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Israel: Melbourne protests

Wednesday, 6 June 2012
The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

EVIDENCE AMENDMENT (JOURNALIST
PRIVILEGE) BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Evidence Act 2008 to
provide for journalist privilege and other matters, to
make consequential and other amendments to the
Coroners Act 2008, the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 and other acts and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws the attention of
the house to the recent anti-Israel boycott, divestment and
sanctions (BDS) protests on the streets of Melbourne and the
strong response of the Baillieu government.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria continues to support all efforts and
actions to stop these protesters and their campaign of
misinformation against the state of Israel and the Jewish
community.

By Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (55 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition tabled by honourable member
for Caulfield be considered next day on motion of
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield).
Ordered that petition tabled by honourable member
for Cranbourne be considered next day on motion
of Mr PERERA (Cranbourne).

Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 1 and
13 to 22 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Wedge–Dandenong-Frankston roads, Carrum
Downs: traffic lights
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Carrum Downs, Skye and
surrounding areas draws to the attention of the house that as a
matter of urgency there be an introduction of a traffic
management system at the intersection of Wedge Road and
Frankston-Dandenong Road, Carrum Downs. During peak
times of travel, motorists are finding it very difficult to turn
right from Wedge Road onto Frankston-Dandenong Road to
travel towards Dandenong or the city.
The previous state government pledged $6.6 million for the
upgrade and installation of traffic lights at this notorious
intersection.
Your petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria gives consideration to either the
introduction of traffic lights or the establishment of a
roundabout at the intersection of Wedge Road and FrankstonDandenong Road in Carrum Downs to alleviate this problem.

By Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (14 signatures).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2012–13 (part 1)
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) presented report, together
with transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report be printed.

RURAL AND REGIONAL COMMITTEE
Capacity of farming sector to attract and retain
young farmers and respond to an ageing
workforce
Mr WELLER (Rodney) presented report, together
with appendices and transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Fraud Prevention Strategies in Local Government —
Ordered to be printed.

POLICE AND EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
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ASSEMBLY
Science and Mathematics Participation Rates and
Initiatives — Ordered to be printed.

Wednesday, 6 June 2012

Ambulance services: Swan Hill awards
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Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — On Saturday
night I had the opportunity and the privilege to present
long service awards to members of the dedicated team
at the ambulance service in Swan Hill. I presented
ambulance service and safe driving medals but
particularly was honoured to present the National
Medal to six members who have qualified with
15 years of service: Mark Burns, Paul Carr, Wes Ewart,
Peter Kiel, Chris Jewson and Peter Salathiel. I also had
the pleasure of presenting Geoff Astill with his 25-year
clasp. It is a great, dedicated team at the ambulance
service in Swan Hill, and we can all take comfort in the
fact that we know there is a team there if we ever need
them.

School buses: city of Wyndham

Murrabit Primary School: mural project

Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to express my
concern about the increasingly inadequate state of
school transport funding in my electorate in the city of
Wyndham. The funding allocated for new public
transport initiatives in the 2012–13 budget has again
fallen well short of Labor’s investment in public
transport in our last 2010–11 state budget and where the
Auditor-General believes the government should be.
There are no new bus routes funded in this year’s
budget.

Mr WALSH — I have also recently had the
opportunity to visit Murrabit Primary School to view
the murals the students produced post the floods. This
was the Learn Create Inspire Community Mural
Project, which was done as a sharing of stories from the
Murrabit and Benjeroop floods. They are great murals.
A book has been prepared with stories from each of the
students about what is in their mural. They personally
signed a copy for me to present to the Premier. I know
the Premier will be writing back to them and thanking
them for that particular document, given that the
Premier actually visited that area personally during the
floods. I commend the principal, Neil Hopkins, and his
team and Caroline Ellis, the artist who worked with
those students in preparing those murals.

POLICE AND EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered next day.

This issue has been brought to my attention by a
number of members of my local community, many of
whom are greatly concerned about the impact of our
increasingly insufficient bus services, particularly on
school students. The difficulty of finding a bus to catch
to school puts students in the west at a significant
disadvantage. The help that they would otherwise get
from the student public transport discount can be
irrelevant to many students. The cut to the number of
students who would be eligible for the conveyance
allowance is adding to this difficulty.
Westbourne Grammar School, a non-denominational
Christian college, has approached me with serious
concerns about how its students will be impacted upon.
The school provides 22 shuttle buses for its students
because public transport services are not available. The
principal is concerned that the new, more stringent
application of the guidelines will leave this unique
school out in the cold and families being pressured to
reconsider their children’s future there.
This is an equity issue. Schools in the growing areas in
the west are not as well serviced by public transport as
others, so they need a different type of transport
support.

Beverford Primary School: Parliament House
visit
Mr WALSH — I also acknowledge the fact that
students from Beverford Primary School are in the
gallery on their Melbourne trip today, and I welcome
them to the Parliament. I hope they enjoy their time
here and their stay at the urban camp.

