourhood centre
has received $360 000, and there is $250 000 for the
Portarlington community hall and $186 million for the
Geelong ring-road, which I can tell you — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — The money is there, Terry. As I
said to the newspaper, he just cannot read the budget
papers. The money is there, and it is a priority — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member will address members by their
correct title.
Ms NEVILLE — I will do that, Acting Speaker.
The money is there, and this will be built. We have said
that. Where is the commonwealth? That is what we
want to know. Has this been mentioned to Stuart
Macarthur, the local federal member? Have opposition
members been to see their federal colleagues? Let them
put their money on the table and show us that they are
really committed to this.
There is $200 000 for the upgrade of the Clifton
Springs harbour, and the list just keeps going. There is
funding for road upgrades as well as black spot
funding, and there is $250 000 for Nichol House,
$20 million for the MAFRI (Marine and Freshwater
Resources Institute) centre and $5 million for
Queenscliff harbour — and that is just to touch on a
few.
In conclusion we are building a fairer Victoria by
investing in universal services, targeting the
disadvantaged and investing in infrastructure right
across the state — and we are in a strong financial
position. There is no question that we are ensuring that
we will be better placed to meet the challenges of the
future and strengthen our position so that Victoria will
continue to be the place in which to live, work and raise
a family.
Sitting suspended 6.31 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — In introducing my
contribution to the budget debate, I want to say that I
will not be commenting particularly on border
anomalies, because we are making progress on border
anomalies. We are making progress also with Murray
River bridges. With the opening of the Howlong bridge
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in 2001, the Corowa bridge in 2005 and the Cobram
bridge in 2006, we are really making progress as far as
they are concerned.
However, I continue to be amazed with comments
made by the Treasurer in boasting about the state of
Victoria and the excellent state of the budget in the state
of Victoria. I want to remind the house that five years
ago the budget for the Victorian Parliament was just
over $2 billion, and that has expanded in five years to
over $3 billion. We need to look at that in perspective.
In fact, we need to reflect on the past to put the present
into proper perspective. We need to remind people like
the member for Bellarine, who spoke just before the
dinner break in glowing terms about projects that have
been introduced by the government and are being
developed as we go through the next three, four or five
years. I have noticed that most of the programs indicate
that an amount of money will be spent not over the next
12 months but over the next 3, 4 or 5 years. But we
need to put the position we find ourselves in today in
proper perspective by going back to 1992. In 1992, at
the change of government, what was the debt that the
government had? What was the debt that it came in
with? About $35 billion.
We need to understand that the government at that time
had a huge task in turning the state around. As far as the
former Premier of Victoria was concerned I was never
the white-haired boy — over issues too many to
mention on this occasion — but what happened was
that a massive turnaround took place. The government
and the Treasurer at the time, Alan Stockdale, had to
make changes. They had to reduce funding and sell off
assets to be able to bring the budget into a proper
perspective.
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or the federal government should be doing that. They
could give some credit and then say, ‘But we are doing
“this”, “this” and “this” to improve the state of
Victoria’.
What there has been in the state of Victoria, of
course — and this needs to be put on the record — is a
massive increase in revenue to the state government. As
I indicated, that has gone up 50 per cent over five years.
Why has it gone up? Because we have had a massive
increase in stamp duties and in motor vehicle charges. It
is interesting to see the estimates on what revenue the
government will receive from motor vehicle taxes. That
is an issue I should be addressing, but time will not
allow me to do so.
There has been a massive increase in charges. Stamp
duty on the transfer of motor vehicles has not changed
since 1979, when we had a debate in Parliament. In
fact, I crossed the floor and voted with Labor on that
occasion because the stamp duty on motor vehicles and
other motor vehicle charges were being increased.
What we have seen, obviously, is a huge increase in the
price of motor vehicles and all the associated
equipment, which has seen a huge increase in revenue
to the state government. We need to recognise that.
There has also been a huge increase in traffic
infringement fines. Whilst government members say,
‘We will transfer all that funding into roads and traffic
controls and improvement of road structures within the
state of Victoria’, it looks as though they will transfer
money that would have gone to roads from the general
revenue and put the revenue from the infringement
fines into roadworks.

By 1999, the situation in the state of Victoria was
changed, on the basis of the funding which had been
built up and which since that time has been used. We
also need to understand that over the past five years
there has been an excellent climate for development of
the state. We are seeing that climate being reflected in
the developments that have taken place and the funding
that is being provided by the government for a great
range of projects.

Indexed government charges is an issue which not
many people are putting much weight on and not really
considering. Automatically, on 1 July each year, we
have an increase in all charges in line with the
consumer price index. That is disastrous. I think that the
government in some years to come will change that
because it will see that that is an imposition which
should not be there. And who is copping that
imposition? Business and industry within the state of
Victoria — they are the ones who are really copping it.

This has been created in part by the federal
government. Again, it never ceases to amaze me that
the state government does not give some credit to the
federal government. The federal government has done
an outstanding job with the economy of Australia, and I
would like to think that on occasions the Premier and
Treasurer would say that the federal government has
done something good instead of always criticising and
saying that the federal government should be doing this

What we need to understand is that that is a great
impost that should not be there. But the great sleeper as
far as the government is concerned, which it makes no
mention of, is the massive increase in GST revenue to
the state of Victoria. What happened was that many of
the stamp duties and charges within the state of Victoria
were to be removed, but in fact the state government
has not done that. The Treasurer boasts about the
charges which are being changed. The government is
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removing one or two of the stamp duties as it moves
through. The Treasurer says, ‘Yes, we are removing
that stamp duty and in two years time we will be getting
less revenue from those particular stamp duties’.
I say to the government that what it should be doing is
looking at reviewing those stamp duties straightaway. It
should be looking at revising the automatic increase in
charges on 1 July each year, to try to do something to
help business and industry within the state of Victoria. I
should also indicate — and I think it is worthwhile
mentioning this — that we have had a huge increase in
public servants in Victoria — a massive increase. We
have a 60 per cent increase in the public service wages
bill. It is now $12 billion for public servants. What the
previous government sought to do was to get efficiency
into the public sector and the services being delivered.
The wealth of Victoria is not created by the public
service. It is created by private enterprise — those who
work within the economy to make it grow, to make it
profitable. Those profits then come back to the state
through taxes. Those businesses also provide
employment. So the state government is in a situation
where it now has a huge increase in revenue, and it is
saying, ‘We will spend it and we will provide
additional employment for public servants’. This is a
huge problem as far as we are concerned.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr JASPER — I knew the member for Melton
would have to come in with that bellowing voice of his.
He does not make much sense but tries to upset the
person on his feet. But I assure you that the member
will not upset me because I am really clear on what I
want to say. I want to mention comments that my father
used to make. We all have families where people make
little comments or phrases that go on from generation to
generation. One that my father used to say was, ‘You
can’t pull your socks up if you haven’t got any on’.
That was the difficulty that we had through the 1990s,
but now we have a situation where the government is
rolling in money and it is spending that money.
I do not deny that we need to look at projects and we
need to improve the state of Victoria. Victoria is a great
state and Melbourne is a great city, but we need to be
working on these issues. I applaud some of the things
that have been done. What the government is doing is
saying, ‘We’ve got the money, now we’ll spend it’.
Another one of my father’s sayings was, ‘If you’ve got
money, you can spend it’. So we have seen funds spent
within my electorate of Murray Valley. There have
been projects that I have been working on to get
funding, such as hospitals and nursing homes at
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Yarrawonga and Numurkah, and the latest one is the
nursing home beds which will be redeveloped at
Northeast Health at Wangaratta.
There are three major school projects within my
electorate of Murray Valley that are moving along now,
and we see funding for combined library development
at Wangaratta and sport and recreation funding. But it is
interesting to note the comments made by some of the
organisations in north-eastern Victoria. I refer to the
north-east mayors group which reviewed the state
budget recently. This is from its media release:
Following a meeting of the mayors and chief executive
officers from the north-east of Victoria a motion questioning
the value of the budget for provincial Victoria was
unanimously supported.
…
One example raised … was of the $78.4 million budget for
arts, not $1 was allocated to regional or rural Victoria.

Of course the reason for that was the almost
$18 million for a recital centre in metropolitan
Melbourne and $8 million in round terms for upgrading
the Melbourne library, so no wonder we are not getting
much in country Victoria. The Minister for the Arts
really does not want to see a performing arts centre at
Wangaratta, but we need $2.5 million. That has been on
the drawing board now for some years, particularly the
last two years. It will be matched by the Rural City of
Wangaratta, but that needs to be followed forward.
Extensive representations are continuing to be made on
that particular issue, and I have no doubt that we will
get results.
Chair of the north-east local government network, mayor of
Towong shire, Cr Peter Joyce, said the budget appeared to be
Melbourne-centric.

This is the mayors of the councils. They are the ones
that Victoria is looking to get support from.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JASPER — I am quoting from the media
release. It is not me saying this. I could say it, though,
because I agree with it.
There appears to be no obvious benefits for local government
in north-east Victoria or for rural Victoria …

Of course that brought an immediate response from the
Treasurer. He came out of the blocks and was shouting
about what would be done and should be done. But the
interesting part again was that he said there would be
massive savings for regional business. He goes on
talking about the savings in land tax being over five
years; the savings in rental duty over four years. All
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these issues are over four years or five years — projects
that have been quoted by the government, not just in the
next 12 months, but over the next five years. Indeed
what we have seen is a total abrogation of what should
be done in country Victoria and what we really need to
be getting. What we are getting is spin. We see it from
members of the government when they are speaking in
the budget debate. They seem to have all the same
lines.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr JASPER — The member for Melton will have
the same lines, too. He will list the sorts of things that
funds are being provided for in his electorate, but he
probably cannot remember them. He has a bad
memory, there is no doubt about that. What we will see
is members coming out with projects within their own
electorates. I ask them whether those projects are
immediate or over the next four years? That is what we
really need to be looking at. We need to get a better
response from the government in relation to those sorts
of issues.
There are concerns I want to put from my particular
position representing small business. As far as The
Nationals are concerned, business is battling for
survival. I look at businesses across my electorate of
Murray Valley to see what is happening. The people
running these businesses tell me about the multitude of
returns they have to provide to state and federal
governments and the charges that are being put on
small business. This is continuous — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr JASPER — State and federal government. I
included the federal government as well, but the state
government is just as bad. Members should look at the
increase in payroll tax. The Treasurer boasted that he
had reduced it. He should look at the figures. If the
member for Melton looks at the figures in the budget
papers, it is as clear as crystal that over the next five
years — and the government is projecting five years —
we will have a massive increase in payroll tax. Why?
Because business has bracket creep increments going
on all the time. They are the sorts of things we need to
look at. I mentioned the automotive increases — the
increases in charges and payments. We have had more
charges on the motor industry.
The government says, ‘We are going to support
industry and business’. Will it support them by
encouraging apprenticeships within the state of
Victoria? I applaud that. We need more trained people,
but the actions taken by the state government in the
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budget last year in reducing incentives for employers to
take on apprentices has resulted in one of the great
disasters for the Victorian government. We need to
encourage apprentices. How do we do that? By getting
employers to bring those apprentices on through
support provided by the state government. Last year the
government introduced changes to legislation, which
resulted in a massive decline in employers putting on
apprentices. The government needs to go back to the
drawing board and say, ‘How do we encourage
apprentices? How do we encourage business to take on
apprentices and be supportive?’.
I want to mention agriculture particularly, and it is good
to see the Minister for Agriculture here — a person I
have found I can talk to, but we need more action. We
need support for agriculture. Country Victoria is in
difficulty. We are experiencing the driest season that
we have had for the last four or five years. Hopefully
we will get rain over the next few weeks to change that
position, but even if we get that rain the fact is that
primary producers are battling for survival. You only
need to talk to people in primary production to
understand the difficulties they are facing. People are
accepting the situation they are facing in country
Victoria, but they need to get that encouragement. That
lack of confidence is going right through into business
in the small cities and towns in country Victoria.
Business people understand the difficulties that are
there.
So I emphasise in the closing minute I have that what
the government has to do is not only look at the
programs it is talking about — and I applaud some of
the programs, of course I do, and we have many of
them in the Murray Valley electorate — but also say,
‘We should look at the people who are involved in
business and industry and ask how we can encourage
them to expand, to develop and to create wealth for the
state of Victoria?’. In the last five years they have been
riding on the back of increases in charges and penalties,
and in fact they have been and are still riding on the
increase in GST payments which will come back to the
state of Victoria.
What we need is a review to make sure that the people
who are creating that wealth will be assisted into the
future. We need to understand that unless the
government comes back to that, eventually this will
catch up with it. It will not have all the revenue coming
in that it has had and that it is using and projecting to
use in the future because it will not be there. Make no
mistake, you cannot keep on increasing the number of
people employed by government at the expense of
those who are creating wealth within this state.
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Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My contribution to the
budget debate will be brief so that everyone gets a go. I
rise today to speak in support of the Bracks
government’s 2005 budget. Not only is this a great
budget for the Mordialloc electorate, which was
neglected in the past by the former member, but for the
whole of the state. I am proud to be a member of the
government that has brought down this wonderful
budget not only for my electorate but for the whole
state. I will mention the two main initiatives for the
Mordialloc electorate and then look at the general
budget initiatives that will benefit the people in my
electorate.
We are very pleased to have a new 24-hour ambulance
station for Mordialloc and surrounding suburbs,
including Parkdale, Waterways and Mentone. We have
got a lot of young families moving into the electorate,
particularly in those fairly old suburbs where there is a
regeneration going on, but there is still a considerable
number of elderly residents in our area, and fast,
efficient and capable emergency medical care is critical
in an emergency. I know a lot of parents when they
have mishaps with their children really appreciate
having fast emergency medical care come to them, as
do the elderly, and I myself have used those services.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms MUNT — Yes, I am getting a bit that way. With
a new 24-hour emergency ambulance service very close
by it will be very comforting to know that fast help is
close at hand. I really applaud that initiative in the
budget for our local area.
I conducted a recent survey in my electorate. I have
done surveys before and the results are usually pretty
much the same — 50 per cent of people in their survey
responses listed health as their top priority, and that is
because they are very interested in their own and their
family’s health. This initiative will be wonderful for the
people of my electorate.
Even more exciting for me is the South Road extension
at a cost of around $24.5 million. That is a very large
budget initiative for the Mordialloc electorate and I am
particularly excited about it because it has been on the
books for a long time. When I was a kid growing up in
Highett many years ago — 35 years ago — we were
told repeatedly about the road that was going to be
called the South Road extension that was coming this
year and next year, and it would come, and it would
come eventually. Then it became known as the Dingley
bypass, and both sides made many promises about the
Dingley bypass — we would build it, they would build
it; we would build it, they would build it. Pretty much
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everyone got sick of the promises, but now we are
actually going to put in place the South Road extension
and are looking forward to construction starting next
year.
This road will not be the Dingley bypass; it will be
different. It is going to be the South Road extension, but
it will deliver similar outcomes to traffic in my area.
South Road will join Old Dandenong Road, which will
be upgraded through to Boundary Road, and the
Boundary Road–Lower Dandenong Road intersection
will have intersection improvements put in place. I am
sure the locals will be very happy about that. It is a very
big roundabout and quite bothersome, and a lot of
people come into my electorate office and ask for
improvements to be made to that intersection. Those
improvements will be part of this South Road extension
package. As part of that, traffic will be encouraged
away from the northern tip of Old Dandenong Road
and from White Street in Mordialloc, which has been
an ongoing concern for me and the former member for
Mordialloc, and it will be terrific to try to put in place
some initiatives to help them out with the traffic.
There will be a direct route along Boundary Road to
Old Dandenong Road and to South Road, which
hopefully will take traffic out of our local roads. These
roads were never designed to carry the amount of traffic
that they are currently carrying. Traffic will be diverted
along this new route, and this should provide welcome
relief to local residents. I am hoping that they welcome
this initiative. It has been a long time coming and I am
very proud to be the local member of a government that
is actually going to do something about it and put
words into action.
I would also like to talk about the effects of previous
budgets on Mordialloc. This budget will fund some
very big initiatives but I would also like to point out
that there have been big initiatives in education in the
Mordialloc electorate, with many local schools having
upgrades and rebuilds, and a lot of money has been
spent in previous budgets. The builders are pretty busy
with the local schools in the Mordialloc electorate.
They are important initiatives for my electorate, but
overall there are other budget initiatives that really will
make a difference, particularly $10 million for the
redevelopment and expansion of Monash Medical
Centre, which is the large hospital that services the
people in my electorate. It is terrific to have those
redevelopment plans coming to fruition at Monash
Medical Centre, as well as a $30 million health funding
blitz to cut treatment waiting times for elective surgery
patients.
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As I have mentioned before, I have a large percentage
of elderly people in my electorate. I also have a lot of
schools and many are independent and Catholic
schools. I have had feedback already from principals of
those schools that they really welcome the $151 million
initiative over four years to lift numeracy, literacy and
retention rates and to help meet rising education costs in
non-government schools. I think it will be wonderful,
particularly for the Catholic schools in my electorate,
which are pretty excited about it.
Once again, as a member who represents an electorate
that has a fair proportion of elderly people, I welcome
the $36 million over four years to expand home and
community care services such as podiatry,
physiotherapy, dietetics, home help, assistance with
showering and dressing, as well as delivering meals and
home modifications and maintenance. That is a great
help and allows people to stay in their own homes and
have some degree of independence. It is very
economically responsible because it keeps the costs
down for the state while those people maintain a
relative degree of independence.
There will be $100 000 to expand lifelong learning
through the University of the Third Age. I am a fairly
regular visitor to the Mordialloc University of the Third
Age and they do a wonderful job with the elderly in my
electorate. So I really welcome that initiative.
Also in my electorate in Braeside, as I have mentioned
before, between Dandenong and Cheltenham East there
is more industry, more business, than in Perth and
Adelaide combined. My local industry and business
will welcome the initiative of the 10 per cent cut to the
average WorkCover premium rate, which saves
$117 million for businesses Victoria-wide. I am sure it
will have a big impact on my electorate’s business and
industry, which also affects employment and work
pathways for young people as they try to find a job
fairly close to home. That is a wonderful initiative and
indicative of the importance the Victorian government
puts on business.
I would hate to miss mentioning the money that has
been put into planning for a new children’s hospital.
That is a wonderful initiative I really welcome. It will
be truly terrific when the children’s hospital is
redeveloped. It is a great thing for the people of my
electorate.
Victoria is a great place to raise a family and
Mordialloc is a great place to have your family live. We
have great resources, great schools, a great beach and
great local employment. It is getting even better under
the Bracks government with a budget like this that
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benefits not only my electorate but all the people of
Victoria. I have heard members of the opposition and
the government detailing wonderful initiatives going on
in their own electorates and around the state. It is a
great budget for Victoria and I commend it to the
house.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — Thirty billion
dollars plus! We are into the 30-somethings now in the
budget. That is the first time the state government has
had a budget expenditure over $30 billion. I have said
before that this government is taxing the stuffing out of
Victoria. We have taxed Victoria to the max, and plenty
of people are hurting as a consequence. I believe this
level of taxation is unsustainable, and the level of
expenditure that demands it is unsustainable in that
context. I think the government now actually agrees
that taxation levels in the state are unsustainable,
because it is funding its budget with debt — again —
and we know the track record of Labor governments in
that regard.
Interestingly we are in surplus on the back of massive
increases in property taxes. I have said it before in this
house: when the Kennett government came to office
there was some $500 million of land tax and when it
left office it was around the $400 million mark. Now
we are up to the $900 million mark. It is interesting to
contemplate the neat fit between the surplus and the
additional land tax that Victorians are now paying.
Without that additional land tax, this budget would be
in deficit and with increased borrowings.
In my local area I remain concerned about a number of
failures of the government. We are grateful that we
finally have stage 2 funding of the Camberwell South
Primary School. The completion of that work is long
overdue, and I have called for it before. I trust that the
suggestions I am hearing about Swinburne secondary
college are also legit, but there are more things to do in
the schools in Hawthorn and Hawthorn West. Auburn
Primary School and other schools have a lot to do. And
there are still works to do with major infrastructure
problems in the electorate of Hawthorn.
I have spoken many times on land tax in this house.
Since the last budget we have seen the Whitehorse Inn
go. The signs are up; it is closed; all the windows and
doors are now boarded shut. D. J. Evans’s, the
prominent hardware store, is gone. Both are gone
because of land tax issues. In addition we now see
Dennisons dry cleaners on the verge of departure. The
Fairer Land Tax Association has been formed to fight
the government’s approach to land tax. It is an irony
that the government for so long said there was no need
to change and no problem. Now the government has
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been dragged kicking and screaming to make some
changes, but not enough.
I remind the house of some extraordinary statements
from this government before the change to land tax was
announced. On 3AW the Premier said, ‘It is only the
owners that pay land tax’. Was the Premier completely
oblivious to the land tax paid by leaseholders? And the
Premier’s spokesperson Alison Crossweller is reported
in the Progress Leader earlier this year as saying:
We cut the rate, so people have actually been paying less, but
there has been a property boom so prices have gone up.

They are paying less but prices have gone up. Then she
came up with this classic, which sums up the state
government’s attitude towards land tax, an attitude
which takes us kicking and screaming to any changes:
The state government has nothing to do with how land tax is
calculated.

That is just a total sham. Another constituent business is
now paying 22 per cent of its total income from the
properties it owns in land tax. It is an extraordinary
situation.
In addition to land tax issues in my electorate we have
major issues with Camberwell station. I will quote from
this week’s Progress Leader in regard to the
Camberwell station project. It is coming to a head next
Monday night at the Boroondara council. This is a
quote from a VicTrack representative, Andrew
Webster, who has had a lot to say about this project in
the past:
This project has strict funding criteria and is required to be
self-funding, so all the public transport improvements need to
be funded by the project.

The problem from the government’s point of view is
that this project has never had a public transport focus,
it has always had an economic focus. It has certainly
never had a community focus. That has been a major
disappointment to the people of Camberwell. In that
context it has been fascinating to hear the member for
Burwood say absolutely nothing about the project.
I want to make some comments about the planning
portfolio and in particular the Melbourne 2030
document. Even in the Court of Appeal today there
were a number of prominent QCs describing
Melbourne 2030 as a flawed document and as
commonly regarded as flawed. Those flaws are such
that even the national president of the Planning Institute
of Australia, Marcus Spiller, in this month’s Planning
News magazine in an article entitled ‘Loose Lips Can
Sink the M2030 Ship’, seeks to discourage people from

1151

criticising Melbourne 2030 because we would not want
people to become aware of the problems with the
document. That is simply a reflection of the
confidentiality and secrecy which abounds in
Melbourne 2030.
I mentioned the court case today which is about the
Mitcham project. The government is doing whatever it
can to avoid an appeal court judgment on the content of
2030 which will be the result of this appeal process.
The government first opposed an appeal on this, then it
said it would not be challenging the decision of the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and then it
said it would be joining the appeal. The Minister for the
Arts, a former Minister for Planning, is at the table. She
went out to Mitcham and said the government would be
joining the appeal and funding it. Then the government
backed off and we got a new Minister for Planning.
Then the government chose to appear at the
leave-to-appeal hearing, then it sought to negotiate out
of the appeal, and then it appeared at the appeal today
and asked to be made a friend of the court. Indeed the
minister himself tried to be heard through the
Government Solicitor. It has been a shambles!
The interesting thing about Melbourne 2030 is the
funding. Since Melbourne 2030 was released in
October 2002 there has been a lot of commentary about
its content, merits and workability. One thing that all
the commentators agreed on was that the Bracks
government would have to provide an enormous
amount of funding to support this strategy. Funding
would be needed for infrastructure, public transport,
acquisitions and projects and to assist councils. Even
the document itself says that:
As Melbourne 2030 is a statement of government policy
intent only, some of the initiatives will be subject to the
availability of budget funding. That is, such initiatives will
need to await assessment and prioritisation through normal
state budget processes in future periods.

But the 2003 and 2004 budgets basically totally ignored
Melbourne 2030. Stakeholders, including the Bracks
government’s own Melbourne 2030 advisory
committee, the implementation reference group (IRG),
has on many occasions told the government of its
concern at the lack of funding.
The Urban Development Institute of Australia in its
September 2003 newsletter summarised the situation
thus:
To date the development industry has been underwhelmed by
the state government’s financial commitment to the
implementation of Melbourne 2030 … we are rapidly
reaching a point where industry is beginning to lose
confidence in the implementation of Melbourne 2030.
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Former Victorian Planning and Environmental Law
Association president, Ian Lonie, wrote:
… 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 IRG has expressed its continuing exasperation on
funding in its reports and directly to the Premier and the
former and current Minister for Planning. There have
been many promises and assurances from the
government; the Premier even attended an IRG meeting
last year and announced the establishment of a
government subcommittee. Then two years late the
government finally released its metropolitan transport
plan (MTP) with the detail of the 20/2020 public
transport component of the Melbourne 2030 strategy,
but the MTP was immediately and widely criticised as
an unfunded flop.
The IRG then voiced its frustration with the MTP in a
secret report to the government. That report concludes
that the plan is:
… without specific details, timing or funding
commitments … The [IRG] is concerned at this lack of
long-term vision and the apparent unwillingness of the
government to acknowledge, much less commit to, major
transport infrastructure projects. The glaring [issues] absent in
the MTP are the lack of a time program and a funding
commitment … it is economically unsustainable that many
public infrastructure projects have been analysed exhaustively
and found worthy but are on hold for lack of funds … without
serious attention and substantial investment in transport,
Melbourne faces some very serious threats to its economic
competitiveness and livability.

Finally, the Premier moved in January this year to
replace the previous Minister for Planning and we now
have a new minister who it was claimed would be able
to access the dough.
Even the Age, which has been something of a supporter
of Melbourne 2030, editorialised on 23 March that the
policy:
… is subject to confused, piecemeal interpretations. The
government has not done a good job of … laying the practical
foundations for its plan to concentrate growth in activity
centres served by public transport. It has hardly begun to
develop the infrastructure needed to turn this vision into a
functional reality. Treasurer John Brumby has hinted at
budget initiatives, but will these be as bold as the plan
requires?

The interesting thing is that this budget has totally
ignored the aspirations of either the IRG or indeed
Melbourne 2030. Expectations among Melbourne 2030
supporters, such as they still exist, have been dashed.
Their expectations were that there would be a massive
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spend to prop up the strategy. Indeed the Metropolitan
Transport Forum said in one of its reports, dated May
2005:
There was expectation this year that public transport might
get a better deal in the budget.

It also went on to give an analysis, saying:
This budget does not implement policy directed to
Melbourne 2030 or the ‘20 per cent by 2020’ goal … there
are no direct or obvious links between budgeted projects and
desired outcomes, such as better access to activity centres.

Further:
It would be hard to say that the state government is getting
right behind its policy and sustainability commitments.

It went on further to say:
However, there is an absence of the major infrastructure
investment to underpin these activities.

Further:
There is absolutely no indication in the budget of how the
policy goal of 20 per cent public transport travel along these
key arterial routes is to be achieved.
The government appears loath to make major up-front
commitments in public transport investment which will
establish the groundwork for land-use patterns more attuned
to public transport use.

And that is from a committee closely aligned with
government activity. The budget itself allocates a
portion only of $37 million over four years to projects
which could be said to be associated with
Melbourne 2030. It includes no additional money for
structure planning of non-transit city activity centres.
There is a current estimated shortfall of approximately
$100 million and there are no professional staff or time
to undertake those plans.
There are no new demonstration projects in activity
centres, no money for aggregation of sites or
infrastructure audits, no services infrastructure
upgrades, no additional money for the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal, no additional money for
the priority development zones and the panels
associated with them and no investment in upgrading
and protecting green wedge land. There is no
acquisition of and provision for public open space, no
money for accessibility or adaptability programs, and
no money for metropolitan fixed rail extensions.
Interestingly, the Victorian Local Government
Association chief executive, Andrew Rowe, warned
earlier this year:
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We now need some strong evidence that the transport plan
will be funded. If we don’t get it we will have to review our
commitment to ongoing participation (in the IRG).

Interestingly, the government bagged Professor Kevin
O’Connor and Dr Bob Birrell earlier this year, when
they released a report that was critical of Melbourne
2030. At the time of its release, Bob Birrell is reported
as saying at the launch:
If the government was cajoled by planners and other
supporters of Melbourne 2030 into planning a fortune on
fixed rail, it would be a sad waste of money.

That was reported in the Age of 22 March this year.
With the Bracks government’s third budget snub in a
row for Melbourne 2030, it would seem that the
Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister for Planning
now actually agree with Dr Birrell and those 60-plus
community groups who met on the steps of Parliament
House last year and called for the withdrawal of
Melbourne 2030.
I mentioned land tax earlier, and I quote from the Age
of 4 May this year:
The Victorian government yesterday attempted a huge spin
job on its land tax changes, but the PR job is unlikely to wash
when investors get their bills next year.
Those land tax sadists — Bracks and Brumby — have
tinkered at the edges and served up cuts that were supposedly
worth $823 million over five years. The reality is that they
will continue to sink the boot into landowners …

I want to quickly mention a comment made by the
member for Bellarine. She said that the government
was about community building, not community
wrecking. I will take the member for Bellarine to
Toora, to Dollar, to Bald Hills, to Clarkes Hill, to
Waubra, to Macarthur, to Yalloak, to Ballan, and I will
show the member a community divided by a program
of wind farm implementation which is tearing the
community apart.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — Victoria is a
great place to raise a family. I love this year’s budget. It
is great, and it makes Victoria an even better place in
which to raise a family. It is a pity the member for
Benalla is not here — he was reminding me earlier
about what a great place it is!
The government focuses on the positives, and there are
plenty of positives in this budget. Oppositions are
always forensically searching for bits they can criticise
and nitpicking — looking for the nits, picking the hairs
out of it, taking the magnifying glass out and looking at
the little picture. I suppose that is a necessity of
opposition.
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Earlier the honourable member for Murray Valley said
the land tax changes are spread out over four years.
Perhaps I can say that it will not happen overnight, but
it will happen. Surely as night follows day, those cuts
will happen. Of course in budgets governments have to
make choices. Not everything can be funded, as much
as we would like it to be, and we cannot have a
$100 billion budget. There are choices to be made, but
the ones made this year are sensible and are the right
choices for Victoria and for our future.
Each budget is part of an economic plan which builds
on the previous budget and is a stepping stone to the
next budget. This one continues the direction started six
years ago and is keeping the long view. It invests in
infrastructure, which is hugely important to Victoria.
We need to generate new infrastructure to keep
economic growth going. It generates business, which
generates jobs. All of this is necessary to our future. Of
course we have a huge investment in people, and the
document A Fairer Victoria is certainly evidence of
that. Investing in people is our future; we cannot just
have the bits and pieces, we have to have the people to
go with it — investing in education, in health and in
safety.
As far as I am concerned the budget is pro-business. I
have spent most of my working life working for private
business so I am pleased to see the pro-business aspects
of the budget. Business is important, investment is
important and the taking of profit is important. That
generates wealth and jobs, and all of these things are
important to a robust economy.
Of course the government is certainly pro-health. There
has been a huge investment in health in the budget.
Health costs grow every year, and we need to keep
abreast of the changes and increases, keep investing in
reduced waiting lists, keep addressing mental health
issues and keep addressing the general health issues that
arise with our population as it grows a little older every
year.
It is certainly a pro-education budget. We have had a
huge investment in schools over the past five years, and
this continues that, with more teachers and more
schools. The government has certainly invested in
education over the years, and that is going to continue.
It is certainly pro-community safety. We have more
police and more investment in the Country Fire
Authority, the State Emergency Service and
organisations like that in order to ensure a safe and
productive community. The budget maintains its
objective of a $100 million minimum surplus every
year. It has maintained a good healthy surplus every
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year, and part of the objective is delivering world-class
infrastructure, as I have said. It also delivers on social
objectives — health, education, community safety,
schools hospitals, more nurses, more teachers and more
police. It will maintain a fair and competitive tax
system for business growth, for work force and
population growth — and hopefully the federal
government does not deport too many of our
population. Business makes the world go around, profit
is necessary and competition is good in the right
place — but competition is about advantage. Part of the
objective is to maintain the AAA rating by taking a
responsible approach to financial liabilities.
State governments have an influence on
microeconomic policy. The federal government has
some macro-policies left, but not many. Most of the
control is with the markets — and perhaps the Reserve
Bank, with interest rates. Most of the investment in the
budget is funded by operating surplus, with some by
borrowing, which is possible through a strong balance
sheet. As a proportion of gross state product, debt will
fall over the next several years.
Investment infrastructure is needed, and funding it by
debt is a good way to go. Growth has been strong and
will continue to be so, although nationally there is some
uncertainty as the national growth weakens a little. In
Victoria we are building a more competitive economy,
reducing business costs and making Victoria an
attractive place to invest.
A number of items will improve business in Victoria
but I will not go through them. However, I will mention
the benefits for my electorate in this budget. One of the
more recent announcements was the SmartBus between
Ringwood and Frankston. It is a cross-town service
connecting the major roads, with technology to keep
buses on time and give real-time information to people
as they want to use the system. It connects to rail and
major shopping centres, and provides a frequent service
from 6.00 a.m. until midnight. I can testify that it is a
service that works well. I have used it a number of
times, and it is a great benefit to go to a bus stop and
know that the next bus is only a few minutes away, and
it will turn up on time and get you where you want to
go. I believe that is due to start in 2006 for completion
18 months to two years later.
This service complements other transport initiatives.
The tram extension to Vermont South and its
corresponding bus link to Knox City will be finished in
a month or two; the already announced SmartBus on
Wellington Road for 2006 will connect Huntingdale
station to Rowville, running from Caulfield to
Rowville, and it will be a much-needed service for the
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southern part of the local government area of Knox. We
have worked long and hard for more public transport in
the outer east.
Another great initiative in the budget is a 60-bed health
facility in Wantirna on the old drive-in site. There will
be 30 palliative care beds and 30 rehabilitation beds,
plus specialist aged care and complementary health
services, an ambulatory rehabilitation centre and
accommodation for the eastern palliative care team to
relocate from Bayswater. As it is a huge site, there is
room for other facilities on the site, including a
complementary private sector or not-for-profit
development, and there is already interest in doing that
in the local area.
The budget contains a boost for Maroondah Hospital,
as others have mentioned. There is funding for the
stage 2A redevelopment, which includes medical
imaging; a new bed-capable lift; an upgrade to service
infrastructure; and mental health improvements of
$32 million to raise capacity and fill the service gaps
because of the growing demand for mental health
services. In addition there will be a new 50-bed adult
acute facility there, which is an increase of 20 over
what exists at Maroondah now.
Also important to my electorate is the Bayswater
Secondary College redevelopment. The school is badly
in need of maintenance. The obvious option is to
rebuild it rather than maintain it. It has been allocated
$1.9 million for stage 1. This will allow Bayswater
Secondary College to complete stage 1 of the
redevelopment, including new science, information
technology and home economics teaching spaces and
the refurbishment of existing staff and administration
facilities. It will also allow the school to attract more
students. People have been turning away from it at the
moment because they do not like the look of it, and
Bayswater has a bit of a reputation as a suburb. This
development will be a great boost and contribute a great
deal to the revitalisation of Bayswater, a project that has
been going on for the last few years with the help of the
local council and local traders. We fought hard for the
regeneration of Bayswater, and I am certainly very
pleased to see the secondary college benefiting from
this redevelopment.
Also in the outer east we will get the outer eastern
community legal centre, which will be of great benefit
to the three local government areas of Knox, the Yarra
Ranges and Maroondah. Currently the eastern legal
service has to provide services to a much wider area.
Having a local legal centre will be of great benefit to
people who currently only get one day’s service from
the eastern legal service. The outer eastern community
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legal centre will provide a far better service than is
available at the moment.
The health boost to Wantirna and Maroondah is part of
the $1 billion boost for health in this budget, including
$578 million in recurrent funding to allow for
increasing demand. The package also allows for more
staff, more patients to be treated, more lifesaving
services, more community-based rehabilitation and
more hospital-based mental services. There will also be
new ambulance stations and more investment in the
health work force — so there will be more services and
better health for all Victorians.
One thing I certainly liked in the budget has an
interesting title — ‘New home for rectangular sports’. I
had not heard of playing sports in a rectangular space,
but of course it refers to the redevelopment of Olympic
Park for soccer, rugby union and rugby league. The
money is for the development of the master plan and
options for a mid-sized rectangular stadium, which will
fill the gap in the facilities there. I particularly like this
because it is the home ground of Melbourne Storm and
is a great place to take the family. It will certainly be a
great place to be at 5.30 p.m. this Saturday to watch
Melbourne Storm take on the Bulldogs and teach
Sydney how to play its own game.
I would like to applaud the provision of $146 million
for information and communications technology
services, the SmartONE initiative to upgrade schools’
bandwidth capacities to 4 megabits per second, and the
other money for education. On that note I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — This is a do-nothing
government and a do-nothing budget that delivers
absolutely nothing. Deep down the member for Eltham
knows it, but unfortunately he was sent an email with
the lines he had to say in this chamber. This budget is
full of spin and rhetoric but has no substance. The
government says that the Austin Hospital
redevelopment was on time and on budget, but it was
not. The government changed the time frame many
times, just as it has changed the budget many times. I
ask the government how many times it has changed the
budget and how many times it has changed the time
frame.
There has also been an increase in the number of public
servants. However, these public servants provide no
service to the public; all they do is provide advice to
ministers, who then come into this chamber and claim
that they have come up with new ideas — when in
actual fact it is the public servants who have come up
with the ideas. The number of public servants has
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increased by about 60 per cent since 1999 — a huge
increase — simply to advise ministers. The vast
majority of Victorians live and learn; unfortunately the
members opposite just live. They just sit in their offices
and feed on the lines coming in through the email. They
turn on their computers, and there are their lines for the
day. That is all they do, week in, week out!
How many times have we heard the line ‘We are
making Victoria the best place to live and raise a
family.’? Government members are full of rhetoric.
Again that has come through the email. Someone in the
Premier’s office decided that this is the line for this
week, so they sent off the email.
Mr Andrews — What email?
Mr KOTSIRAS — I am happy to show you the
email!
There is nothing original in the budget, and there is
definitely nothing for the City of Manningham. An
article headed ‘Nothing of significance for
Manningham’, which appeared in the Manningham
Leader of 11 May, states:
Manningham council, schools and public transport users have
attacked the government for ‘overlooking’ Manningham in
last week’s state budget.
…
Manningham chief executive, John Bennie, said the budget
contained nothing of significance for the city. He said the
council had campaigned for a feasibility study into a tram
extension from Balwyn North to Westfield Doncaster
shopping centre, for a revamp of King Street and for
improved bus services in the city.
The government, with responsibility for public transport,
should fund both the feasibility study and the bus services, he
said.