Golden Square Bowling and Croquet Club:
single-gender events
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Golden Square
Bowling and Croquet Club is seeking support for an
amendment to the Equal Opportunity Act 2011 to allow
the conducting of men-only bowls events in Victoria. A
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal ruling in
2001 gave women the right to participate in what to that
point in time was men’s Saturday pennant bowls. Ten
years on, women wanting to play Saturday pennant
bowls with the men are selected on merit and/or
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comparable ability. However, the flow-on effect
prevents clubs from holding men-only tournaments or
events, or so they believe, and there has not been a
challenge or ruling at VCAT since the 2001 ruling.
Legal advice is inconclusive and confusing at best.
Women, with the assistance of Bowls Victoria, were
granted the right to hold single-gender events by
VCAT, and this is now supported by the Equal
Opportunity Act 2011. The club respects the right of
women to restrict the participation of men and hold
women-only events and is not challenging this. To
provide equality it would like to see women-only, menonly and open mixed competitions allowed in the state
of Victoria as are held in all other parts of Australia.
I received a petition signed by 49 members of the
Golden Square Bowling and Croquet Club
demonstrating their support for men to have the right to
play lawn bowls as a single-gender event.
Unfortunately the petition is not able to be tabled due to
its format. However, it demonstrates the club’s concern
regarding this matter and its determination to seek
changes to the Equal Opportunity Act 2011.

Bill Hunter
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I would like to pay tribute to a great Shepparton legend
who passed away on Friday, 25 May. Mr Bill Hunter
was 92 years of age and still involved in community
life. Bill was one of those rare people who could mix
equally with captains of industry and those less
fortunate. Bill will be remembered with love and
respect by the many people whose lives he touched.
Bill was a councillor with the City of Shepparton for
nine terms and a mayor many times. He was a returned
serviceman, a respected member of his church, a
Rotarian, a businessman involved in the transport
industry, a strong supporter of his beloved Lemnos
Football Club, a staunch Liberal Party member, a
passionate advocate for his community and a wonderful
family man. I pass on my condolences to his family,
particularly to his loving wife, Dot, who supported him
through his achievements.

Queen Elizabeth II: diamond jubilee
Mrs POWELL — I was honoured to be invited to
the Diamond Jubilee High Tea to mark the diamond
jubilee of Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II, Patron in
Chief of the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation. I
joined Lord Mayor Robert Doyle and Lady Mayoress
Emma Page Campbell and about 250 people at the
Windsor Hotel. This event was organised by the Lady
Mayoress’ Committee, with the net proceeds raised
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from the raffle going to support the Lord Mayor’s
Charitable Fund. It was a wonderful celebration of
Queen Elizabeth’s dedicated service to her country and
the commonwealth countries.
For the past 60 years Queen Elizabeth II has been an
inspiration with her commitment to duty. At 86 years of
age we see little slowing down. Our good wishes also
go to His Royal Highness Prince Philip, who has
supported her through her reign, and we wish him a
speedy recovery from his recent hospitalisation.

Country Women’s Association: annual general
meeting
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I want to thank
the Country Women’s Association (CWA) of Victoria
for having me as their guest at their 84th annual general
meeting and state conference in Swan Hill last week. I
was privileged to bring greetings on behalf of the
Leader of the Opposition and the Labor Party. It is
testament to the fine 84 years of this fantastic
organisation that it is prepared to have leadership from
both sides of the political divide in opening its
conference; I was joined by the local member, the
member for Swan Hill.
Carol Clay and the executive do an excellent job in the
work they do across the state in good times and bad. I
wanted to make a particular mention of Marion Dewar,
who chairs the social issues committee, for her
relentless pursuit of the need for funding for the Bsafe
program. I also want to commend the CWA for its
formation of a new Doreen branch in my own
electorate, which I will be joining.

Eyes for Africa exhibition
Ms GREEN — Last Saturday I had the privilege of
opening a fantastic art exhibition by Whittlesea artist
Pete Marshall. The title of the exhibition is Eyes for
Africa. It is a beautiful exhibition, and all proceeds —
$7500 was raised at last year’s event — will go towards
funding volunteers and performing cataract surgery in
Ethiopia. It really shows that people living in the city of
Whittlesea have a great commitment to the community
and to those across the world who are disadvantaged. I
urge anyone to go to Mernda Bakery Cafe over the next
two weeks.

Bayswater North: community renewal projects
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise today to put on
record the Baillieu government’s commitment to
supporting community renewal in Bayswater North, in
my electorate. Over the last few years a committed
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group of local residents, community figures and council
officers have formed the Bayswater North community
renewal team. In that time the group has driven many
considered, effective plans to drive growth, renewal and
a sense of community in Bayswater North.

along is true: the money was indeed available in the
budget and absolutely no impediment existed to the
station being completed on schedule. The advice
recommends that the minister ‘reactivates construction
of Caroline Springs station’.

Three weeks ago I was fortunate enough to announce
that the Baillieu government was funding the Glen Park
community garden. This 800-square-metre garden will
include a meeting space, a potting shed, raised garden
beds, compost bins, fruit trees, a herb garden and a
children’s area. The project will provide a communal
garden for local residents to come together and share
their love of gardening, providing increased
opportunities for community and civic participation and
recreation. This funding of $170 000 followed an
application by the Bayswater North community
renewal team.

History has shown of course that this government did
not do that, and instead we see money being funnelled
into projects in Melbourne’s eastern suburbs and in
Liberal seats — most ignominiously for the upgrade of
the 223rd-ranked New Street level crossing in Brighton.
Breaking a promise is bad enough, but lying about the
reasons is reprehensible. The people of the west have
long memories.