The article goes on to say that the Public Transport
Users Association, which is very closely aligned with
the member for Eltham, said the budget delivered
nothing more than contempt for Melbourne’s east, and
it accused the government of reneging on a promise to
improve Manningham’s bus service as a priority.
Who acknowledged that there was nothing major in the
budget for Manningham? It was none other than a
Labor member for Templestowe Province in the other
place, Lidia Argondizzo. Once again the government
has ignored the residents of Manningham. It did this
last year and the year before. In fact the year before the
government even left the word ‘Manningham’ out of
the budget papers, so there is a trend there. It has taken
their votes for granted, and we will see what happens in
2006.
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Further, instead of Templestowe College being
provided with funding for its cultural centre — as the
member for Eltham knows, the college requires a big
cultural centre — there is nothing for it in the budget.
Templestowe Valley Primary School needs a meeting
room for its students. Student numbers have increased,
yet there is no place for the students to gather.
Manningham Park Primary School needs funding for
ground improvements, yet year after year the
government claims it has no money to put in the
budget — and the list goes on.
The police schools involvement program (PSIP) has
been abolished. That has been very distressing for many
parents and students, because this has been a
worthwhile program. The school council wrote to me,
saying:
We wonder if principals or DET regional staff were asked for
feedback, for these are the people who would be best placed
to give feedback. Further, the 2003 Monash University
research into the PSIP strongly supported the program. We
fail to understand how this decision could be made …
We also reject the notion that good schools do not need
access to SROs … Further we reject the notion that the police
presence in schools need only be reactive. At Templestowe
College … there are instances where proactivity and advice
have helped resolve potential problems …

The need is there and it is a good program, but
unfortunately there is no money from this government.
King Street and Templestowe Road in my electorate
need upgrading. They are dangerous both for the
elderly and for students. The day after the budget the
King Street Residents Action Group put out a media
release that was highly critical of the government for
ignoring King Street in this year’s budget, as it had
done in the last five budgets:
The King Street Residents Action Group has been advised by
the office of the Labor member for Templestowe Province,
Lidia Argondizzo, that the government has made no specific
funding provision in the 2005–06 budget for urgent safety and
public transport work for King Street.
The group’s spokesperson, Edward Parker, has expressed
anger and disappointment that despite many years of neglect
the government has yet again relegated the concerns of the
community to the category of ‘you are not important’.
This latest rejection comes from large numbers of residents
lodging petitions and expressing their strong views in a
recently conducted questionnaire, copies of which were
forwarded to the government. The government obviously
considers their concerns to be of little significance.
We consider this latest rejection to be a blatant exercise in
discrimination.
…
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Mr Parker asks, ‘Why the apparent discrimination?’ and
reminds the government, particularly the Premier and the
Minister for Transport, that they claim to govern for all
Victorians. Let them also be reminded that King Street
residents/taxpayers/voters and all those who use this unsafe
and long-neglected road also are Victorians.
… we were encouraged to believe that, at long last, funds
would be specifically allocated for King Street in the
upcoming budget. How wrong were we? How disappointed
are we? Big time!

This group, which meets often on its own time during
the evening to find ways to improve the road, has been
neglected.
The same thing has happened to the action group
established for Templestowe Road. All the group has
asked for is that a scoping study be done. It has asked
the member for Templestowe Province in the other
place and the government to provide funding from
VicRoads at least for a scoping study of Templestowe
Road. That road is also dangerous. It goes from three
lanes each way into one, and, as I said earlier, during
peak times it is a car park. Unfortunately VicRoads has
not come back with a positive answer. It says it is
reviewing the request from Manningham City Council,
but that shows that this government has neglected the
people of Manningham once again.
I briefly turn to innovation and information and
communications technology (ICT). This year there has
been no new money for ICT or innovation, as was the
case last year — absolutely nothing at all! There is
$5 million for a study — this government is good at
coming up with feasibility studies — but there is no
action. It cannot achieve anything. When it plans for
something it talks about the next five years or six years,
knowing that that will be after the 2006 election. The
government has to realise that the voters are not stupid.
They can see that the government is not real about the
promises it makes.
In terms of innovative and highly performing
workplaces, page 133 of the budget papers notes that
client satisfaction with government programs went
down from 98 per cent to 90 per cent. In the area of
science technology and innovation (STI),
biotechnology partnerships have reduced in number
from 8 to 5, and STI infrastructure projects under
management have decreased from 70 to 55. The output
summary shows that in 2004–05 developing innovative
industries accounted for $190.2 million, but in 2005–06
that has dropped to $145.5 million — a decrease of
23.5 per cent. Again we see no new money, no new
ideas and no vision for biotech innovation in this state.
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We have an incompetent ICT minister who does not
understand ICT in this state. If you speak to members
of the industry, that is exactly what they say. At least
when the Treasurer was the Minister for Information
and Communications Technology you knew he knew
something about it. Minister Thomson, unfortunately,
knows absolutely nothing at all, and the industry is
disappointed.
Victoria used to be the leader in ICT in the country and
it is now lagging behind New South Wales and
Queensland, simply because this minister is inept and
not up to speed with ICT. The Auditor-General’s report
made a remark about the telecommunications
purchasing and management strategy. This is the
government’s big project, but the time frame has
changed once again. It has changed four times. The
budget has been blown, yet the minister stands up in
Parliament and says it will achieve the savings she has
promised and that it is on time and on budget. If you
change the time line, of course, you will eventually
complete the project, but the minister has failed.
Multimedia Victoria has failed. That unit within the
department has failed miserably over the last five years.
In his report the Auditor-General said:
… minor project delays and project costs revisions were
experienced …
… the role of the Office of the Chief Information Officer
(within the Department of Premier and Cabinet) needs to be
reviewed and clarified in relation to monitoring
whole-of-government information technology projects.
…
It is still too early for us to conclude that all TPAMS program
expected benefits and cost savings will be achieved.

So the Auditor-General is saying that savings the
minister is claiming the TPAMS will make might not
be achieved. He goes on:
Each stage of TPAMS has more specific milestones, some of
which were met and some of which were not. Some
milestones were revised.

That is exactly what the government and the minister
have done.
In terms of youth affairs, here we go. We have a
minister here who is very keen to have brochures and
photographs of herself smiling and being happy, and
yet what has she done? She has neglected young
Victorians and has paid lip-service to them. She has
destroyed the youth councils, she has formed the
regional youth affairs networks and all she does is give
them $2000 for the year to buy biscuits and coffee. She
thinks if they meet and have coffee and biscuits for the
whole 12 months and they are there, their views are
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being expressed. Yet this minister has avoided and
neglected our young Victorians. Even in this year’s
budget there is no new money for young Victorians.
If we look at the budget papers on page 248 we see that
FreeZA regional grants have decreased by 5 per cent.
FreeZA event attendance has decreased by 22 per cent,
so there are fewer young people going to these events.
We have to ask why, and what are these kids doing
instead of going to these events, because the
government does not care? There is no money; the
funding has come down. Funding for the Office for
Youth and FreeZA web sites shows a decrease of
23 per cent, so young people are ignoring the
government because they know that this government
does not care about them.
There is no vision for young Victorians. I received a
letter from a young person aged 15. She said:
I am writing to you to express my concern that there are not
enough suitable, affordable venues other than pubs for bands
to play in to give under-age patrons an opportunity to see live
bands. Local bands are not given the opportunity for
developing their talent by exposure to their younger fans
through live performances, and the younger fans are denied
the opportunity to experience live performances by their
favourite bands.
…
… I believe the state government has an obligation to provide
safe entertainment venues to meet the needs of young people.

This is where this government has failed. It has ignored
young Victorians once again. The letter goes on:
From a social planning point of view it is important that the
young people are catered for to avoid the social problems of
under-age alcohol and substance abuse which is a growing
problem in our society.

This is from a girl aged 15, who sees that this
government is inept and has no vision, no plans for
young people in the future.
Mr Haermeyer — Give us one idea. Just one!
Mr KOTSIRAS — Here we have the government
full of rhetoric with no plans. The Minister for
Manufacturing and Export has not had one original idea
in his life. What he has actually had is an increase in
advisers. Members should check his office. The number
of his advisers has gone up over the last five years
simply to give him advice — when to turn off the
lights, when to turn on the lights, when to get into his
car, when to go home, and what to do when he gets
home. That is all the minister does. He is inexperienced
and unable to come up with any ideas or any vision at
all. This budget is a failure. It has neglected the people
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of Manningham. There is no money for innovation or
for ICT and it is a failure.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am very pleased
to speak on the Appropriation (2005/2006) Bill and to
add some intelligence to the debate in regard to this
very significant budget for the state of Victoria. It is
certainly a great family budget. It is a very responsible
budget. It promotes ongoing opportunities for
prosperity for this state. It certainly will ensure that
Victoria will be the best place to bring up a family.
As a former teacher, I could not go beyond the
education part of the budget first of all, where we know
that there is $788 million in spending on projects —
actually I am talking about A Fairer Victoria now. The
education bit comes next, where there is an
$868 million boost to upgrade schools and amongst
those is $1.5 million for Mount Clear College in my
electorate of Ballarat East. I am very pleased to see the
significant boost to spending in the education area. I
will come back to A Fairer Victoria later.
In terms of education I am also very impressed. The
previous speaker suggested that there was no money in
the budget for information technology. I do not know
where he is coming from, because there is $89 million
in the budget for the SmartONE project, and that is
going to provide fibre optic broadband to every state
school in Victoria. For people in rural Victoria that is
especially significant because it means that when their
school is connected up to broadband it provides a
significant capability to the whole town, enabling
business people as well as a whole range of other
services there to link into good quality, fast-responding
broadband. It will make a significant difference to the
rural towns across my electorate as it will to the whole
electorate. At the same time it will ensure that schools
are at the cutting edge of information technology
provision. That is a fantastic move forward as part of
this budget.
I will also comment on the commitment to provide
$115 million over four years for non-government
schools. In my electorate many Catholic schools in
particular struggle from time to time and do a great job
providing education for their students. I am pleased that
the government has significantly increased the income
for those schools. I have written to those schools and
am getting very good feedback. They are very pleased
that the state government is responding to their
concerns and is providing ongoing pathways over the
next four years with increased income.
Health is another significant issue. It received a
significant $1 billion boost in this budget. That is a
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fantastic sum. Hospitals are supported by a
$110 million boost to emergency departments and to
speed up emergency surgery in the blitz that we will be
looking at. In my electorate there have been challenges
in a number of areas of surgery. In terms of eye
surgery, unfortunately some of our specialists do not
seem to be prepared to do enough operations in our
public health system. The government has supported a
number of initiatives at Ballarat hospital and other
hospitals in my electorate to get more people who are
prepared to do surgery into some of these areas. This
further funding will help provide those hospitals with
options which will see elective surgery waiting lists
significantly reduced. That will be an enormous benefit
to people in my electorate, as it will be to people across
the state. There is also funding of $578 million to hire
900 more staff to help treat 40 000 additional patients
this year in our hospitals. Fantastic funding is going
into the health area.
Rural roads, rail and public transport have also
benefited. The budget has allocated $58 million to build
the Calder Highway between Faraday and Ravenswood
as well as $19 million to upgrade the Calder–
Tullamarine interchange. This will be of great benefit
for people in Kyneton and Malmsbury in the eastern
part of my electorate, whether they travel north or along
the Calder. Also $110 million is allocated to boost
black spot funding. Acting Speaker, I am sure you will
be very pleased to see that in your electorate some of
the black spots will be addressed through the additional
funding. I know in my electorate at the moment
significant work is being done on the tactile edgings of
the Ballarat-Daylesford Road, which will make it safer
because people who drift off the road are warned
quickly, before they hit trees on the road. This black
spot funding will ensure that some of those dangerous
intersections where some people are drifting off the
roads and unfortunately being killed will be safer.
Community safety has received a significant boost with
$127 million in the Victoria Police budget and an extra
$78 million for 32 new rural police stations in places
like Linton and Macedon, as well as Penshurst and
Natimuk in the western part of the state and a further
28 police stations in other parts of Victoria. There is a
significant funding boost for the management of our
state parks. I am really pleased to see $121 million
going into this area, with $49.4 million to improve
facilities in our parks and $19 million allocated for
weed and pest management and control in our parks.
That is something a number of members of the farming
community on the edge of those parks have been
particularly concerned about. I am pleased to see we are
addressing the weed and pest issues in our parks to
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ensure that they have an opportunity to be improved
and made better for visitors who travel to them, as well
as ensuring that we are not getting weed and pest drift
out of those parks onto local private farms.
Part of the package involves an allocation of
$2.8 million to protect native vegetation on private
land. It is very important in protecting our private
vegetation to have some funding attached to it so there
will be more incentives to protect our native vegetation.
When the guidelines come out and are implemented I
believe they will be better understood. Although it is
challenging to protect our native vegetation, the
brokerage program that will be supported by the budget
will provide better options for the protection of our
native grasslands and flora.
There is important infrastructure for the Ballarat region
that I want to comment on. I note $3.8 million is being
allocated for the relocation of the Ballarat freight yard.
That will open up the central railway station area for the
Transit Cities program and provide more business and
parking opportunities in the central railway zone. It will
get the freight out to the Wendouree area where it will
work better. That will be of great benefit to Ballarat, as
will the $2 million from the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund to assist in the creation of a new
major industrial estate.
Housing is another area that I am very pleased
continues to have significant support in the budget. I am
a passionate advocate for the first home bonus. I
noticed when it was first introduced that it was due to
run out on 1 July this year. I could see many young
families in my area benefiting from the $5000 on top of
the $7000 provided through the new home owners
scheme so they could get a total of $12 000 when they
buy a new home. That has helped the building industry
in Ballarat and across my electorate and helped young
people and a range of others to get into their own home.
I am pleased that will be continued for a further
18 months with a $207 million input.
This government also recognises the need to promote
positive business environments. It has a number of
incentives with the $820 million tax relief to business.
That will help promote jobs for our regions and will
ensure we get plenty of investment continuing in our
state to ensure that it grows and has that prosperous,
vibrant characteristic that will be great for families and
provide ongoing employment. The 10 per cent cut in
WorkCover premiums will further assist with that.
There are so many things in this budget that I can talk
about. Regional Victoria has gained so much from this
budget. I have pages of notes that I will not go to but I
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will be relating them to my electorate in coming weeks.
I could have spoken about the significant funding for
agriculture, as Parliamentary Secretary for Agriculture,
including the $8.4 million funding for biosecurity and
other funding to promote the national biosecurity centre
in regional Victoria. I am sure other members who
follow me will speak about the fantastic works
provided in the budget that will ensure this state
continues to be a prosperous, healthy state. I am
advised that we need to let other members from this
side of the house have time to speak. I will have plenty
of opportunities in my electorate to speak about the
budget at a later time.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the budget debate and say in summary
that I think the 2005 budget was fair to all. I have
always said when for the last six years the Treasurer has
produced the budget in this state that he has done an
excellent job overall. I do not say they have been
without imperfections, but overall the Treasurer has
produced good budgets over a fair period of time.
Mr Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member for Bass is interjecting out of
his seat. I would prefer that he was in his seat and not
interjecting, and I would prefer to be able to hear the
honourable member for Mildura without interjections.
Mr SAVAGE — I want to specifically focus on the
positives. The positives for my electorate would include
the $5.5 million that has been allocated for the
construction of the new Nichols Point school. It is one
of a number of schools that the budget has named to be
rebuilt. This school is somewhat unique, being
surrounded by a road network and a channel with
limited open space for the children and constant
problems with the septic tank system. The land has
been purchased and as a consequence this school will
be constructed in the near future. It is a very welcome
outcome for the community of Nichols Point and it is a
significant budgetary item. I notice that in the budget
there is a $55 million allocation for building works at
17 other regional and rural schools to improve facilities
such as art, technology, music and general classrooms.
The Chaffey Secondary College has been very patient.
It is getting a $3.7 million upgrade, and that has been in
the pipeline for five or six years. Good things come to
those who wait, so there are two significant school
constructions or upgrades in the electorate of Mildura.
Mr Smith interjected.
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Mr SAVAGE — The member for Bass was well
aware of the history of the Mildura train and it was a
great setback to our community that it was taken away.
A promise was made to keep it, and it was not kept. I
know that responding to interjections is disorderly but it
is difficult to resist the stupidity of the member for Bass
at times.
It has been confirmed that the new police station at
Mildura is on the construction list. It will complement
the existing new courthouse, which I think cost nearly
$19 million. It is appropriate in the Mildura region
because of the growth occurring there. It is ironic that it
was the previous Cain Labor government which built
the previous police station in Mildura in 1985, after
about 25 or 30 years of neglect. It seems that there are
some ironies there. I think the only police station in the
Mildura electorate that has not had a significant
upgrade is Ouyen. It is the only one that has not
received some budgetary allocation in the last five
years. Maybe the minister at the table, the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and now
the Minister for Manufacturing and Export, can shed
some light on this. It is pleasing that I can stand here
and say that the police stations in my electorate are in
really good shape. The one that will be built at Mildura
is certainly a significant budgetary item.
Most members of Parliament, especially regional
members, would be very much aware that public safety
and the feeling of wellbeing in the country is very
dependent upon having an efficient police force,
appropriate levels of staffing and equipment.
I have to make some passing references to the taxation
reform which relates to the payroll tax being cut by
9 per cent, and the increase in the land tax threshold to
$200 000. It is appropriate to note that aged care
facilities have been exempted from land taxes. Caravan
parks were given that exemption in previous budgets.
All schools in the Victoria regional areas will receive
the broadbanding fibre optic under an $89 million
initiative, and that is an incredible initiative and will be
a significant budgetary item for Telstra. I have got some
Telstra shares and I hope that the rest of Telstra is not
sold. This is going to greatly impact on small
communities that do not have internet access at the
moment, and it is a constant complaint if you are in the
remote and regional areas. I live very close to Mildura
and I cannot get broadband access so this will be great
for places like Hopetoun, Patchewollock and
Woomelang.
Dr Sykes — Rainbow South.
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Mr SAVAGE — And, I hope, Rainbow South. I am
getting some assistance here from the member for
Benalla and I am very appreciative of it. Rainbow
South is a long way from his area, but I guess he has
some intimate knowledge because the member for
Lowan would know about Rainbow South. In fact
Rainbow South is very close to my area of Yapeet. I am
sure Yapeet will be equally appreciative of
broadband — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SAVAGE — I cannot make any comment; I do
not know where that is. Overall the broadbanding is an
amazing initiative and it will be a revolution in
information technology in the country because that sort
of access to high-speed internet service is almost
impossible to achieve. The $151 million boost to
non-government schools is another overdue initiative,
and is timely, and will be greatly appreciated by the
economically disadvantaged church schools — and I
have quite a number in my electorate. I often wonder
about the argument that people put forward about
non-government schools. I see that the Defence of
Government Schools group is back on deck
complaining about state aid to non-state schools.
The cost to the taxpayer if that system did not exist
would be significant and that is something that they
should reflect on. There is a significant extra impost on
parents to send their children to non-government
schools, and there are not too many — none in my
electorate — that could be described as wealthy. It is a
reflection that people should make. It is a very cheap
option for the taxpayer to have a percentage of students
attending non-government schools.
The first home buyer grants of $5000 are to be
continued over the next two years, which is great for
people in the country who are trying to purchase a
home. I think I have mentioned this during previous
budget speeches. It is a great initiative, and home
buyers in the country probably have a greater chance of
achieving a home because house prices are not as
expensive as they are in the city. I would imagine that
most people who are facing that particular decision in
the urban parts of the state would feel some trepidation
over whether or not they are ever going to achieve that
sort of outcome.
The additional $578 million being put into health over
the next four years, with $30 million in extra funding
allocated to elective surgery, is timely. I think we are
going to have to face the fact that elective surgery lists
are not being serviced adequately. I know that the
Mildura Base Hospital is doing very little elective
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surgery towards the end of this financial year, which is
having a huge impact on the community.
I guess you could say that no matter what you put into
health budgets, it would never be enough; but there has
to be a balance there, and I do not think the balance has
quite been achieved. It is difficult for people to
understand how budgets are derived. On the basis, say,
that the state will spend a total amount of $1 billion on
the Commonwealth Games, if you are waiting for a hip
replacement it is difficult for you to accept that that is a
priority in spending. I know that there are other issues
you have to consider when you make those sorts of
decisions. Employers will welcome the 10 per cent cut
to the average WorkCover premium rate. I think the
figures show that that will be a saving to Victorian
business of $170 million per year.
A couple of negative points about the budget would
include the failure to put back the pensioner concession
for car registrations. That was an unfortunate failure to
address a big concern for pensioners in the state. There
would have been ways around the criticism that it was
subsidising people who were wealthy. Generally
speaking, the vast majority of pensioners are not
wealthy, and that particular impost is harsh. The other
negative point was the multipurpose taxi card, an issue
that continues to cause a significant amount of
discontent and disadvantage to people who do not have
the ability to travel by their own motor car. It is very
difficult in remote areas.
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beyond even John Howard’s capacity to fund out of the
national budget. We have had criticism of a modest rise
in debt to fund infrastructure, even though that debt is
less than what was inherited when we came into
government. We have also heard that the budget is
somehow responsible for Manningham City Council’s
inability to get a strategy funded.
The truth is that this is a very good budget. It is a
good-news budget, whether you are in an electorate
held by Labor, the Liberals or The Nationals, and very
little criticism can be made of it. This budget is the sixth
to be delivered by the state Labor government, and it is
undoubtedly the best we have seen, and arguably the
best budget we have seen in Australia. It balances
economic security with genuine social reform and
continues the job of building the state’s economic and
social infrastructure and capacity. It strengthens our
infrastructure as that relates to the business sector’s
need for efficiency in the future, whilst rebuilding our
schools and health system. Importantly, this budget
includes a $788 million fairer Victoria package targeted
unashamedly at those most in need of assistance in our
community. It is a package that all of us here in this
house should be really proud of delivering out there in
the community.

Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is an absolute
pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (2005/2006)
Bill, because this is a great budget. Before I speak on
that, I would like to comment on some of the absolute
drivel we have heard from the opposition in the last day
or two.

This package sets out 85 detailed actions across
14 strategies and delivers substantial new support for
Victorians, including nearly $50 million to increase
affordable housing for low-income families — that is a
pretty important initiative when we have a look at the
prices of houses — and $120 million to deliver better
disability services. I know that has been absolutely
applauded out there in my electorate, where people
have said that the provision of this by any government
is long overdue. There is $101 million to improve child
disability education and protection services, something
that increasingly we have to do in our society;
$35 million to reduce domestic violence; $50 million to
help older Victorians stay healthy and independent;
$12 million to improve access to services for
disadvantaged groups; and $82 million as a boost for
community safety projects and improved access to
justice. The Fairer Victoria package is a great package,
and it is something that I am particularly proud of, as is
the state government.

This is an absolutely desperate opposition with nothing
of substance to say. So far in the debate we have heard
the opposition say that the drought is the fault of the
budget because it has not rained. I am not sure where
that came from. We have heard about wind farms and
Melbourne 2030, as if those things are relevant to this
budget. We have had an incredible wish list put to us.
Talk about a vote-buying wish list! This list would be

Those who take the economics of this state seriously
know that putting a complex society like Victoria on a
solid path to prosperity requires long-term vision,
planning and stability in government. That is why the
2005–06 budget is in many ways the result of the hard
work, commitment and forward planning of the
government since coming to office in 1999. Earlier
budgets concentrated on delivering economic security,

Overall the Treasurer once again has produced a good
budget. There are always criticisms. A non-economic
analysis would have different ways of doing it and
different priorities. But you have to find the positives,
identify the criticisms, and, as George Burns once said,
it is ‘Too bad all the people who know how to run the
country are busy driving cabs and cutting hair’. I
commend the appropriation bill to the house.
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rebuilding the health and education systems which were
left devastated by the previous Kennett government — —
Mr Smith — Rubbish!
Mr HERBERT — They were. The truth is that our
schools were closed or allowed to run down, and
teachers were sacked. Nurses were sacked, and our
health system was virtually devastated by a lack of
funding. Previous budgets have built that back up to a
stage where we as a government can now concentrate
on looking at areas of substantial disadvantage that
have needed funding for some time. Earlier budgets
concentrated on developing economic security and
rebuilding health and education and the basic
infrastructure that this state needs. They also put in
place Growing Victoria and increasingly ramped up a
major infrastructure renewal program, which industry
had been asking for for a long time — and it is
infrastructure which will underpin this state’s future
economic security.
Victoria is, as we know, the economic engine house of
Australia. It is a small, industrialised and highly
technical state where technology, industry and exports
are the key. They cannot thrive unless we have
adequate infrastructure. It is the sort of infrastructure
which has been called for nationally but which is not
being delivered by the national government. It has been
much needed in Victoria, and it is being implemented
and put in place by this government, to the point where
in the last five years it has invested a staggering
$10 billion in infrastructure projects. Over the next four
years alone we will invest another $10 billion into
infrastructure. That should be put in context. This state
has a $30 billion budget, so this sort of outlay on
infrastructure is massive, and that can be seen right
across the state. Despite the carping we hear from the
Liberals and The Nationals, they know that schools and
roads are being built in every one of their electorates.
The infrastructure this state needs to succeed is being
put in place.
In the next 12 months net infrastructure investment will
reach a record high of $3 billion. In this 2005–06
budget the government is investing $2.3 billion in new
infrastructure projects across Victoria, which will
underpin our growth and our job-creating domestic and
export industries. Included in this massive infrastructure
package we have $660 million in capital funding to
improve Victoria’s roads and transport infrastructure.
That was outlined in the Melbourne transport plan. It
has been part of the government’s aim to improve our
roads and public transport, and it is being delivered in
this budget.
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I should point out that this job of rebuilding our basic
transport infrastructure would have been a lot easier if
the state had not had to pick up the tab of the failed
transport privatisation program of the previous
government. It has cost this government and this state
$250 million year after year after year simply to bail out
the transport companies. The failed plan, including the
wildly optimistic sell-off of the previous
government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The honourable member for Bass will cease interjecting
from the front table and not from his seat, and the
honourable member for Benalla will control himself as
well. The honourable member for Eltham is entitled to
make his contribution. I am listening with a great deal
of interest.
Mr HERBERT — Thank you, Acting Speaker. I
know you have a great interest in infrastructure
provision across Victoria. Included in the infrastructure
funding is $106 million to develop new energy
technologies and industries. That will be a great thing
for the Latrobe Valley, where we desperately need new
technology in place around those ageing power stations.
The budget delivers $126 million for safer roads and a
safer transport network, including $110 million for
black spot funding. I have to say that the black spot
funding previously allocated to my electorate of Eltham
has been terrific. It has been spent on roundabouts, safer
roads and speed amelioration, and it has been a terrific
initiative. I certainly hope that some of that money will
be spent in Eltham.
It is clear that without the vision and economic
planning outlined in earlier budgets the sort of
investment we are seeing today simply would not have
been possible. It is certainly no accident that Victoria
continues to enjoy excellent job growth. My electorate
of Eltham particularly benefits from this, and we have, I
believe, the lowest unemployment in Victoria and one
of the lowest in Australia.
This budget does more, as I say, than just deliver
economic and social vision. It squarely targets
disadvantage and inequity in our society and
specifically allocates targeted funding to address them.
Whilst I will admit that there is a long way to go in
addressing inequality, the truth is that with an educated
population, a better health care system and good
infrastructure for our industry, our economy should
continue to grow and we should be able to continue to
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put resources into providing better opportunities for
disadvantaged Victorians.
Locally I am very pleased to thank the state government
on behalf of Eltham North Primary School, which
received $790 000 in funding in this budget. I know the
community has wanted new buildings at that school for
some time now. The school did not expect that amount
of money, but it has planned well for it and is
absolutely delighted to receive the funding. It is a
terrific school with lots of students and really creative
programs. The member for Yuroke said she has been
there and was impressed by the programs it offers
young people, as am I.
But it is not just this budget that has helped local
projects. When I drove around the electorate talking to
people about the budget I had a look at St Helena
Secondary College, an absolutely fantastic school that
is benefiting from this government’s infrastructure
spending. Right now you will see a two-storey,
$3 million science and technology centre being erected
on the site. It will be one of the best of its kind in
Victoria, and it has also been boosted by $1.8 million in
Leading Schools funding, which will see every teacher
in that school trained in the latest use of information
and communications technology across every subject in
the curriculum.
At Eltham High School it is a similar story.
Construction has just started on a new science,
technology and administration facility, so nearly
$1 million worth of work is being done on that school.
Importantly, as the member for Yan Yean will know —
we both campaigned pretty hard on this issue in the
2002 election — work on the $17.2 million second
Greensborough bypass bridge over the Plenty River is
barrelling along. On completion this bridge will save
lives and ensure that traffic moves smoothly across that
notorious stretch of road. It is another example of the
sorts of benefits our infrastructure spend is delivering
for local people in our areas.
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Royal Children’s Hospital. How good is rebuilding the
children’s hospital in this state! It will be fantastic, and
it only happens when governments plan long term, do
not pork-barrel, as we have seen in the federal election,
and move on to address the real needs of our
community. I could go on to many other areas. Have a
look at education — —
Mr Nardella — Yes, go on!
Mr HERBERT — The member for Melton says to
go on about education — $868 million this year — —
Mr Nardella — How much?
Mr HERBERT — Eight hundred and sixty-eight
million dollars into education and training. What does
that add up to? It adds up to an absolute total of
$5.23 billion since 1999. I hear members opposite ask,
‘What about my schools?’. I will tell them: nearly every
school in this state has had capital works — that is the
truth of it — and they have more teachers, smaller class
sizes and new programs. How great is that for this state!
I am going to finish off with a small comparison of
what is happening in Victoria, where we are rebuilding
our infrastructure and the basic services this community
has to offer, with what has happened in the federal
budget. We have just heard a speech about a federal
budget that has enacted the $66 billion of vote buying
that we saw from the Howard government at the last
election — $66 billion of taxpayers money poured
down the drain. We see no infrastructure improvement;
we see no gains in education; we see nothing for our
health system. Older people miss out. Some of the most
disadvantaged people in the community are to be made
to go through hoops just to get a measly pension. The
$66 billion spent on vote buying could have put
Australia on a firm footing for bad times and for the
future. If you compare that with what is happening in
Victoria the contrast could not be starker.
Mr Haermeyer interjected.

The government is unashamedly proud of what has
been done in health. My area does not have a hospital,
but if you look at the sort of money that has been put
into the Northern Hospital and the Austin Hospital, for
people in Eltham it is a short train trip straight to the
door of the Austin Hospital with its fantastic health
facilities. That will make a huge difference to the lives
of ordinary people living in my electorate and my area
and it is something to be proud of.

Mr HERBERT — We hear from the minister that
the electorates in some of the Liberal areas will be safe.
They will be safe because there was $66 billion of vote
buying. I am unashamedly proud of this budget, as is
every member of the government and as should be
every member of this Parliament. I commend the
Treasurer, I commend the Premier and I commend the
government on what is a sensational budget.

Let us have a look at this budget. It includes a massive
$1 billion of additional funding to improve and expand
hospitals, with $36 million for the first stage of the