Last week I announced that a further two projects
totalling $95 200 have been funded following
applications by the community renewal team. As part
of the exercise in the park project, fitness equipment
will be purchased and installed at Canterbury Gardens
and Glen Park Reserve, where it can be accessed by
local residents and Bayswater North Primary School
students. In addition, submersible lighting will be
installed at the Dorset Road underpass of the
Dandenong Creek shared trail. This is a highly popular
bike track, and the lighting will vastly increase safety at
the underpass. The Baillieu government has also
granted $25 400 worth of funds for the Bayswater
North neighbourhood house capacity building. This
funding will allow for a series of community
developments and planning activities which will
support the role of the two neighbourhood houses in the
Bayswater North community.
All of these are fantastic projects, and I again commend
both the Baillieu government and the Bayswater North
community renewal team for their hard work and
enthusiasm, which is well supported by the Minister for
Community Services.

Rail: Caroline Springs station
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise today to draw
the attention of the house to recent revelations exposing
the true nature of this government when it comes to
keeping its promises to residents in Melbourne’s west.
This government wrote the book on excuses in its first
term of office, and the delay in the construction of the
Caroline Springs station is yet another sordid chapter.
We have heard excuses time and again from the
minister and his lackeys across the aisle, but FOI
documents have shown that what Labor has said all

Mowbray College: closure
Ms KAIROUZ — On another matter, I would like
to take this opportunity to pay tribute to the parents,
students and teachers of Mowbray College, who have
been an inspiration to me in their dedication to fighting
for their school and their education. These students and
parents have been the unfortunate victims of what
appears to be gross mismanagement of the finances of
this school, with the college’s imminent closure placing
over 1000 students without a school halfway through
the year. If the government is not prepared to support
this school with an injection of further funds, it must
make it its primary duty to ensure that no student is
worse off.

Israel: 64th anniversary function
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — This morning
I would like to pay tribute to Mr Sam Tatarka and other
leaders of Victoria’s Jewish community. Last night an
event was convened at the Windsor Hotel to mark the
64th anniversary of the foundation of the modern state
of Israel. Over a period of time in Victoria we have
seen the settlement and successful integration of
diasporas from many different countries. The Victorian
Jewish community has made an outstanding
contribution to the development of Victoria in its
cultural, community, economic, political and sporting
life. Other Jewish community leaders who have made a
great contribution to Victoria include Mr Erwin Lamm,
his son, Danny Lamm, Philip Chester and John Searle.
They have taken strong leadership roles in Victoria
during my time as a member of Parliament

Mike and Carol Martin
Mr THOMPSON — I would like to pay tribute to
Mr Mike Martin and his wife Carol for their
outstanding work over the past decade or so on behalf
of Life Saving Victoria, following the integration of
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Surf Life Saving Victoria and the Royal Life Saving
Society Australia, Victoria branch. They have done an
outstanding job in merging two organisations, which
has seen important contributions made to the saving of
lives in Victorian coastal waters, inland waterways and
pools. The educational programs conducted by Life
Saving Victoria have resulted in improved safety
outcomes in Victoria over the last decade or more.
The SPEAKER — The member’s time has expired.

Sport and recreation: community code of
conduct
Mr EREN (Lara) — The Minister for Sport and
Recreation has well and truly embarrassed himself
recently with gaffes in relation to the State of Origin
and earnt himself the title of ‘Dill of the week’ in the
Weekly Times.
However, on a serious note, this is symptomatic of a
government that has question marks over the future of
the grand prix, has lost the Australian Open National
Athletics Championships to New South Wales and the
national junior titles to Perth and is risking losing
Melbourne’s title of the sporting capital of the world to
Manchester in the UK. Apart from jeopardising
Victoria’s good sporting reputation, the minister has
managed to lose millions of dollars from his portfolio
and has cut back on programs which are vital for
thousands of sporting clubs and organisations right
across this state. One of those programs the minister has
cut was announced recently at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearings where he said:
The other program that will conclude in 2011–12 is the
community sport code of conduct.

Labor when in government developed the code in
consultation with peak sporting organisations to send a
loud and clear message that bad behaviour, violence
and intimidation have no place in community sport. At
that time, when in opposition in May 2010, the now
minister is on the record in this place as saying, and I
quote:
All members would agree that we need a code of conduct …

He called on the then Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs for more funding. When he did not
have to put his money where his mouth was in 2010,
while in opposition, the current minister was more than
happy to support the sporting code of conduct, but now
he does not. However, after numerous media reports of
violence at local sporting events and pressure from the
opposition to strengthen the current code the minister
has decided to do yet another backflip, announcing on
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4 June on 3AW that he was not concluding the
program.

Brian Marsh
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — Congratulations to Brian
Marsh, City of Kingston school crossing supervisor for
Patterson Lakes Primary School, who was the recipient
of an act of kindness award for recently saving a child
from being hit by a car. Well done, Brian.