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — It is interesting to
hear government members talk about how wonderful
this budget is, but I have to say that people in rural and
regional Victoria have every right to be disappointed in
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this city-centric budget. All the newspapers in country
Victoria say the same thing, so it is not just
The Nationals who agree with that. The budget focuses
on Melbourne and while we are happy that it does focus
on Melbourne we have to make sure that the
government understands that there is life outside
Melbourne and that it makes sure that we invest very
heavily in country Victoria.
Again this budget proves that Labor cannot manage
money but, more importantly, it cannot manage major
projects. The Treasurer said in his speech that this
budget is about using the proceeds of a strong and
dynamic economy to invest for the future. I have to
say, looking through the budget, that there is not much
investment in country Victoria. With an operating
surplus of $365 million in 2005–06 and further
surpluses averaging $394 million over the next three
years, it is time the government spent money in
country Victoria. The Treasurer also said that the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund has been
successful and I am pleased that it has been. We hope
the RIDF goes from strength to strength.
The government has said that there are 97 projects
across provincial Victoria but has not stated where
those projects are or where they are going to be in the
future. I challenge the government to either put it on
their web page or let us know where they think some
of those project funds are going to be spent, to allow
country Victoria to be able to use some of those funds
and perhaps prepare for its own future.
This government has had a number of windfall gains
in revenue because of the increase in taxes. Some of
those taxes are payroll tax which is seen as a
disincentive for a small businesses to employ. I have a
number of small businesses across my electorate and
across country Victoria that talk about payroll tax. I
know the government has reduced the threshold of
payroll tax over the years, but it needs to be more
because small businesses in country Victoria are
absolutely hurting because of the seven years of
drought. It would be some incentive to reduce that
threshold even more to allow small businesses in our
rural areas to have the confidence to invest in
employment and in our young people.
This government has had a real windfall gain in land
tax. The government was dragged kicking and
screaming to understanding that there was a problem.
I think the Treasurer just thought there was some
anomaly in the land tax issue until he found out there
that it actually brings in retirees and other people who
have not normally been caught up in paying land tax
before. So it is pleasing to see that there is about
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$823 million worth of cuts over five years. It sounds
generous, but it is not enough. The government has
projected massive increases in the revenue that has
been collected by land tax. The government has lifted
the land tax threshold, but, again, this is not enough. It
has moved it from 5 per cent to 4 per cent and then
3 per cent over the next three years.
The Real Estate Institute of Victoria has made a
submission to the government on a number of areas
where the government could improve its actions in
land tax. One of those is to bring that 3 per cent
perhaps into next year, so that there is a real incentive
for people to be able to deal with land tax and not
provide the government with windfall gains because
obviously land prices and land values are increasing.
This is a windfall gain because land tax values are
increasing and will continue to increase, so it is
bracket creep which the government needs to be aware
of and needs to make some adjustments to, to make
sure that some of our people like the self-funded
retirees are not caught in the net.
One of the largest increases is in gambling tax. I
understand that the revenue is going to be almost
$1.5 billion this year. There is also going to be a
$45 million tax taken from gaming machine operators.
This will have a huge impact in some of the gaming
areas in country Victoria which are some of the largest
employers and put back a lot of their funds into the
community. The pubs and clubs are corporate
organisations because they are very much part of the
community, probably more so than some of our
Melbourne venues. This will have a huge impact and
it is probably one that did not need to come in the
budget.
There is a panel to review electronic gaming caps. I
know Shepparton is one of those areas that is going to
have its gaming operations reviewed. The panel
chairman wrote to me seeking input on some of the
issues about Shepparton and whether I thought there
needed to be gaming cap reductions and letting me
know there was going to be consultation in
Shepparton. I was told that the consultations will take
place in May and June. But I understand from the
gaming venues that that consultation has already taken
place. In fact it took place at the end of April and —
surprise, surprise — the local members were not
invited. I understand a number of other stakeholders
were also not invited.
I think that is an absolute shame when we have a
panel that is going around Victoria and talking about
whether there is a need for caps to combat problem
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gambling. It is interesting that this panel is made up of
three Labor Party members. I would have thought that,
if there were going to be an independent panel or
some sort of review, it would have been a more
genuine — that is not the word — —
Mr Haermeyer — Disingenuous.
Mrs POWELL — That is not the word either,
Minister.
There would have been more confidence in this
committee or panel had it been an all-party panel
looking at this issue. I again say to the government: if
you are looking at problem gambling, which has a
terrible impact not only on the individual but also on
their family and the community, then you have to look
at the real reasons for problem gambling. You have to
identify these people and put in place some genuine
supports. Knee-jerk reactions like blacking out
windows and then saying, ‘You do not have to do
that’, putting clocks on machines and looking at
advertising are tinkering around the edges. We need to
make sure that our problem gamblers are supported.
With all this money you would think the government
would look after those people who for many years
have contributed to this state, people like our
independent retirees and Seniors Card holders. It is a
shame that the government did not use this wonderful
budget to remove the $80 car registration fee. The
government spin would have you believe that this is a
half-price concession, but in fact it removes a full
concession because there was nothing there before. It
is a shame that the government did not use the money
that it has to remove an impost on some of our more
vulnerable people.
The Australian government committed $25.5 million
over four years in the 2002–03 budget so that state and
territory governments could offer concessional fares
on public transport for state’s Seniors Card holders
travelling outside their home states. That funding is on
a 60 per cent federal and 40 per cent state basis. The
Victorian government has still refused this offer,
which is still on the table from the federal government
two years later. The Victorian state government has
said no, it is not accepting that offer.
A number of my Nationals colleagues and I have over
a number of years raised this issue with the
government, urging it to take on board the federal
government’s offer and put in place its 40 per cent of
the concessions. But the government is still not going
to accept this.
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I have been working with the Goulburn Valley
Association of Independent Retirees for the last two
years, urging this government to take on board the
federal government’s very generous offer. I understand
that the federal government has made another offer and
that the state government is looking at that and is
considering it. I would urge the government to consider
it urgently and to pass on that concession rate to our
Seniors Card holders to allow them to have reciprocal
travel rights right across Australia and not just in the
state of Victoria. It is very important that our Seniors
Card holders get that concession before the federal
government removes its very generous offer.
The member for Eltham talked about how wonderful it
is that the government is investing in roads. I have to
say in my electorate there is not much investment in
country roads. Roads are vital in my electorate — it is
the food bowl of Australia. I know the Road
Management Act that this government brought in has
made huge imposts on local governments, which are
barely able to upgrade their own roads and, perhaps
more importantly, the bridges. I would urge the
government to support country areas more with the
upgrading of roads, which is vitally important, and, just
as importantly, the upgrading of bridges. One of the
roads the government put some funding into in my
electorate is the Peter Ross-Edwards Causeway. The
money was committed at the last budget and the works
are to start in the middle of this year. They have not
started yet, so I hope the government starts soon. We
also need some lighting right along the causeway so
hopefully we will be coming back again for some more
funding.
I would like to talk a bit about public housing in
Shepparton. I know a number of members have talked
about public housing. The waiting list in Shepparton,
while it is reducing, is far too high. The public housing
transfer waiting list as at March 2005 was
89 applicants. The public housing waiting list for
applicants is 338. That has reduced since September,
but it is still far too high and it is reducing much more
slowly. There is a Parkside estate public housing area
where the funding has been announced and
reannounced.
I say to this government to just get on with either
building those houses or finding houses further on in
Shepparton. Funding of $5.3 million was announced in
2000, but three years later very little had been done.
Then funding of $13 million over eight years was
announced — so again it has been blown out further. I
am just saying to the government to stop announcing
the money. The people in the area of Shepparton are
sick to death of it. We have a huge waiting list of
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people waiting for low-cost affordable homes and
public housing.
VicUrban is building 148 new homes in this area. I
have spoken to the minister to find out whether it is
public houses or public and private houses. The
minister is not letting me know whether there will be
public houses as well. This is to replace 94 cluster units
and houses that were demolished. There was a
commitment by the former Minister for Housing, now
the Minister for Health, that there would be no
reduction of public housing in the Shepparton region
due to this redevelopment. That is certainly not true. At
the moment there is a reduction in public housing. We
do not have the amount of public housing that we have
been promised. There are fewer houses available.
VicUrban has now changed the name from Parkside
estate to The Grove without any public consultation.
The people in that area are absolutely furious. There is
now a competition in the Shepparton News to rename
Olympic Avenue, which is a street which has a high
profile name in Shepparton. The people in Olympic
Avenue have not even been warned that their street
name is going to be changed. We are now being told
that the judge of the competition will be VicUrban itself
and that the decision will have to go to Melbourne. I am
urging the minister to allow the local people to choose
the name and not have someone in Melbourne choose
the name of a street in an area that they do not even
know. They want the name ‘boulevard’ in it, when they
do not even know that just a few streets away we have a
street called The Boulevard. It is going to cause huge
concerns.
The welfare needs of Shepparton are such that we still
need a lot more mental health programs. I am being told
that by the doctors and the welfare organisations. We
have had a number of incidents in Shepparton recently
which indicate the high need for more mental health
programs. We have more need for drug and alcohol
rehabilitation programs. We need more support for
people with disabilities. The Goulburn Valley centre for
disability services’ chief executive officer, Bruce
Giovanetti, wrote to me again about an issue I raised in
this house on the government providing appropriate
funds to the centre for people with disabilities. It is
underfunded for the cost of running the three houses
that support residents with a disability. They have been
put into those houses at the government’s decision
going from the larger Wahroonghai hostel. Two houses
were also developed to accommodate clients with much
more challenging behaviour. That needs to have more
funding.
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There are a number of issues with neighbourhood
houses being moved from the Department of Human
Services to the Department for Victorian Communities.
I hope this is not another way of local government
being asked to pick up the pieces and of the cost being
shifted onto local government. Again the community
houses have not been consulted.
The drought is an issue in my area. I would urge the
government to make sure it assists farmers and small
business to make sure that the required funds are passed
on to them. This budget is a lost opportunity to commit
to rural and regional Victoria. I hope the government
does not forget the importance of rural and regional
Victoria not just to Victoria but to Australia.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr HAERMEYER
(Minister for Manufacturing and Export).
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join in the debate on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2005/2006) Bill and the state budget. It is a
fantastic and great budget for my community. It
delivers on all the fundamentals. I have surveyed my
community on two occasions now. They continually
tell me that health, education, community safety, roads,
public transport and the environment are our top
priorities. This is exactly what this budget has delivered
on. It has also delivered on economic security and jobs
into the future and it has done that in a fair and
equitable way across all of Victoria, both metropolitan
Melbourne and country Victoria, despite what previous
speakers have said, and importantly, the outer suburbs
which are the areas I represent.
Specifically in the Yan Yean electorate it is a very
impressive list of things the Bracks government has
delivered in the budget this year. We have two new
schools to serve my community; two school upgrades;
a new wing for the Northern Hospital; new mental
health beds; two new police stations; and fundamentally
we have the biggest and best thing that has ever
happened in terms of economic development for the
communities of the north — that is, the relocation of
the wholesale fruit and vegetable markets to Epping. It
is a very broad budget. I will return to the details of
what has been delivered for schools in my electorate.
Firstly, I am proud of the $5.1 million that has been
allocated for a new primary school in Mill Park Lakes,
and $6.1 million has been allocated for a secondary
college next door to the site of the new primary school.
These two schools will be a fantastic example of state
education here in Victoria. The primary school will be
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for prep to year 4, and the secondary college will be for
years 5 to 9. The middle school years have often been
neglected, and we saw how they were neglected by the
previous government.
This government has spent an enormous amount of
time undoing that damage by reducing class sizes in the
early years from prep to year 2 and also in the senior
years, where we have increased retention rates. But the
educational researchers tell us that the middle school
years need the most support. My son is in those years
now, and the students are suffering from the legacy left
by the previous government. It is also the time when
students, particularly those going from year 6 to year 7,
suffer the most stress and the most challenges to their
educational learning experience.
As I said, the Mill Park Lakes Secondary College will
be a year 5 to year 9 campus. I urge members of this
house to watch the development of the school, because
it will be an example to the rest of the Victorian
community. These schools will form part of an
educational and family precinct in Gordon’s Road,
South Morang, which is a clear example of how this
government is looking after families.
A few months ago the Minister for Children announced
the provisions of a children’s centre for South Morang,
which is currently under construction with the
cooperation of the City of Whittlesea. That children’s
centre will offer not only infant and maternal — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms GREEN — I see the member for Polwarth has
again been in the bar late in the evening, and he should
return there. We will have a fantastic precinct in South
Morang. A mother will be able to drop her child off at
the primary school or at the secondary school and will
then be able to take her baby and get advice on
maternal and child health.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms GREEN — I know the member for Polwarth is
not interested in schools in my electorate or anywhere
else. He should return to the bar. The Meadowglen
Primary School will receive seven additional
classrooms at a cost of $1.6 million, and the Apollo
Parkways Primary School will get eight new
classrooms at a cost of $1.75 million. I am proud of
these two new schools getting capital upgrades, because
they are the first two schools to be funded under the
new master planning guidelines introduced by the
government.
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They were announced in the lead-up to the last election,
and now we are delivering them. Both of these schools
have between 700 and 800 students. They are large and
offer quality education, and they will continue to do so
into the future.
Mr Mulder — What about the rail extension you
promised your people?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! There is a bit too much audible conversation in
the chamber.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms GREEN — This is getting a bit out of hand. The
member for Polwarth comes in from the bar late each
evening on a sitting day. He should return to the bar,
and I will return to speaking on the budget.
Every school in my electorate will benefit from the
government’s announcement to extend the optical fibre
broadband network to every school in the state. I was
really proud to be with the member for Seymour and
host the Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister for
Education Services when the Minister for Information
and Communication Technology announced the
broadband upgrade, two days after the budget, at the
Upper Plenty Primary School. This fantastic program
will mean we will have no barriers and no divide
between information-rich and information-poor
students in the state. All students will have access to the
best possible Internet services in the state.
Not only will it be good for students at government
schools, but also non-government schools will have the
ability to buy in, and every one of the 700 exchanges
will be upgraded by this government. That has not
happened under the federal government. We had
members like Fran Bailey, the federal member for
McEwen, grandstanding before the last election and
saying that they would do things to upgrade
information technology and broadband services in my
community, but it has not happened. The state
government has stepped in to fill the breach.
It means that every one of the small schools in the
electorate will have broadband access, and I will name
a few of them: Upper Plenty Primary School, Arthurs
Creek Primary School, Strathewen Primary School,
St Andrews Primary School, Christmas Hills Primary
School, Panton Hills Primary School and Kangaroo
Ground Primary School. All of the children at these
small schools will get this fantastic service, just like
children in the city.
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This is something that the government is delivering. I
know opposition members make a lot of noise about it,
but they had the opportunity to deliver it and their
federal counterparts should be delivering it. We are
delivering it! It will mean that students in those areas
will have access to that, but so will households in those
areas and — —
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is making a contribution in relation to the
appropriation bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! What is your point of order?
Mr Mulder — It relates to the government’s
commitment to the rail extension to South Morang.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! There is no point of order. The member should
sit down.
Ms GREEN — I will ignore the previous
contribution. The member should return to the bar. I am
happy to speak about transport to my community after I
have continued the good news about education.
The independent and Catholic schools in my area will
share in a groundbreaking $151 million agreement
between this government and the independent and
Catholic school sectors. It will provide funding for
growth, which agreements with previous governments
have never done. It will mean that schools in the growth
corridor that I represent such as Plenty Valley Christian
School, which were previously information poor, will
have access to the upgrade. It is something that Fran
Bailey promised and did not deliver, but it is something
that we will deliver.
The private schools that will also have access to
funding include Ivanhoe Grammar and Eltham College,
and in the Catholic system they include St Thomas’s
Primary School, a fantastic primary school in
Greensborough, the Sacred Heart school in Diamond
Creek, St Mary’s in Whittlesea, St Monica’s in Epping,
and many other schools in the area.
The member for Polwarth seems very interested in
what has been delivered in transport to my area.
Mr Mulder — What about your train to South
Morang?
Ms GREEN — This budget confirms funding into
the future for the train link bus for constituents of mine
in Epping and South Morang. I am and will always be
an unashamed advocate of buses in my community,
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even when the train line goes through to South Morang.
That is because when the train comes to fruition in
South Morang the location of the station proposed by
the council will actually have the Mill Park postcode.
My constituents will be 2 to 5 kilometres from the
proposed train station, so they will always need buses to
access it. I am very proud that the train link bus will be
funded into the future.
Local buses are extremely important in accessing train
stations in my electorate, and there is a $10 million fund
to allow my community to access extensions to the
already very good bus network. However, there could
always be more.
I return to the issue of health — and I will not be
diverted by the member for Polwarth! The health needs
of my community have been delivered in spades in this
budget.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I ask the member for Polwarth to settle down.
Ms GREEN — Before the last election this
government committed to funding 65 beds in a new
wing of the Northern Hospital. This budget delivers
that. We opened a new wing of 34 new beds last year,
with three operating theatres that are functioning very
well. I thank the hospital for the care it gave my partner,
Steve, last year and also my late stepfather. It is a
fantastic hospital, and it will deliver for our community
into the future.
Along with the member for Eltham, the member for
Ivanhoe, the Minister for Health and the Minister for
Major Projects I took great pleasure the week before
last in seeing the completion of the biggest health
complex this state, and this country, has ever seen —
the Austin and Mercy complex in Heidelberg. This
hospital performs more specialty services than any
other hospital in Victoria, and this government
delivered it. The previous mob would have had to sell it
off. I would know — before the 1999 election I was at a
media event with the then shadow Minister for Health,
John Thwaites. At that event we told the truth to the
community about how the then government was going
to sell off the hospital. Not only was that hospital not
sold off, closed down and taken away from the
community but we now have the biggest hospital
project ever delivered servicing our community, having
been built at a cost of some $380 million.
The budget also contains funding for 65 mental health
beds for that campus to serve the north. Mental illness
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is something that strikes every family in our
community, whether we want to admit it or not. There
is not a family that is not touched by mental illness at
some point in time. In our first term in government we
had to deal with the acute side of health, but we have
now been able to deal with that and are addressing the
needs of those suffering mental illness. Some of the
beds at the Austin will be reserved for patients suffering
post-natal depression and adolescents suffering from
eating disorders.
In terms of the environment there will be a big injection
of funds for state parks, which is only appropriate. I
know that parks in my area, like Warrandyte State Park
and Plenty Gorge Parklands, will benefit. Additional
funds will be allocated to other parks, and I am really
proud of that.
This government delivers to my community and shows
that Victoria is the best place to raise a family. My
community has told me how happy it is about this
budget. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Tonight I wish to talk a
little about my tourism portfolio, some of the issues in
the budget that affect my electorate and some general
statewide issues that affect my electorate. As far as
tourism is concerned, I acknowledge an increase in
major event funding. I think that is a positive move, and
it has been well accepted. However, I have a problem
with the disappearing output indicators in the budget
papers.
When I looked at this year’s papers and compared them
with last year’s papers, I found quite a difference —
eight of the key performance indicators of the tourism
portfolio seemed to have disappeared between the two
sets of budget papers. Not being a conspiracy theorist, I
wonder why those key indicators — domestic,
international and interstate visitor numbers and also the
number of events assisted by Tourism Victoria — have
disappeared off the radar screen. I worry about why this
is the case. Have these numbers plummeted? Have they
gone south?
There is a great loss of accountability — which these
budget papers are meant to be all about — with this
disappearance. It will be interesting to see if another
eight indicators disappear off the radar screen next year.
If so, there would actually be no tourism report as part
of the budget, as there are only about eight indicators
left. It is very hard to compare tourism indicators and
the amount of funding from one year to another when
budget papers are skewed the way they have been.
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Also, a major disappointment has been the 7.6 per cent
reduction in the Marketing Victoria Fund. The excuse
from the government is that we do not have to market
Victoria because it has already been marketed because
of the Commonwealth Games, whereas I would have
thought it was the other way around. Because we have
the Commonwealth Games, is that not a wonderful
opportunity to keep our funding at the same level and to
market Victoria?
Melbourne has been marketed very well as the
destination for the Commonwealth Games, but many of
the visitors here will not be at every event every day;
they will take the opportunity to travel around with their
families and friends and do the tourism things around
regional Victoria. That marketing fund should be used
now and not squirreled away. Regardless of what the
government has decided to do with that money, it
should be spent in this important year of the
Commonwealth Games — from now until March next
year — to encourage people who visit Melbourne for
the Commonwealth Games to get out there and see
Victoria.
Turning to local issues, I would like to talk about
Rosebud Hospital, which is part of Peninsula Health.
Over the last few years a number of the basic surgical
and emergency services that would normally have been
carried out at Rosebud Hospital have been shifted up to
Frankston Hospital to the great detriment of my
community. Frankston is a long distance from
Rosebud — some 40 kilometres — and the bus service
between the two places is infrequent. A lot of my
constituents do not drive, and it is almost impossible for
them to visit their friends and relatives who are
transferred to Frankston. It has also caused
overcrowding at Frankston Hospital, so now to
gradually free up the beds at Frankston, Peninsula
Health has had to increase the services back at Rosebud
Hospital. That has been gradually happening, but we
have a long way to go for the services at Rosebud
Hospital to get back to the level that my community
expects. I looked at the budget papers carefully, but I
could not see any extra funding for Peninsula Health
either at Frankston or down on the Mornington
Peninsula. As the member for Bass said, it is a disgrace.
I would hope that oversight is rectified in the next
budget.
I turn to the matter of roads. The Mornington Peninsula
Freeway is in dire need of extension. It finishes at
Rosebud and funnels completely into Point Nepean
Road. At times in January 35 000 vehicles a day travel
along Point Nepean Road, and that is the rate at which
VicRoads wants to extend any road. If a duplicated
highway has 35 000 cars travelling on it, VicRoads
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looks at extending it. In this instance a mainly two-lane
road carries that sort of traffic volume. Obviously the
traffic comes to a grinding halt not only during the peak
summer months, which extend over a number of
weekends, but also from November to April and on any
other weekend during the year when the weather is fine.
That is causing a whole series of traffic, safety and
amenity issues right along Point Nepean Road.

it, but anyway they are getting a new police station and
they are pretty excited about it. It has been reannounced
on three occasions, but there is no sign of it being built.
It has to be built by the busy summer season, and the
police will have to move over to the Rosebud police
station while it is being built. I have a funny feeling that
it will be reannounced in next year’s budget too. Here’s
hoping that Rye gets it this year!