Australia’s Biggest Morning Tea: Parliament
House
Mrs BAUER — It was terrific to co-host with the
Minister for Health, the Honourable David Davis, the
inaugural Cancer Council Victoria’s Australia’s Biggest
Morning Tea held at Parliament House on Wednesday,
23 May. Thank you to Todd Harper, CEO of the
Cancer Council Victoria, and inspirational guest Fiona,
who spoke about her grandmother and her mother and
her own experiences with breast cancer.

Seaford Primary School: member visit
Mrs BAUER — I enjoyed my recent visit to
Seaford Primary School with the principal, Michael
Brown, where I presented two books to the school’s
library as a thankyou to the children for participating in
my ‘What Anzac Day means to me’ competition. I am
looking forward to joining students on their upcoming
tour of Parliament House.

Bonbeach Primary School and Preschool:
funding
Mrs BAUER — I was delighted to announce that
Bonbeach Primary School and Preschool has received
funding as part of the Victorian coalition government’s
record investment in early childhood infrastructure. I
commend the Bonbeach preschool committee for its
submission. The preschool will receive $300 000 for a
$306 000 project which will create extra teaching
spaces, complete with a kitchen and children’s
bathroom, extend the office and create new storage
areas.

Carrum electorate: speed alert mobile trailers
Mrs BAUER — I am proud to be delivering today
two mobile speed trailers, one each to the cities of
Kingston and Frankston, as part of my election
commitment to improve road safety in school zones in
the Carrum electorate. I look forward to seeing the
trailers at local schools.
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Education: Essendon electorate
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I want to express my
outrage at the impact of the education and training cuts
made by this government on entry-level pathways for
the most disadvantaged learners in this state,
particularly those in the electorate of Essendon who
attend the likes of Kangan Institute of TAFE and
Victoria University’s TAFE. The lack of funding for
these organisations will have a direct impact on the
migrant intake and the vulnerability of those who are
trying to improve their pathways in life. This is on top
of the lack of funding for the Essendon Keilor College
and the Strathmore and Essendon primary schools. We
have seen other schools queue jumping and being given
funding by this government because those schools are
in the electorates of government members. Added to
this are the cuts to the Victorian certificate of applied
learning last year and the impact that that has had on the
Ascot Vale Special School.
I want to again express my outrage and declare that this
finally shows the colours of this government, which is
an elitist government which does not care about the
most vulnerable in our community. It does not care nor
does it wish to solve the problems these people face on
a day-to-day basis, yet it is prepared to build more
prisons to put people away when they face the impact
of disadvantage at a time when people are under
incredible economic stress.

Surrey Hills Baptist Children’s Centre: funding
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On Wednesday, 30 May,
I announced a grant of $300 000 for the Surrey Hills
Baptist Children’s Centre, which will go towards a
$1.06 million project to update dilapidated buildings,
remove hazards and provide safe registered children’s
spaces. This grant is part of the statewide $40 million
investment in early childhood services announced by
the Minister for Early Childhood Development. I would
like to thank Glenice Gibbs and the dedicated staff and
parents at the centre for all their hard work. This is great
news for local children in Burwood, not just now but
well into the future. These grants show just how
committed the Victorian government is to educating
our youngest children and setting them up for a life of
learning.

Solway Primary School: sustainability
certification
Mr WATT — Congratulations to Solway Primary
School in Ashburton, which has achieved 5-star
sustainability certification. The 5-star sustainability
certification is the highest award for schools
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participating in ResourceSmart AuSSI Vic, which
encourages school communities to work together to
save water, reduce waste and energy use and promote
biodiversity. Solway Primary School is one of only 16
5-star schools across Victoria. It is a prestigious award
and highlights the school’s commitment to
environmental protection as well as demonstrating its
leadership in the wider community.

Hartwell Sports Ground: funding
Mr WATT — On 30 May I had the pleasure of
accompanying the Minister for Sport and Recreation
and a member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the
other place, Georgie Crozier, to the Hartwell Sports
Ground in Glen Iris to announce funding of $45 000 to
the Boroondara City Council and the Riversdale Soccer
Club for the construction of outdoor lights for soccer
training. This new funding injection for Riversdale
Soccer Club will enable it to cater for the growing
popularity of soccer in the local area. By improving
local soccer facilities we enable local clubs to boost
membership, encourage community participation and
allow more people to be more active in the Burwood
area.

Summerhill Residential Park, Reservoir:
energy pricing
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to draw the attention
of the house to the plight faced by residents of
Summerhill Residential Park in the north of my
electorate, which operates under the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997. Residents, who for the most part
are elderly pensioners, own their own relocatable
homes and pay ground rent to the owner. Electricity is
supplied by the site owner, with each unit being
separately metered, and gas is supplied by the site
owner in bottled form.
From time to time the owner increases gas and
electricity charges. Electricity prices were recently
increased to 24.5 cents per kilowatt hour, with the
supply charge also increasing. Residents believe
Summerhill Residential Park is now charging more for
electricity and gas than they would have to pay if they
were free to purchase energy directly from a retailer. I
did a quick check with my own provider and found a
deal that was over 13 per cent better than the deal
provided to residents of Summerhill.
I note that under the Residential Tenancies Act:
A site owner must not seek payment or reimbursement for a
cost or charge under section 206ZG that is more than the
amount that the relevant supplier of the utility would have
charged the site tenant.
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This is a serious issue. I believe disadvantaged residents
in my community are being charged at a rate higher
than that available from utility companies operating in
the same area — I live in the same suburb — yet they
are unable to access the benefits of competition because
they are forced to get their gas and electricity from the
owner of the park.