There is a dire need for pedestrian refuges. With that
amount of traffic it is very hard for people to cross from
the shopping centres over to the beaches, caravan parks
and amenities on the foreshore. At the very least we
need the pedestrian refuges. There is a plan for them,
and we get about one every two years. It is only a slab
of concrete. There needs to be a concerted effort to get
those pedestrian refuges installed so that pedestrians
can get across the highway in two stages rather than
having to duck across the two or, in some cases, four
lanes on that road.

Some major cuts have been made to funding for the
Mornington Peninsula National Park. A lot of that
funding went to the bushfire areas of January 2003. The
amount of weeds and degradation of the Mornington
Peninsula National Park was noticeable simply because
of the lack of fencing there. The weeds need clearing
and the rangers need to be working there.

The major intersection at Tootgarook is at Truemans
Road and Nepean Highway. There is a long gap
between traffic lights and very little opportunity for cars
to break into Nepean Highway. I know it is a top
priority for VicRoads, but it has been telling me that for
three years now, and still no funding has been allocated
at all for the installation of traffic lights at Truemans
Road. Also the other problem down there now is the
major intersection a block from the highway at
Eastbourne and Boneo roads. They are the major feeder
roads that connect the end of the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway to the rest of the peninsula.
Rosebud Secondary College, with its
1300 schoolchildren and with the number of enrolments
increasing, is on that roundabout intersection, so that
location is an accident waiting to happen, both before
school and when school finishes each day. There are no
opportunities for students to cross at the roundabout.
One crossing on Eastbourne Road has two lollipop
people deployed so that students can safely cross, but I
am worried about the design of the intersection and the
amount of traffic that is so close to a major roundabout.
It is a 40-kilometre-an-hour speed limit zone, for which
I am grateful; however, that is not being noticed by
passing traffic. Some sort of major work needs to be
done at that intersection. It is about seven or eight years
since major road funding has been spent on the
Mornington Peninsula, and I think the area is overdue
for some work.
I welcome the fact that there is funding for the Rye
police station in the budget; however, that was in the
budget two years ago. The Rye police had not asked for

I noticed this time around, thanks to the hardworking
member for Warrandyte putting pressure on the
government, that funding has been restored to our
national parks. I hope Mornington Peninsula National
Park gets back the money it used to have just so it can
lift the level of maintenance and weed control up to
what it used to be a few years ago.
I notice there is some major risk mitigation funding too.
Our dire need on the Mornington Peninsula is down at
Point Nepean. The retaining walls around Point
Nepean’s very fragile environment are just falling into
the ocean. One part of the Mornington Peninsula itself
is only 50 metres wide, of very soft sandstone, and the
rock wall is crumbling. In fact, as I said, in a lot of
places it has tumbled into the bay and needs major
work to stop the erosion which is happening very
quickly, threatening the access to Point Nepean.
Finally, Parks Victoria has the management of the
Rosebud foreshore. When the Liberal Party left
government in 1999, $2 million was committed to
implement the first part of the master plan down there.
That has been spent by this government. The last
amount was spent probably about three years ago and
nothing has been spent since. It was identified three
years ago that a further $4 million needed to be
spent — that is probably $5 million or $6 million by
now — on the Rosebud foreshore, the camping
facilities, the visitor facilities and everything that is
down there for the residents and visitors alike, but we
have yet to see any further money spent.
Mr Smith — You need a 10-year plan.
Mr DIXON — In fact being proactive and not a
negative member of Parliament I have been working on
my own 10-point plan for the Rosebud foreshore and I
am going to give that to the minister and say, ‘This is
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what we should be doing. These are my ideas, this
reflects what the local community wants and this is
where I think the money should be spent’. I do not like
to be negative; I like to provide some solutions at the
same time.
I will move on to some of the general issues. I notice
that no-one on the other side of the house has
mentioned the $80 motor registration fee. In my
electorate I have the highest number of pensioners of
any electorate in this state. Believe me, this is the no. 1
issue. Wherever I go, when I go doorknocking and
when I have my street corner community meetings, this
is what they come to see me about. When I go to a
nursing home or retirement village or a Probus club —
there are 20 Probus clubs in my electorate — this is all
they talk about. This fee is political suicide for this
government. It can keep it up. Politically I do not mind,
but I think the pensioners in my electorate and my care
for them is — —
Mr Smith — Uppermost in your mind?
Mr DIXON — Uppermost in my mind. I thank the
member for Bass! He is just after the adjournment
tonight, I think. I have real concern for the
pensioners — and they are pensioners. A lot of them
are not superannuants rolling in money, and even those
who are superannuants are struggling with low interest
rates. This $80 has been a real impost on them and they
want the exemption restored. We have indicated that if
we are returned to government in November next year,
we will return that $80 exemption. I implore this
government, given the surplus it has, to reconsider. If it
is going to wait until next year’s budget, people will see
through the cynicism of that, because in most cases
they would have already suffered two years of paying
that $80 fee. As I said before, we do not have great
public transport on the Mornington Peninsula. My
constituents rely on their cars not only to get around the
peninsula but also to access the many services in
Frankston, including the medical facilities and specialist
services, that they need.
It was remiss of me to leave out one of my local
issues — that is, public transport. I will just go back to
it. Two years ago funding was increased and we gained
an improved bus service on the Mornington Peninsula,
but the cost is extraordinary. To go from Rosebud to the
city costs $24 for a return. It is quicker to get to
Melbourne by public transport from Geelong, Ballarat,
Bendigo or Traralgon than to go from Rosebud. That is
not good enough: it is expensive and takes up to two
hours to get to Melbourne. We need a better and
cheaper service than that, and it is important that the
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Mornington Peninsula be included as one of the Met
zones.
There are areas further away from Melbourne than the
Mornington Peninsula that are part of the Met, but
again because of the geography of the peninsula there is
only one way the services can go — up the peninsula to
Frankston. Many of our services are in Frankston or
beyond and we really need an improvement in public
transport. We want increased frequency in our bus
service and we certainly want it to be cheaper. The
amount per head spent on public transport in inner
Melbourne is four times that spent on the Mornington
Peninsula. We deserve our fair share of transport
funding.
Finally, another issue has been raised on this side of the
house but not on the other, and that is the multipurpose
taxi program. If the proposed 23 per cent or 25 per cent
increase in taxi fares comes in, it will have a huge effect
on the cap for my constituents. I have queues of
residents coming to see me about it. If you put out a
petition on this multipurpose taxi service cap, boy, are
they ready to sign! I repeat: with the lack of public
transport there are numbers of elderly constituents in
my electorate who rely on the taxi service to get around
the Mornington Peninsula to do their community work,
visit the doctor, go shopping, go to church and do all
the things that make a vibrant community. So many of
my elderly constituents are no longer able to do that.
The government has the money, and I hope it has the
heart, to look at that, because the poor and the
pensioners in my constituency are the ones who are
losing out.
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to get up to speak in support of the
Appropriation (2005/2006) Bill and to support what is a
great budget. There is only one thing better than
learning from your mistakes and that is learning from
somebody else’s — the mistakes that were made by
those now sitting on the opposition benches, albeit not
very many of them, whose policies ignored the people
of regional and country Victoria. The people who
framed this budget have made sure that all Victorians
will get an opportunity to prosper. That is what this
budget is about. That is what is to be learned from this
budget. It delivers again, year after year.
I know that it is hard for my comrade from South
Gippsland to year after year watch responsible budgets
delivering a surplus to the people of Victoria and
making sure that country Victoria, which he and his
colleagues refused to support when they were in office,
is getting a fair shake. Like the rest of the state, country
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Victoria is going to get opportunity and prosperity. In
Victoria we are more than an economy, we are a
community — and this government realises it. We are
not just a community massed around the tram tracks,
we are a community right across the state, and this
budget delivers to communities across Victoria.
This budget is about building and rebuilding schools.
This government rebuilds and builds schools and
invests in capital infrastructure, as distinct from the
previous government which was all about closing
schools, running them down and sacking teachers. This
budget rebuilds the education system. It invests in the
system that we know is important for our children.
The government is talking about opening and
rebuilding the rail system and not about shutting it
down. It would be good if the member for Polwarth
were in the chamber, because he could tell us about
shutting down rail services. We are continuing to invest
in regional rail infrastructure through the regional fast
rail project, which will deliver improved services for all
of country Victoria — those people so easily forgotten
by those on the opposition benches when they were in
government.
This government is about building hospitals and health
services, not just in Melbourne or its metropolitan areas
but in country Victoria. It is not about shutting them
down and selling them off, as the opposition did when
in government, it is about building them. This
government’s budget delivers a $1 billion — members
should listen carefully — a $1 billion improvement to
boost health and hospital services and $114 million to
upgrade health, aged care and ambulance facilities in
country Victoria. I notice that the members of The
Nationals have left the chamber. They have made a
contribution and had a whinge, but they have not stayed
in the chamber to listen to what a good government
does for country Victoria rather than running down
services.
The government is about expanding and improving that
important section of the community, mental health
services, which was again ignored by the opposition
when in government. The budget allocates $180 million
over four years to improve those services and facilities
for people who need them right across Victoria.
My electorate was particularly fortunate in being a part
of country Victoria that was supported by the
government. My local school, the Traralgon Secondary
College, for the third year in succession has received
funding which was ignored by the previous government
year after year. The Traralgon Secondary College is
now getting another $4.1 million to improve the eastern
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campus which follows on from a similar commitment
over the previous three years. That comes on top of the
$15 million investment in the Gippsland educational
precinct for those students in the Morwell central area.
This is about investing in our future; it is about
investing in those important people who make up the
future of this community. This is not just about the
economy or those favoured few in metropolitan
Melbourne or the favoured few in conservative seats.
This is a budget for all Victoria and a budget for people
in the Latrobe Valley.
I refer to the boost in technology funding, particularly
the greatest investment in brown coal technology since
the days of the former State Electricity Commission.
Some members of the opposition will remember the
former State Electricity Commission, because they sold
it and sacked 13 000 workers. Now the greatest
investment in brown coal technology has been made
with $83.5 million out of the $104 million commitment
to make sure that we get the best out of that great
resource.
Members of the opposition whinge about wind power,
about coal and that we have to have electricity, but they
will not tell us of their plan because they have none.
The government has a plan and the sense and foresight
to invest in that plan. Over four years we are putting
aside $104 million — with $83.5 million being invested
in the Latrobe Valley in brown coal generation to make
sure we have a technology that will not just deliver
cheap power to the people of Victoria but deliver clean
energy using new technology and a new way of
thinking.
That is what it has to learn. It has to listen, and it has to
learn. We certainly did. We learnt from the mistakes of
the other side, which was just about winding down and
selling off. We are rebuilding, and we are investing.
The Treasurer, the Premier and the Minister for Energy
Industries and Resources need to be congratulated on
this initiative. It is a fantastic initiative, not just for the
Latrobe Valley but for all of Victoria. On the back of
investments such as these all of Victoria will continue
to prosper.
Our manufacturing base and our information
technology will continue to improve. A number of
members have spoken about connecting our local
schools using broadband access. Commitments were
made by the federal Liberal Party and The Nationals in
the flurry of the election, but they have done nothing.
What we have done is put up the dollars. We put up the
$89 million and used that to leverage over $100 million
out of the telecommunications networks. What are we
going to do with that? First, we are going to make sure
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that it goes to country schools. It will go to the future of
this state, to the future of the people in country Victoria.
What are we going to do by leveraging that off? We are
going to have it not only for the schools, but for
everybody in the vicinity of those schools.
Residents will be able to access broadband services
which they have not been able to access before. They
would be old, old, old men, like those on the opposition
side, before they ever got it through this federal
conservative government, but we have been able to
deliver it. It is there in black and white. We have
leveraged the commitment from telecommunications. It
is going to be rolled out. It will be rolling out, and
communities will be thanking us for it. Opposition
members will mumble it through clenched teeth, but
they will thank us for it, because the people that
matter — those people in country Victoria who are the
parents of those school kids, the teachers, the principals,
the school communities and others who will benefit —
know that this is a real investment for regional Victoria.
It will renew local communities.
My communities in the Latrobe Valley have had the
neighbourhood renewal program — what a success!
The government is working with and listening to the
community, which is something the opposition when in
government never did, and is then taking action and
making an investment. An extra $29 million, almost
$30 million, will be invested in this great
neighbourhood renewal program in the Latrobe Valley,
which has delivered not only many jobs but also
community pride, a cut in the crime rate and
community support. That is what government should be
about, but it is what those on the opposition benches
failed to do.
This budget delivers opportunity and prosperity for all
Victorians. For this budget, as with previous budgets,
the Treasurer and the Premier need to be congratulated,
not just by this side but also by those on the other side
who are looking and will no doubt learn. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — This budget, which
apparently provides opportunity for all Victorians, has
regrettably forgotten Kew! The situation in relation to
Kew is that there a number of issues that this budget
has failed to address at all, notwithstanding the fact that
they are significant issues in my local electorate.
The local Boroondara council at a meeting which was
also attended by the member for Burwood identified
traffic problems as the single biggest issue facing our
community. These traffic issues have been
longstanding and certainly overdue for attention. Those
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traffic issues involve freeway noise attenuation fences,
trams and, most importantly, the roads being used as rat
runs. I have called on the government on a number of
occasions to sit down with the City of Boroondara to
work out a traffic management plan, given that we are
still going through the consultation period in relation to
the 109 tram — and notwithstanding the fact that that
extension out to Box Hill was actually announced by
the former Kennett government over seven years ago
and partially funded during the course of the final year
of the Kennett government.
The former Minister for Transport announced what was
going to be a worthwhile project, but again we saw the
endemic problem with these sorts of matters — they are
blown out, they are long running, no decisions are made
and they just go on and on and on. What we have is the
glorification in making the announcement rather than
the actual delivery of the product.
As I said, the process of consultation on the relocation
of tram stops for example — just one aspect of the 109
tram route — has virtually only begun in the local
community. I attended a meeting in relation to that
matter that was conducted by VicRoads and
representatives of Yarra Trams. There are still two
options on the table, and there are still no definite
answers or outcomes. Certainly there is no solution to
the traffic problems at Kew Junction, and Kew is
increasingly becoming a rat run. The job on the freeway
noise attenuation fences has only been partially done,
notwithstanding the announcement by the former
Kennett government of a proper package of noise
attenuation fencing. There are still large gaps that are
causing many of my local constituents a grave deal of
concern.
In relation to this matter we have a problem still with
the Eastern Freeway. Yes, we have all these plans, the
costing of which the government has lied about, but
although we have a plan in relation to the Scoresby
freeway and the link through Mullum Mullum Creek to
the Eastern Freeway, we still do not have any plan to
alleviate the car park that is created at the western end
of the freeway as it gets to Hoddle Street. It just seems
to me that the government has completely ignored those
traffic matters.
Probably the single biggest issue in my electorate is the
ongoing debacle with Kew Residential Services. Again
we see the endemic and chronic problems caused by the
government’s inability to make a decision or announce
an actual outcome, notwithstanding the facts that this
was formally announced over five years ago by the
government and the plan that was originally proposed
by the Premier was for 250 house sites. That has
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changed quite dramatically. Nevertheless, the
government has called the matter in to provide
solutions, even though it promised the local community
that it would have an announcement on who the
developer would be and what those development plans
would entail in October last year. A recent update from
the City of Boroondara suggested that the council had
been told that the announcement of those plans and the
developer would be made by March of this year, yet we
are still waiting.
The trauma for the residents, the dislocation that has
been created in the broader community over what is to
occur there, and other factors such as not providing
choices for residents, the sale of adjacent public land
such as Yarra Bend Park and the proposal for high-rise
development are still real concerns in my local
electorate, and they remain unaddressed by this
government. I received an email earlier this month from
Louise Godwin, who is the secretary of the Kew
Cottages Parents Association. She wrote this about the
trauma that the delays are causing to residents:
Indeed, the continuing postponement of the announcement of
the developer and release of the development plan is creating
uncertainty, stress and a deterioration in the lives and
wellbeing of the residents here at Kew Residential
Services … the loss of familiar staff as they move into off-site
houses, moves from long-term accommodation as units are
closed, and the ongoing closure of on-site services … all
result in a breakdown in the continuity and quality of
residents’ lives. The Kew Parents Association would like to
send a clear message to the state government … Real
consultation must commence without further delay.
Significant improvement in the interim conditions on site
must be addressed as a matter of urgency.

Notwithstanding those profound concerns, there is not a
single mention in this budget of what is going to
happen to Kew Residential Services or a promise of an
allocation of funds to deal with even the interim issues
affecting the residents. Two hundred of those residents
remain on the site, and they are being moved between
units as various ones close. The uncertainty is a matter
of profound concern to me.
In relation to my portfolio responsibilities there is again
the disappointment that although this government talks
big and has all the money, it does not commit to
achieving active outcomes on the ground. We certainly
saw how this government behaves in relation to victims
of crime. We waited almost 18 months for the
appointment of the Sentencing Advisory Council, and
the Attorney-General promised in his second-reading
speech that when he set up this council he would
appoint a representative of victims of crime.
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Eighteen months later he finally appointed the
Sentencing Advisory Council, but there was no
representative of victims of crime on it. It was only as a
result of public pressure brought by those various
groups that they finally got their representative
appointed. It is certainly an appropriate appointment,
but one that was regrettably late and not in accordance
with the Attorney-General’s original proposal.
I refer to the Attorney-General’s justice statement about
improving responses to victims of crime. He has called
them whingers. He is reported to have called them
vigilantes and rednecks. Notwithstanding all of the big
promises, we actually get a cut of $1 million to victims
of crime support services — a drop from $9.2 million
last year to a measly $8.2 million this year. This is a
demonstration that the government has no real interest
in dealing with this. It is dealing with the political
problem rather than dealing with victims of crime and
their lives.
We all agreed with the increase in the age limit on the
jurisdiction of the Children’s Court to 18 years of age,
but that resulted in an almost 70 per cent increase in the
number of cases that will have to be processed by the
Children’s Court this year. One would have expected
that this would capture a large number of cases, but
what do we get with a 70 per cent increase in the
number of cases to be dealt with by the Children’s
Court? We get another funding cut — down from
almost $9 million this financial year to a paltry
$8.7 million next financial year.
Mr Cooper — Don’t forget the $1000
compensation limit.
Mr McINTOSH — Indeed. As the member for
Mornington reminds me, the amendment that went
through will limit the compensation payable in
Children’s Court proceedings to a measly $1000
irrespective of the financial circumstances of a
particular offender.
In relation to forensic testing, everybody in this house
has talked about this very powerful tool in the criminal
justice process. DNA testing is a very valuable tool.
What do we get? Two weeks ago the Age reported that
an alleged drug trafficker had her case dismissed — not
just adjourned but dismissed — because delays in DNA
and forensic testing prevented the case coming before
the court, so the magistrate dismissed the charges. I am
aware of a number of other substantial delays. Indeed,
people charged with drug trafficking have been bailed
on their own recognisance rather than being held in
custody because a two-year delay in forensic testing
was considered inappropriate.
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There is a very curious statement hidden away in
budget paper 3. This government has been crowing
about a decrease in the crime figures and saying this is
the safest place in Australia, but a footnote to a table on
page 147 of budget paper 3 notes that:
The 2004–05 the expected outcome reflects the current
upward trend in the level of offences against the person. This
is partially attributable to the rise in the level of assault.

This state is supposed to be the safest place in the
country. All the outcomes seem to be telling us that we
are getting good crime figures, but the budget papers
acknowledge that the number of crimes against the
person and the level of assault are going up. What do
we get? We get no substantial benefit flowing to
forensic testing for these matters.
The government had to be dragged kicking and
screaming to allocate further funding to the Office of
Public Prosecutions last year. It did so only after a
number of officers — 100 in fact — wrote what was
effectively a letter of demand to the Premier setting out
the appalling circumstances they were employed under.
We got a funding boost then, but I note that in relation
to the police prosecutors that is still a matter of real
concern, with low morale and low outcomes.
This government has been crowing about alternative
dispute resolution being a significant priority. What do
we get? Another budget cut. From a situation this
financial year where $1.8 million has been allocated by
the government to alternative dispute resolution
processes it is responsible for, there has been a budget
cut to $1.5 million. This comes notwithstanding
substantial and repeated statements that this
government is committed to alternative dispute
resolution. What does this government deliver on the
ground? It delivers a substantial budget cut.
The area of enforcement of court orders and warrants can
only be described as an absolute disgrace. I have a case
that was referred to me by the Liberal member for North
Eastern Province in the other place, where a Goulburn
Valley man who has a warrant for the seizure of assets,
claiming the sum of $6000, has been informed that it is
not possible to deal with that warrant because of the
chronic underfunding and under-resourcing of the
Sheriff’s Office. These matters have been repeated over
and over again to me. There are real concerns about the
ability of the Sheriff’s Office to execute these sorts of
warrants. And what do we get? We get a $4 million
budget cut — from $36 million down to $32 million —
another indication that this government is not committed
to justice between parties.
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I conclude in relation to public sector wages. The
enormity of the problem with the public sector wages
comes despite this government’s commitment to
holding everything into its existing budget figures. In
the six years since it came to power this government
has not delivered one budget where its budgeted figures
for salary increases in public sector wages were in any
way commensurate with the actual outcome. The
average cost blow-out in relation to every year was
something of the order of $300 million — every single
year.
We now have a budgeted figure for public sector wages
of some $10.5 billion. Indeed, it seems curious that this
year’s expected figure is going to be something of the
order of $11.3 billion. When you do your sums and
look at the average cost overrun, you expect that in the
lead-up to the next election we could have a further
blow-out, and we can expect the budget for public
sector wages to be blown out by of the order of
$1.7 billion.
If that is the case, over the seven years that this
government will have been in office, we will have seen
a massive increase of some 60 per cent in the wages
and salaries paid to public servants. I compare that with
taxidrivers, who have not received an increase in their
rates since 1999. The fat cats at Treasury Place can
certainly look after themselves, but when it comes to
delivering other benefits to other people on the ground,
the record is appalling. What you get is a budget that
ignores the critical issues in my electorate and certainly
ignores the critical issues in relation to justice matters.
There have been profound cuts in all sorts of areas from
victims of crime right through to the Sheriff’s Office.
And in relation to the public sector what we get is a
blow-out.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to contribute
to the appropriation bill debate. This year’s budget once
again delivers significant benefits to the whole of
Victoria. The Seymour electorate again benefits from
the financially responsible yet caring Bracks Labor
government. Seymour is a rural electorate, and it has
seen a real turnaround since the neglectful coalition of
the Liberal Party and The Nationals that formed the
Kennett government.
I would encourage any member on the opposite side to
take a tour around the many towns that make up the
Seymour electorate, including Yarra Glen, Healesville,
Marysville, Buxton, Alexandra, Yea, Flowerdale,
Kinglake, Seymour, Broadford, Pyalong, Kilmore,
Wallan, Beveridge, and Wandong-Heathcote
Junction — and there are many others — to see how
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much more prosperous and better the whole Seymour
electorate has become over the last nearly six years.

the new police station in Yea and the new police station
in Broadford all came under the Bracks government.

Right across the portfolio areas there has been
investment in the Seymour electorate. Regarding
education, for Wallan in this budget there is $3 million
in second-stage funding for the Wallan Secondary
College. This comes on top of the $5.1 million in the
last budget after the 2002 promise by the Bracks
government of a new year 7 and 8 school, which is now
going to be a year 7 to 12 school. Already $8.1 million
has been delivered there to make sure those students
have a local place to go to school. There will be jobs
and a much more connected community in Wallan with
this new project. Non-government schools have
increased funding. I believe that after 10 years of our
government these schools will have had a 62 per cent
increase through the $196 million allocated in this
budget when it is fully implemented, and that has never
happened before.

In health the Maroondah Hospital has received a very
significant increase in funding to the tune of about
$32 million for mental health. Again, in the outer
eastern suburbs around Healesville and Yarra Glen that
is going to provide a significant benefit to people. In
Healesville that is really going to make a big difference.

In the Yarra Valley, on top of SmartONE, which also
brings in over $100 million from Telstra to connect
exchanges right across Victoria to optic fibre, the
funding of $89 million will mean that all schools will
be connected to the optic fibre broadband network. In
addition the Yarra Valley schools, which include
Healesville High School and the many primary schools
around that area, have a $12.7 million project for great
new technology, which is all because of this budget.
The Schoolyard Blitz program was a wonderful
announcement and the schools really appreciate the
$5500 which they can use to upgrade their school
grounds, their gardens, their sports ovals and their
playgrounds. I think it is the great election promise we
made last time that is making schools greater and safer
places to be.
I have not heard many people talk about the boost in
this budget for the State Emergency Service, again very
neglected under the years of the Kennett government.
But it has been recognised under us through the
community safety emergency support program, and
also now in this budget there is more funding for the
SES.
In Wallan we are going to build a new 24-hour police
station. That is going to cater for that very rapidly
growing community, and it adds to the new Kinglake
police station. Kinglake never had a police station
before the Bracks government came to power. It has
one there now, and it also adds to the new 24-hour
police station in Kilmore. Kilmore did not have a
24-hour police station before the Bracks government
came into power. The new police station in Seymour,

In A Fairer Victoria there are new family support
initiatives for the Murrindindi and Mitchell shires that
are going to provide a greater opportunity for people in
that area who are disadvantaged and who may be
reported under the child protection system. It will assist
in stopping them from reoffending and going back into
that cycle of reporting.
We are also extending the neighbourhood renewal
program in Seymour for another four years. It is a
fantastic project that has really provided great benefits
to the community in Seymour, not just in the
neighbourhood renewal area but right across the board,
because it is a significant part of the town and there is a
significant amount of disadvantage. Just before we
were elected Jesuit Social Services had Seymour in the
top 10 most disadvantaged towns in New South Wales
and Victoria. It did not even register in the last one; we
were in the top 110, way back there, and that is because
of a significant investment by the Bracks government.
In parks I was so pleased to see the allocation of
$59 million for upgrades to parks facilities. In the
environment there is $19 million for pests and weeds
and $20 million to upgrade public roads in our state
forests. That is a fantastic thing for country Victoria. It
is something that the opposition should take note of,
because I remember four-wheel-drivers and others
complaining to me bitterly about the neglect when I
was first elected.
Keeping on the subject of roads, there was $567 000
in this budget to upgrade a bridge on the
Broadford-Flowerdale Road at Tyaak. Another thing
that might interest a couple of members opposite is the
$110 million in the budget from Transport Accident
Commission funds to improve safety at high-risk
intersections. I know a couple of members opposite
were a bit concerned that they may not get anything,
but out of that, if they work hard like we Labor
members do for our electorates, they might get a little
bit for their areas as well.
In public transport the shire of Yarra Ranges is sparsely
populated in parts, but it is going to share in a
$44.6 million project for improved bus services along
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with another 12 shires that circle the Melbourne
metropolitan area. I know I am going to be fighting for
the fair share of those funds in places like Healesville
and Yarra Glen.
This budget is a fair budget that builds on the great
work that the Bracks government has done over the last
five and a half years. I would always agree there is
more to be done. There is more infrastructure for
schools, hospitals and roads and there are more services
for disadvantaged people.
We need to invest more in our parks and gardens, and
we need to put more money into social disadvantage,
but it improves on all the things we inherited and is a
great opportunity for people to share in the prosperity,
which is what this budget is about. I commend the
Treasurer, the Premier, our cabinet and the government
for bringing together a great budget for the whole of
Victoria.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr COOPER
(Mornington).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture).

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

Mental health: Wodonga
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The issue I wish
to raise is for the attention of the Minister for Health. It
deals with the delivery of mental health services in
Wodonga. I ask that the minister gazette the Wodonga
Regional Mental Health Service as an approved service.
It is essential in a regional community which straddles
the state border that mental health services are
comprehensive and seamless. In Wodonga we have a
mental health service which, because of a bureaucratic
bungle, has not been gazetted. I would like to quote
from a letter dated 4 April from the Adult Mental
Health Service in Wodonga. In part it says:
The chief psychiatrist and the mental health branch have
confirmed our view that the act … restricts certain functions
to ‘mental health practitioners’ such as making involuntary
treatment orders in the community, or authorising the
‘authority to transport’.
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Both those functions are essential, particularly for a
cross-border situation where a patient or member of the
community needs to be assessed quickly and, where
necessary, taken to the appropriate service in either
state. It is also essential that practitioners be able to
prescribe an involuntary treatment order for a person
who presents a danger to himself or to other members
of the community. This fiasco has occurred because
there has been a failure to gazette the Wodonga
Regional Mental Health Service as an approved service
after the Mental Health (Amendment) Act of 2003 was
enacted. Under new sections 9A and 12(2) of the act, a
mental health service needs to be approved if it is to
provide these services.
Again I quote from the letter:
… Wodonga Regional Health Service is not gazetted as an
approved mental health service, our mental health clinicians
are not ‘mental health practitioners’ under the act …

It goes on further to say:
It is expected that this will be resolved by 1 July 2005.

I ask the minister to act immediately to ensure that the
service becomes an approved service.
Recently a constituent of mine, Mrs Allison Baumann,
rang my office. She has a 16-year-old daughter who has
suicidal tendencies and required 24-hour supervision by
the family. The advice she received from her doctor
was that there was no-one available in Wodonga to
assess her for at least a month. Fortunately the North
East Child and Adolescent Mental Health Service was
able to conduct an urgent assessment. However,
Mrs Baumann was then advised it would be four weeks
before her daughter could be admitted to an approved
mental health service. This clearly is not good enough.
It puts our young people at risk which should and could
be avoided.

Cycling: Tour of Gippsland
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Tourism the issue of tourism in the
Gippsland region, and I urge the minister, through
Tourism Victoria, to take the necessary action to ensure
funding to assist with the marketing of the Tour of
Gippsland that is to be held in that very beautiful part of
Victoria from 3 to 7 August.
This great cycling event will be the inaugural Tour of
Gippsland. It will be a great addition to our local
attractions and our calendar of events, not only because
it will allow participants to travel through one of the
most beautiful parts of Victoria but, as we all know and
as has been illustrated through the government’s
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investment in tourism across the state, because events
such as these are significant for local residents and local
businesses and services operating throughout the area.
The tour will be an important economic driver for the
region and will attract a significant number of visitors,
not only those who will participate in the race itself but
also friends and family, support teams and spectators.
I am aware that a funding application has been
submitted to Tourism Victoria by Caribou Promotions
Pty Ltd requesting funding to support marketing
activities associated with the tour. I know that these
would include activities like promotion on the Web and
at other cycling events, media promotion and
advertising in cycling publications. And of course this
is critical to ensure that people participate in the event
and ensure the best outcomes for my region.
The tour has nine stages and will take participants,
support groups and spectators on a fantastic trip across
the regions visiting many small towns along the way,
including Moe, Trafalgar, Walhalla, Traralgon, Port
Albert, Seaspray, Lochsport, Morwell, Yinnar,
Leongatha and back to Traralgon for 20 laps of a circuit
there.
As the member for Morwell I have the good fortune to
be living in what I consider to be one of the most
beautiful parts of the state and one that has a highly
active and productive tourism industry. I have no doubt
about the value of tourism to the local region. This tour
will be a great opportunity for us to promote what is a
beautiful region and one that has much to offer visitors.
It is a great place to raise a family. This funding will
allow us not only to make the most of this event but to
look for ways to value-add by promoting all of our
local attractions and our beautiful towns.
Therefore I seek from the Minister for Tourism his
reassurance to the communities in my electorate and
throughout the region that he will take the necessary
steps to ensure the funding is allocated to Latrobe City
Council to undertake all of the marketing activities in
support of this event.

Bridges: Echuca–Moama
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Transport
concerning the Echuca–Moama bridge. I refer to a
matter that I raised on the adjournment debate on
Tuesday, 3 May, concerning the bridge and the
minister’s response which, in essence, was that the
Yorta Yorta nation had maintained the position which it
has had from day one — that is, that the site is a
significant site and that it will therefore not give its
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consent to any of the western options that have been
proposed. In order to build a bridge VicRoads and the
local municipalities should now investigate other
options.
I further refer to comments that the minister made on
ABC Radio on 10 May, when he stated that a limited
budget had been proposed by the three governments —
this was of course some years ago — the three
governments being Victoria, New South Wales and the
commonwealth. He also stated that any alternative
proposal to be investigated must now come within
those budget constraints. The action I seek tonight is for
the minister to give an assurance to the house that all of
the options that were previously investigated by
VicRoads come within those budget constraints, and
that those budget constraints will not preclude
VicRoads from investigating further options.
The minister will also be aware of correspondence from
the mayor of Campaspe seeking a meeting between the
minister and representatives of the Shire of Campaspe
and the Shire of Murray, which is the adjoining shire on
the other side of the river, to discuss with the minister
the implications of this decision by the Yorta Yorta that
essentially has put paid to the construction of a bridge
on the western alignment. I seek an assurance from the
minister that he will use his best endeavours to arrange
a meeting with representatives of those two
municipalities at the earliest possible convenience so
that the construction of this most important Murray
River crossing can proceed at the earliest possible
opportunity.

Migrant resource centres: administration
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to raise an
issue this evening for the attention of the Minister
assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs that
relates to the administration of migrant resource centres
(MRCs) in Victoria. I am requesting that the minister
urgently seek clarification of the federal government’s
plans to amend the administrative arrangements of
migrant resource centres in Victoria. Migrant resource
centres do a great job, and I know the Acting Speaker is
aware of the services which they deliver, including the
very valuable settlement services which are held in high
regard. These services are funded by a combination of
federal and state government allocations.
Importantly migrant resource centres operate with
elected boards, but it has come to my attention recently
that in late 2004 the office of the federal Minister for
Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs sought advice on
how the practice of directly elected boards might be
changed. In an email from the department to the
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minister’s office dated 30 November 2004 and headed
‘Ministerial involvement in board appointments’, the
details of this advice are spelled out. I note that the
second dot point under the heading of this memo relates
to:
… options for ministerial involvement in appointments to the
Gippsland MRC board.

As members will understand, this migrant resource
centre services the minister’s electorate. On page 2 the
memo details some notes under the heading ‘MRC
appointment processes’, indicating that the migrant
resource centres’ constitution:
… does not provide for any involvement of the minister in the
appointment process of members to the … committee of
management.
For the minister to have involvement in the appointment
process … the constitution —

of these MRCs —
would have to be amended.

It goes on to say:
… the minister could write to —

migrant resource centres —
requesting that they amend their constitutions to make
provision for the minister to have formal involvement in
appointment processes.

It then goes on to say, however:
Should they decline, funding could be denied.

This is akin to blackmail. Here we have a minister who
was only days into the job seeking advice on how his
own appointments to boards might be facilitated. This
would, if ever implemented, destroy the trust built up in
migrant centre boards over many years and would
blatantly politicise them. Worse still is the reference in
the note, as I previously mentioned, to options for
ministerial involvement in appointments to the
Gippsland MRC board, which is the very board
overseeing the expenditure of state and federal
government moneys in the minister’s own electorate.
We require an urgent explanation as to what the federal
government and the relatively new Minister for
Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs are up to. This
needs urgent clarification and investigation. State
government money is involved, and it is the fair thing
to do.
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Phillip Island: Summerland estate
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I raise a matter for
the Premier that goes to the issue of the Summerland
estate on Phillip Island. I specifically ask the Premier to
bang a few heads together, particularly the heads of his
ministers, and to finalise and resolve the buyback of
land at the Summerland estate, a residential estate
between the Penguin Parade area and Seal Rocks on
Phillip Island. Under the Cain government then
Minister Kirner initiated a buyback of the land in order
to protect the Penguin Parade. I quote from the Phillip
Island and San Remo Advertiser of 16 February this
year:
The state government set aside $1 million to fund the
buyback of properties in 1985 and stated the program would
be completed in 15 years.
Twenty years later, over which time real estate prices have
increased by up to 1000 per cent, particularly in the case of
vacant land, the government allocation is still the same.
Offers made by the government are well below market
valuation.
The argument goes that the Summerland estate has no
services, roads et cetera and that the land cannot be
developed, and thus valuation is reduced.
But the reason for this is because of the government’s own
actions.

Further:
Landowners say that DSE (Department of Sustainability and
Environment) which administers the program has developed
the practice of serving a notice of intention not to acquire
when listing a property for purchase … thus avoiding the
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act provisions.
Freed of the LACA rules, DSE then imposes its own
‘valuation criteria’ and tells the luckless land-holder that these
are not negotiable.