Gas: Wandong-Heathcote Junction supply
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — After years of empty,
broken promises by the Labor government, last month
the coalition announced details of the next phase of the
rollout of its $100 million Energy for the Regions
program. This phase of the program includes a focus on
the delivery of natural gas to Wandong-Heathcote
Junction. The coalition government will explore new
opportunities to get energy and infrastructure sectors
focused on delivering natural gas to communities in
regional and rural Victoria. The Baillieu government’s
response and innovative approach to finding a cheaper,
more environmentally sensitive energy source such as
natural gas for priority communities such as WandongHeathcote Junction is inspiring.
The expanded strategy will explore both conventional
and alternative options for the delivery of reticulated
natural gas to communities and industry in regional
Victoria. The coalition government listens to
communities like Wandong-Heathcote Junction and
remains strongly committed to providing more regional
Victorians with access to natural gas — something the
Labor government promised but did not deliver. I will
continue to work hard to bring about a positive result
for the people who live in this wonderful community.

St George’s Presbyterian Church, Broadford:
centenary
Ms McLEISH — I want to acknowledge the
centenary of St George’s Presbyterian Church in
Broadford. The thanksgiving ceremony was celebrated
by many on Saturday, 2 June, and I was pleased to
attend. It was also the occasion of the opening of the
new hall, which saw the transformation of three
portable classrooms into a very flash and functional
new hall, thanks to the incredibly hard work of the
church volunteers. I wish the minister, Reverend James
Playfoot, and the congregation all the best for the next
100 years.

Rail: Montmorency power substation
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to speak on a
matter that is causing great concern to residents of
Stephen Street, Montmorency, and that is the
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construction of a new Public Transport Victoria power
substation at that location. Whilst I am pleased that the
government has finally recommenced work on the
Hurstbridge line upgrade, I am absolutely appalled at
the manner in which this part of the project is being
implemented — a manner which stands in stark
contrast to Labor’s detailed consultation on the train
stabling part of the project.
The substation appears to involve the construction of a
large metal building, 10 metres by 20 metres,
surrounded by razor wire, which has been placed on the
edge of a quiet suburban street known for its ample
native vegetation and peaceful character. It is not
surprising that residents are outraged that such works
were commenced without any — I repeat any — prior
consultation or attempt to maintain the character of the
area. Residents have raised concerns ranging from the
safety of their street during construction through to the
character of their area and the subsequent value of their
homes.
Further, in speaking to Public Transport Victoria about
the project, my office was told that no landscaping or
restoration works to return the street to its former
character are planned. I call on the minister to stop
hiding behind Public Transport Victoria and go out to
see this monstrosity for himself and to explain to
residents why the substation is not being constructed at
any number of suitable and less prominent sites. He
needs to explain to them why their beautiful local street
is being destroyed simply because it is easier and
probably cheaper for engineers to access that particular
site. He needs to explain to them why no substantial
landscaping or restoration works will occur. The work
at Stephen Street substation needs to be
suspended — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Fishing: marine parks
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The public
consultation period for the draft marine bioregional
plans and proposed commonwealth marine reserves
network has recently closed. The final plans and
proposals are now being prepared for consideration by
the federal Minister for Sustainability, Environment,
Water, Population and Communities, Tony Burke.
I raise this matter in the house today out of concern for
the future of our Victorian commercial and recreational
fishing sectors if the federal minister makes a decision
to further increase marine parks in Victorian waters. As
has been highlighted by the Australian Environment
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Foundation, some proposals have been put forward by
the American-based Pew Foundation for very large
marine protected areas with total or limited no-take
zones.
The AEF believes these proposals would do little for
global marine conservation. Instead, through closures
or the setting of harvest limits in Australian waters, they
would simply transfer Australia’s seafood consumption
to less well-managed fisheries in Asia. It should be
noted that Australia has the highest per capita area of
exclusive economic zone in the world and the third
largest overall, with one of the lowest seafood harvests
of any nation.
According to a report prepared for the Australian
Environment Foundation by marine biologist Walter
Starck, two-thirds of our seafood supply is imported, at
a cost of $1.7 billion per year. He points out that wellmanaged reefs can sustain an average harvest rate of
15 000 kilograms per square kilometre per year, and
that the average annual harvest for the Great Barrier
Reef, for example, is only 9 kilograms per square
kilometre per year.
Victoria does not need the inappropriate interference of
the federal minister when the overwhelming evidence
indicates that Victorian fisheries are well managed,
thanks to the good cooperation between the commercial
and recreational sectors and Fisheries Victoria. Victoria
does not need, and there is no justification — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Education: government performance
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I condemn the
heartless Baillieu government for the savage funding
cuts that will hit school students hard, not only those in
the electorate of Cranbourne but throughout this
wonderful state of Victoria. The government has also
chosen to dump the School Start bonus, which
supported low-income families with children entering
prep or year 7. Under these radical changes schools will
no longer receive the education maintenance allowance
(EMA).
I have been advised that in Frankston North in my
electorate of Cranbourne on average 85 per cent of
students receive the EMA: that is right — 85 per cent.
This government has basically taken the knife to these
students and their needs. This cut will impact on
schools with students from low-income families, the
very people who need the support most. Students from
Frankston North deserve the same good educational
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facilities as students who live in affluent Liberal
electorates such as Hawthorn, Doncaster and Brighton
and who do not rely on the EMA.
When coupled with the $300 million severe cutback to
public TAFEs, one does not have to be a political
genius to work out that the Baillieu government is
interested only in the wealthy in this society. It is about
time the Baillieu government realised that governments
are elected to represent all, not just the wealthy who can
look after themselves.
Why does this government hate Victorian children from
low-income families so much? No Victorian child
chose the family into which they were born. It is so
brutal of the Baillieu government to openly and
callously declare war against the less fortunate children
of our society.

Israel: Melbourne protests
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise today to
express my utter condemnation of the shameful tactics
of racism and hate we witnessed just outside Parliament
last night. The leaders of Melbourne’s Jewish
community came together with leaders and members
from both sides of Parliament, acting in a spirit of
bipartisanship and with Israel’s friends at the Windsor
Hotel to celebrate 64 years of Israel’s independence —
64 years of existence of the only free, liberal democracy
in the Middle East.
Israel, which for its size is a world leader in
entrepreneurship and innovation, is a marvel for its
commitment to freedom and democracy and should be
celebrated by all Australians who support a lasting
peace. Instead we witnessed the spectacle of members
of the Students for Palestine hurling abuse, lies and
slander at innocent guests who were attending this
event. I cannot repeat what I heard from the extreme
left, which cloaks its lies in an ugly hatred that betrays a
complete disconnect from the reality of the country
which they condemn.
The irony is lost on this rabble that the only country in
the Middle East which protects their democratic right to
protest is the one they seek to condemn. The regimes
they acclaim on their placards do not allow dissent of
any kind and would sooner imprison them than hear
differing views. If only the protesters could have heard
last night the words from the Israeli ambassador, which
were, ‘We do not wish to control you, rule over you or
determine your life; we wish to live with you, not to die
with you’. Of course he was referring to the
Palestinians.
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Students for Palestine cannot pretend to support
democratic freedoms, the rights of minorities and plural
societies as long as they condemn the Middle Eastern
nation which extols these values. I condemn Students
for Palestine for their violence, their thuggery and their
lies, and I congratulate all members of Parliament who
showed their support for Israel last night.

between Murray Road and Carcoola Court in Ormond
are now operational. We were joined by students from
McKinnon Primary School to make the very first
crossing at the new signals. Local students will be able
to make use of the crossing to walk safely to and from
schools nearby and to Joyce Park, McKinnon Reserve
and other recreational facilities.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

I am pleased that after consultation with the local
community this infrastructure has been delivered for
drivers, pedestrians and cyclists alike. This
announcement is consistent with the commitment of the
Victorian government and VicRoads to improve safety
for all road users. With an ageing population statewide
and a growing community of young families in
Bentleigh, it is important to have infrastructure that
improves safety for our most vulnerable citizens.

Kangan Institute: budget cuts
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I condemn the
Baillieu government for slashing the budget to Kangan
Institute, causing job losses, reducing the opportunities
available through the provision of essential skills and
reducing pathways into meaningful employment in the
north-western suburbs. The result of these cuts is that in
2013 the following courses will not be run: certificate II
in aviation (flight operations), diploma of ornamental
horticulture, certificate II in transport and logistics,
certificate IV in business, advanced diploma of
business and diploma of business.
In relation to community, youth and health, the
following courses will not be run: certificates II and III
in community recreation, certificate III in sport,
certificate IV in sport and recreation, certificate IV in
sport development, diploma of sport development,
diploma of remedial massage, diploma of traditional
Chinese medicine, certificates II, III and IV in Auslan,
the diploma of Auslan, the course in note-taking for
deaf and hearing impaired people, the diploma of
leisure and health, the diploma of practice management,
the diploma of youth work, certificate II in sport and
recreation, certificate II in hospitality, certificate III in
fitness, and certificates II, III and IV in business. In
relation to business services the courses that will not be
run in ICT are: certificates III and IV in customer
contact, advanced diploma of information technology,
advanced diploma of — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Jasper Road, Ormond: pedestrian crossing
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — On Monday of this
week I was delighted to be joined by the Parliamentary
Secretary for Transport and a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the other place, Mr Edward
O’Donohue; a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, Andrea Coote; and the mayor
of Glen Eira City Council, Cr Jamie Hyams, to
announce that new pedestrian signals on Jasper Road

Immediately following the inaugural crossing of Jasper
Road, we proceeded to Centre Road, Bentleigh, where
a complementary safety campaign was launched. We
have now reduced the speed limit in the Bentleigh
shopping strip to 40 kilometres an hour between
7.00 a.m. and 7.00 p.m. seven days a week. The
Baillieu government is committed to keeping our roads
safe.

Kindergartens: Bentleigh electorate
Ms MILLER — Last week I announced grants of
$200 000 for two kinders in my electorate — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
the making of members statements has expired.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Regional Growth Fund: benefits
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have
accepted a statement from the member for Gippsland
South proposing the following matter of public
importance for discussion:
That this house congratulates the Liberal-Nationals coalition
government on the introduction and implementation of the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund.

Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — It is my great honour to put this
matter of public importance before the house today. It is
so much the case that the Regional Growth Fund has
been to date a wonderful success for the regions. It is
the flag bearer for development in the regional and rural
parts of Victoria. The Liberal-Nationals coalition
government has been delighted to be able to introduce
this legislation, and of course only 18 months into the
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fund’s operation we are already seeing the benefits that
have been developed in the way we anticipated at the
time that we as a government introduced this farsighted piece of legislation. It of course is a $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund and of this funding
$500 million is available in this, our first term of
government. Whoever might be the government in the
next term will have the benefit of the other
$500 million. The bottom line though is that this is
pouring tens of millions of dollars into regional
Victoria.

under the Regional Growth Fund, and I want to run
through some of them.

More than 450 projects have been generated across the
state in the 48 municipalities that under the terms of the
act are able to share in this fund. It has been remarkably
successful. As the house is aware, the $500 million is
split into four primary categories — $200 million will
go to economic infrastructure development,
$100 million to the Local Government Infrastructure
program, $100 million to the Putting Locals First
program and finally $100 million will go to the natural
gas extension project. Taken together they total
$500 million.

As the Deputy Speaker would know, there is also the
all-important issue that through our food and fibre
sector last year we were able to export $8.1 billion
worth of product from regional Victoria. This is a
magnificent outcome and an absolute record, and
through the great work of the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security we are looking to increase this level
of exports with the passage of time. This is equivalent
to about one-third of the exports from the state of
Victoria. Assisting an initiative such as Flavourite
hydroponic tomatoes at Warragul is but one instance of
where we are able to aid that important work.

I want to examine some of the aspects of the initiatives
that have been developed under each of those four legs
of this fund. I will pick just some of the initiatives that
have been pursued because in this first category, the
economic infrastructure element of the fund, there are
now 22 major projects currently under way right across
various regions of the state. Between them they have
created 940 direct jobs; they are responsible for another
2150 indirect jobs; they have created another 1000 jobs
in the course of construction; and they have enabled an
additional 2400 jobs to be retained within the respective
entities involved in these initiatives. There is therefore a
combined impact of some 6500-plus jobs that have
been either created or retained as a result of the
initiatives, and I emphasise that these are only within
the first element of the Regional Growth Fund.
I know that my colleagues who are going to speak this
morning will be able to illustrate to the house many
instances of what we have been able to do with this
fund, and that is to generate jobs, to generate
employment and to see the realisation of a lot of the
aspirations these country communities have held for
many years but were never able to see delivered under a
Labor government that had lost its way and simply did
not care about the regional parts of the state of Victoria.
The next speaker for the government will be the
honourable member for South-West Coast, who of
course, amongst other portfolios, has the important role
of Minister for Regional Cities. I am sure that he and
others on this side of the house will have plenty to tell
the house about the wonderful initiatives being pursued

We have developed the Flavourite hydroponic tomato
initiative at Warragul. It involves the construction of a
dam and the provision of additional water efficiency
initiatives. It is a project at a cost of $996 000. Through
the Regional Growth Fund the government is
contributing $460 000. As the company expands, this
project will create something of the order of 130 jobs.
In addition, 170 jobs are now secure and being retained.

Only a few weeks ago I was at Hydro Australia in
Morwell, in company with the member for Morwell.
This is also a vitally important initiative to do with the
purchase of welding equipment for a company which
historically was built on the basis of constructing and
maintaining pumps in the power generation sector. The
company understands that at this time of transition,
with the inevitability of the carbon tax that is about to
arrive, the impost that will be cast upon the power
generation industry and the consequent loss of
opportunities for the company in that sector, it has to
make changes. To its eternal credit, Hydro Australia
has invested in acquiring new equipment at a cost of
about $576 000. The government is contributing
$280 000 from the Regional Growth Fund to assist the
company in what it is doing. This will see the retention
of 29 jobs at that company and the creation of another
7 jobs in Morwell. Importantly it is a window to the
future for these companies.
This organisation is now going to work across in
Western Australia, over in the mines, where they use
the pumps for the various elements of the mining
sector. Hydro Australia has constructed a particular
facility whereby it can put its equipment inside a
container, take it over to the site and do the work on the
ground there. In other instances the pumps will be
brought across to the Latrobe Valley, and the company
will be able to work with them. To its great credit the
company has now established a memorandum of
understanding with the Japanese manufacturer of this