Peter Freckleton, who is one of those land-holders, has
written to me. I quote further from the article:
Peter Freckleton and the 40 other landowners left at
Summerland seem to be the forgotten victims of the
Summerland buyback program which was announced in
1985.
Shocked land-holders were told then that the government
wanted their land and a buyback program would be
completed in 15 years.
In the case of Peter Freckleton his hopes to build a family
holiday home were dashed.
Ironically, he was marking out the building on the day he
received news that the government wanted his land.
…
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Peter has requested the Victorian Ombudsman to investigate
the actions of DSE in bypassing the terms of the LACA and
its decision to impose his acceptance of their criteria as a
condition precedent before any negotiation can take place.

Peter Freckleton says in this article:
I pay about $1100 a year in rates and I get no services and
harassed if I look at my own view once in a while.

Peter Freckleton has a physical disability as a result of
polio and cannot walk through the overgrowth on his
own property. He also raises, interestingly, the different
valuation criteria used by DSE, which are not
negotiable, and contrasts those with the valuation
methods used by the Department of Treasury and
Finance for land tax where potential value and potential
subdivision are considered and where they are not
considered by DSE in the valuation of Summerland
land. I ask the Premier to get on with it and finalise this
unfair buyback.

Multicultural affairs: grants
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I direct to the
attention of the Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs the issue of funding for some
hardworking multicultural groups in my electorate. I
ask the minister to take the necessary steps to ensure
funding for them as a component of the Victorian
Multicultural Commission’s organisational support and
senior citizens multicultural organisational support
grant categories. As the minister would be well aware,
my electorate takes in parts of the city of Casey, which
is a very multicultural area. In the last census, 28.6 per
cent of the residents indicated they were born overseas.
My electorate also takes in a part of the city of
Frankston, in which approximately 22 per cent of the
residents were born overseas.
I am proud to say there are a number of groups that
work hard to promote multiculturalism in our local area
and undertake a range of community-based activities to
support diversity, educate the community and
encourage people to live in harmony, whilst also
celebrating their heritage. Many of these organisations
are multicultural senior citizens groups, which are an
important part of our local community. Older persons
from culturally and linguistically diverse communities
often have low levels of English and a greater need for
social interaction. That is why these groups play a vital
role in providing these services. I know that a number
of local senior citizens groups and culturally and
linguistically diverse community groups have lodged
submissions to enable them to continue with their hard
work for the local community.
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Groups like the Cranbourne Italian Senior Citizens
Club, the Frankston Bosnian Elderly Club, the Sri
Lanka Disaster Relief Fund, the Cranbourne and
District Greek Senior Citizens, the Greek Senior
Citizens Club of Frankston and Peninsula and the South
American Senior Citizens Club of Frankston and
Peninsula have all applied for small grants or seek
confirmation of ongoing funding to ensure they can
meet some of the day-to-day costs associated with the
running of their community organisations. These grants
would go a long way to assisting these organisations
with their invaluable work in promoting diversity in the
community and providing important services.
Therefore I seek reassurance from the Minister assisting
the Premier on Multicultural Affairs that he will take
the necessary steps to pursue the funding of these small
grants and confirm ongoing funding to those groups in
my electorate to continue their important work for our
community.

Mildura: industrial skills centre
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I raise an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Education and Training,
and in her absence I raise it with the Minister for
Agriculture, who is at the table.
In 2000 the Mallee Community Skills Development
Centre was established at Mildura Airport. It was
managed by a private company called Austlink Driver
Training Centre. To date $700 000 of taxpayers money
has been fed into this program and quite a significant
driver training facility has been established. I was
involved at the start of this concept to give it support.
At the time, in 1999, I made it clear to the Minister for
Transport that the Austlink company should not
manage the facility. On 26 April 2000 I wrote to the
late Cr Ann Cox, who was the mayor of Mildura at the
time, and indicated the same concerns. I suggested that
TAFE or the Mildura City Council should manage the
facility.
I also have possession of a letter from the Treasurer,
who made this observation:
First, the transparency and commercial interests of the
proposer —

which was Austlink —
and second, as the site nominated in the proposal in the
proposal is part of the current airport, land may be required if
the airport terminal expands in the future.

The advice was not taken. The facility has been
managed for five years by Austlink. All the money that
has been derived from the site has gone back into the
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pockets of Austlink and no money has been put aside
for depreciation and other contingencies. Austlink has
treated the facility as its own. Considering this involves
$700 000 of taxpayers money, that is inappropriate.
Austlink has refused to allow access to another driving
school. I have been advised by the chairman of the
committee that you have to be a registered training
organisation to get access to the facilities, but that is
incorrect.
I have written to the minister but the latest
developments about the financials are an indication that
the minister should refer this concept or the financial
arrangements of the Mallee Community Skills
Development Centre to the Auditor-General. This is not
a criticism of the current auditor. I have noted in his
annual report that the report on the financial affairs
refers to:
… any person other than the members, or of any purpose
other than that for which it was prepared.

And:
… we do not give any opinion as to the propriety of the
payments …

This is a very serious misuse of taxpayer moneys.
When you have got $700 000 worth of financials that
directly relate to the taxpayer, it should be open to other
organisations. The council and the government were
warned that this was an inappropriate management
structure. Nothing has been changed. It should be in the
hands of the Auditor-General.

Consumer affairs: Solahart
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for Consumer
Affairs in the other place, the Honourable Marsha
Thomson. The action I seek is for the minister to look
into the advertising literature of Solahart Pty Ltd to see
whether it may contravene the Fair Trading Act.
I was approached some weeks ago by a local plumber
concerned about the manner in which Solahart was
advertising its product. On the front cover of its
literature the organisation states that the Premier, Steve
Bracks, has announced new mandatory building
regulations for new/established home owners. Once
opened the literature indicates that on Friday, 4 July
2003, the Premier and the Minister for Environment,
who is also the Minister for Water, announced that
from July 2005 all new homes must be 5-star energy
efficient and include major water saving devices such
as AAA-rated taps and fittings, water tanks or solar hot
water systems.
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Although I am aware that the purchase of a solar hot
water system from Solahart is not mandatory, others in
the community may not be. As the gentleman who
approached me indicated, he works in the industry but
had to read carefully before he was certain that it was a
bit of advertising puffery. My concern is that the
advertising suggests there might only be three ways to
meet the government’s new regulations — taps, water
tanks and Solahart’s solar system. This is not the truth
and, as they say, it is really gilding the lily. It is
important that people have clear and simple information
when making such decisions and not be misguided.
I am aware that such devices are very helpful in
diminishing the production of greenhouse gases by a
household. I believe an organisation such as Solahart is
providing a very useful product for the community and
this will assist Victoria and other states to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. I just do not want people to
think that the only way to do so is to become 5-star
rated through the three options I mentioned previously.
I ask the minister to look into this advertising.

Wind farms: Wonthaggi
Mr SMITH (Bass) — The issue I wish to raise is
for the Minister for Planning who I believe has betrayed
the trust of the people in the Bass Coast region. I ask
him to explain why he gave final approval for the
installation of six wind towers at Wonthaggi. The
minister should contact the people in Wonthaggi who
signed the letters and the petitions against the wind
towers and tell them why he has approved the wrecking
of their coastline and their lives.
The house would be aware that this financially deficient
proposal is now being built on the Wonthaggi coastline
less than 500 metres from private homes and
businesses. It is being built in an area where large
numbers of birds fly from one Ramsar-designated site
to another. People from this area — the Townsens, the
Cardamones and Beth Banks and her family — have
invested their life savings into their homes and
businesses. Now they are going to be constantly
overshadowed by the six monsters whose shadow
flickers will undoubtedly drive these people mad, and
the constant whooshing sound will always be heard by
the neighbours.
The minister has got to be able to see that these six
turbines are not going to contribute sufficient power to
the electricity grid to compensate for the trouble they
are causing. It will without doubt be the thin edge of the
wedge in a push by the power company to have these
towers along the foreshore from Wonthaggi to
Kilcunda, a magnificent and beautiful piece of
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coastline. The minister has visited the site. He has
spoken to a number of the objectors yet he has been
prepared to endorse the sacked former Minister for
Planning’s approval. He has shown that he has not
listened to the objectors or read the reports that they
have provided to him.
The minister has made a mess of the lives of these
people who do not object to an alternative power
source, but do not want the wind farms in their
backyards — and these are in their backyards. I ask the
minister: what compensation will now be made
available to these people who know that their property
values have tumbled dramatically? They are people
who have lived an idyllic lifestyle that they now see is
going to be ruined by the callous and uncaring
government. I ask the minister to come to my electorate
and explain to them why he has betrayed their trust in
him and in the government.

Rossdale Golf Club: stormwater licence
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — I have a matter to raise
this evening with the Minister for Water. It is an issue
that I raise on behalf of the Rossdale Golf Club.
Rossdale has a lovely sand course in Aspendale, and
recently it has negotiated a stormwater licence, which
gives it access to 14 megalitres of stormwater. At the
moment the club is building a dam that will hold
approximately 8 to 10 megalitres because it absolutely
does not have enough room on the golf course to put in
a dam that would hold 40 megalitres. The licence
permit that was granted allows only for the winter fill
between the months of July and October but, as
members will realise, the club’s main requirement for
water is through the months of December to March.
The club’s ability to have its licence altered is crucial to
its usage requirements over the summer. Both South
East Water and Southern Rural Water are supportive of
Rossdale’s water management strategy and would
recommend an alteration to Rossdale Golf Club’s
licence as the project neither proves any risk to the
environment nor increases the total amount of water
sought. However, Rossdale Golf Club has been
informed that at this time the water authorities cannot
alter their licence due to government restrictions.
I ask the minister to review the restrictions that have
been placed on Rossdale Golf Club’s licence that there
can be only a winter fill so that this very innovative
program can actually achieve what it is meant to
achieve. Obviously Rossdale Golf Club has made quite
a large financial commitment to this, and I commend its
members on their initiative to drought proof their
wonderful course. I trust that the minister will be able to
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take action to remove the restriction that has been
placed on the club’s licence. We are talking of
stormwater. Obviously if there is no stormwater
available, then they cannot have access to something
that is not there. But in any normal time they should be
able to fill when it is possible during the summer and
spring and not just during the winter.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
Ten matters having been raised — —
Mr Honeywood — There was time left for a
remaining speech.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
No, it is 10 matters or 30 minutes.

Responses
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Gaming) — The member for Morwell raised a matter
concerning the Tour of Gippsland, a cycling tour. The
Gippsland region is known, particularly around the
Latrobe Valley area, as one of the state’s events
destinations. The local government areas in the region
work very cooperatively to attract events to the area and
of course there is a lot of accommodation in the region,
fantastic scenery and other great attractions and they
capitalise on them. It seems a while ago since we
launched the Southern University Games, which will be
held in the region over a number of years and attract
university students from Victoria and the southern parts
of Australia and use the great and extensive sports
facilities in the region.
This Tour of Gippsland that the member mentioned is
an opportunity to capitalise on that. Tourism Victoria
has been approached by Caribou Promotions, which
specialises in cycling tour events, to capitalise on the
opportunity. Cycling is a fast-growing sport. You do
not have to be a professional to participate. This cycling
tour of the Gippsland region will encourage people who
enjoy cycling to get out, be a bit competitive in a
non-professional sports environment, enjoy the towns
and the scenery of regions and add economic benefit to
those areas.
Tourism Victoria has been approached for marketing
support to encourage the many cycling enthusiasts
around Australia to participate in the event. I
understand that they will be spending about six to eight
days in the region, depending on how fast they cycle,
and that the event is planned to be in the shires of
Latrobe, South Gippsland and Baw Baw. There is so
much great scenery to see as part of the cycling
experience. It is fair to say that there probably is no
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better way to see things than to be on a bike enjoying
the Prom, South Gippsland, Walhalla and all the
different regions the member referred to.
I am very pleased to let the member know that as a
result of his hard work and that of the local
communities Tourism Victoria has agreed to provide
marketing support of $20 000 to help promote the event
through the web site he referred to and cycling
magazines. There is no better way to experience
Gippsland than on a bike. It is part of our effort as a
government — $2 million over four years, an increase
in funding for regional events. Nearly 50 per cent of the
events supported by Tourism Victoria are in regional
Victoria and that is entirely appropriate.
The member for Mitcham raised a very important
matter about migrant resource centres and the federal
government’s responsibilities in that area. He also
highlighted that the state government — and also local
government, I might add — is a major partner in
migrant resource centres. He referred to his own region
where there is a migrant information centre which is
managed differently by the federal government from
migrant resource centres. They are incorporated bodies
under the Associations Incorporation Act.
I am very surprised to have found out that the federal
minister, Peter McGauran, who has been a breath of
fresh air compared to the previous minister, is suddenly
trying to control migrant resource centres. He wants to
appoint his own people to them despite the fact that
they are separate incorporated bodies. He sought
advice, as the member highlighted, according to the
information in writing that I have that has been leaked
to us from the minister’s office. The centre are
obviously very much concerned by this radical move of
incorporated bodies being controlled by a federal
minister despite other funding sources. This is part of
the federal government’s strategy. It wants to control
everything. Rather than saying it wants migrant
resource centres to be one-stop shops for ethnic
communities across Australia, it wants to control them
by appointing its own people.
From 1 July the system will change. The migrant
resource centres, rather than getting ongoing funding,
are now having to apply every year to exist. The rules
have changed. That has capitalised the opportunity for
the minister to consider, as the leaked document from
his office says, whether you can withhold funding
unless they change their rules of incorporation. That is
one of the options the minister is considering. That is
quite outrageous.
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At the Victorian government level we give $3 million
in grants to ethnic communities, and we do not tell
them we want government representatives on their
bodies. We expect them to abide by the rules of the
Associations Incorporation Act to fulfil their functions.
The role of migrant resource centres is no different. The
idea of setting up the migrant resource centres in the
1980s was that they would be a one-stop shop to
provide funding by government. There is also
non-government funding to many migrant resource
centres because of the specialisation they have in
providing services dedicated to the needs of new and
existing migrants, depending on the diversity in
different localities and the needs of different
communities.
The last thing they want is federal ministers being
involved in appointing people to their boards, let alone
potentially threatening them about ongoing funding
unless they accept ministerial nominees. If it is okay for
the federal government, what is to stop others — for
example, local councils — wanting their own
representatives, the state government wanting its own
representatives and non-government organisations
wanting the same? I can tell the member that the state
government has no intention of requiring migrant
resource centres to appoint state government
representatives. That is a role of local communities as
incorporated bodies.
I am amazed that the federal minister would even be
contemplating such advice and such considerations. I
call on the federal minister, if he wants migrant
resource centres to exist, to support them financially
and not to interfere in their affairs. As a government we
have put more resources into migrant resource
centres — for aged care through home and community
care and for employment programs — and have
provided funding for the multicultural commission and
other programs because we have had confidence in
migrant resource centres to do the job as one-stop shops
that specialise in servicing their different diverse local
communities. That is why we have done it. If the
federal government is intervening, it is telling us, ‘Do
not use them as a delivery source of programs at the
grassroots level’.
That is outrageous, and it simply should not happen. I
ask the federal minister — and I think it is
appropriate — to commit himself to ongoing financial
support for migrant resource centres, including to his
own constituency in Gippsland, where they have had
funding uncertainty for so long. At the state level we
will continue to support migrant resource centres and
the Migrant Information Centre in the eastern suburbs
at Mitcham because of the great work they do. I thank
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the member for raising the issue. I am amazed and
astounded that the federal minister is even
contemplating this. I will be raising it directly with the
minister himself.
The member for Cranbourne is obviously known for his
great support of multicultural communities across
Victoria. But what the member has highlighted is a
diversity not only in his own electorate of Cranbourne
but in the city of Casey and the Langwarrin part of the
city of Frankston, where most of his electorate is
located. While the city of Casey gets mentioned as the
fastest growing residential area in Australia, one of the
things that is often not quoted is that it is also probably
one of the fastest growing culturally diverse areas in
Victoria. With every few homes settled there are
culturally diverse communities. It is a great region to
live in. Not only first home buyers from culturally
diverse backgrounds but also many older Victorians
from culturally diverse backgrounds settle in the city of
Casey to get closer to their kids and grandkids. They
are selling up in places like Dandenong in my electorate
and Springvale to be closer to their kids. Of course they
need support from their own community organisations.
We have doubled the amount of funding for their senior
citizens clubs compared to what they used to receive.
This year we have also provided an extra $200 on top
of their ongoing funding to support some public
liability costs — as we know, public liability insurance
has increased — in order to ensure that senior citizens
clubs not only in growth areas like Casey but across
Victoria can function and meet their bills. There is
nothing like members of the community getting
together in their own organisations and getting out of
their homes, particularly for the elderly.
As the member says, a whole lot of other organisations
are dependent on getting together to promote their
culture and to highlight diversity in the city of Casey. I
think the member mentioned six community groups in
the region. I am very pleased to inform the member that
the Victorian Multicultural Commission has provided a
combined $4000 for those six organisations to help in
their organisational support functions and to help them
pay their ongoing bills. It is an important contribution
and a recognition by the state government of the great
community work they do.
The member for Benambra raised a matter for the
Minister for Health about mental health services in the
Wodonga region. I will raise that with the minister.
The member for Rodney again raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport about the Echuca–Moama
bridge. I will pass it on to the minister. There are a lot
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of bridges across the Murray, and there is a lot of work
to be done.
The member for Hawthorn raised a matter for the
Premier about the Summerland estate at Phillip Island.
He is aware that it has been an issue for a number of
years. I am very much aware that a lot of the
purchasing of the estate was done under the previous
Cain and Kirner governments, and I am not sure how
much of it was done under the Kennett government, but
I will pass it on to the Premier himself.
The member for Mildura raised for the Minister for
Education and Training a matter about the Mallee
Community Skills Development Centre, otherwise
known as Austlink, and I will pass it on to the minister.
The member for Narre Warren North raised for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs in the other place a
matter about advertisements by Solahart Pty Ltd, and I
will raise that with the minister.
The member for Bass raised for the Minister for
Planning a matter about Wonthaggi wind towers. I
heard the Premier on 3AW just yesterday commenting
after a phone call from a local resident. At the end of
the day you have independent processes, and the
members referred to the fact that they support wind
power — —
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — I love the region, and
the member for Bass understands that, but I also
understand that many people support wind farms but do
not want them in their own backyards, and that is what
the member referred to. Nonetheless I know the
member has raised the matter in good faith, and I will
refer it to the Minister for Planning.
The member for Carrum raised for the Minister for
Water a matter about the Rossdale Golf Club in
Aspendale, and I will pass that on to him as well.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 11.44 p.m.