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

particular piece of equipment in relation to servicing.
These things have been able to be done because the
company has been far sighted enough to see that it
needs to make the transition, but also, in context, it is
supported by the Regional Growth Fund.
At Latrobe Regional Airport at Traralgon aerospace
manufacturing is growing. This is an increasingly
productive entity which is doing wonderful work in
terms of the development of our aero industry. Through
the company we have the opportunity to design and
build aircraft on site; it is the only company in Australia
which does it. We have injected $1.5 million into a
$2 million project to see the creation of 100 new jobs.
In addition to that 130 jobs will be retained, and there
will be another 15 jobs during the course of
construction. This is a window to the future. GippsAero
is a company based in the Latrobe Valley which has a
proud record of the work it has undertaken over the
years in the Latrobe Valley, and we are working with it
to not only secure its future but make sure it is able to
branch out in the way in which it produces its product.
Again, that is the Regional Growth Fund at work.
The Lion Morwell site is to have an electricity upgrade.
The member for Morwell and I were able to go there
recently. It is a $2.6 million project into which we have
injected $490 000. This is another food manufacturing
sector initiative which is vitally important to us. At Port
Anthony in my own electorate of South Gippsland
there is a $2 million injection which will go towards
ensuring that we are able to develop our own port in the
southern part of my electorate, but even more
particularly in the eastern part of Victoria. It will give
us a capacity for bulk cargo movement in and out of
that port as we see it develop over the course of the
years.
We will see the upgrade of the Yaapeet line grain
development project up at Yaapeet, which will mean
enormous benefits for local commerce. People have
been crying out for this work to be done for years and
years. It is an $8.3 million project, and we are injecting
$1.7 million. The Horsham enterprise estate will see
investment of $500 000 in a $1.6 million initiative. It
will directly create 112 jobs, another 97 indirect jobs
and 13 jobs during the course of construction. There are
various initiatives at Bendigo, and I will leave it to the
Minister for Regional Cities to talk about the Bendigo,
Ballarat, Geelong and other regional cities initiatives.
All of these initiatives are creating jobs and making
sure that we can assist not only in the retention but the
growth of our regional areas. That is but one element of
the Regional Growth Fund.
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The second element is the Local Government
Infrastructure Fund. We have allowed $100 million to
be divided between the 48 municipal councils which
can share in this fund, and all of that is being done on
an agreed formula. There will be a maximum payment
of $2.5 million to 10 of the councils in most need, and
the rest of the money will be shared amongst them.
There is great work being done under that element of
the fund.
A third element of the fund is the Putting Locals First
program. We have over 100 projects running at the
present time. The program has been a magnificent
success, and the critical thing about this element is that
it is from the ground up. Local communities have
devised the projects which are important to them. They
are working in concert with the Regional Development
Australia committees and bringing those projects
finally to the department and then to me. Again and
again we are seeing, through the smaller communities
in particular, some absolutely wonderful initiatives, not
the least being the renewal of the local halls — those
small halls in small communities, which so often are
the centre of activity. The people in these communities
have been crying out for years to the Labor
government, which would never help them. Now we
are injecting the money into these things to enable these
important assets to be developed. I was with the
member for South-West Coast, who is also the Minister
for Regional Cities, looking at initiatives in his
electorate only last Thursday.
Finally, out of the disposition of the money,
$100 million will go to natural gas extensions. As the
house will know, Labor completely abandoned regional
communities on this issue. It went into the last election
campaign saying in as many words that there would be
no more extensions; that it would not put more money
into natural gas extensions. It absolutely and utterly
abandoned these towns. We have allocated
$100 million from the fund towards this all-important
initiative.
I was recently thrilled to be able to announce that
Huntly will have natural gas delivered to it by the
winter of 2014. The Labor Party would never have
done this for these communities. When the member for
Mildura speaks a little later in the debate he will talk
about what is happening in his electorate and another
application of this $100 million in funding dedicated to
the needs of regional communities regarding the
availability of natural gas. We are now looking at the
expansion of the system along the Murray River towns.
It is not good enough that a place like Swan Hill does
not have natural gas — I believe it is the largest
population centre in Victoria without it — and we want
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to address that issue out of the money allocated through
this fund.

the authorities with less capacity to do the important
work that is needed in regional catchments.

On top of all this, there is $160 million in funding for
roads and bridges which is to be shared among
40 regional councils; $172 million in the budget for rail
line maintenance; the purchase of another 33 V/Line
carriages; and the $208 million package for agricultural
communities, which is being done under the guidance
of the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security.
These and many more things are great initiatives
whereby we are pumping tens of millions of dollars into
regional communities to secure their future.

Yesterday the Minister for Water stood in this house
and refused to rule out further job cuts beyond those
already announced by the West Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority. What about the hundreds of
jobs that will be cut across the Department of
Sustainability and Environment? These are the jobs of
people who work closely with landowners on
biodiversity in regional communities. What about the
cuts to Parks Victoria affecting our coastal management
and the management of our waterways? Parks Victoria
plays a critical role in regional Victoria, but again, alas,
hundreds of jobs will go there. What about cuts to the
CFA (Country Fire Authority)? There is a cut of 10 per
cent in the CFA budget. Good for regional Victoria? I
do not think so. Is this what happens when The
Nationals supposedly stand up for regional Victoria?

All of this is to be contrasted with what went before: a
Labor government which had absolutely lost its way,
which was spending money like a drunken sailor,
which inevitably would have run Victoria’s budget into
deficit and which could not manage major projects. The
Labor Party could not and cannot manage money. Do
not look only at Victoria. Look at South Australia —
only last week it lost its AAA rating under the careful
guidance of the Labor Party, which would not know
how to run a chook raffle. Labor could not manage
money to save itself, and that is why we are having to
repair the damage. We will not only repair it but also
make sure that our regional centres are able to be
advanced.
Look at what is happening in Queensland — what a
disaster! Look at what is happening in New South
Wales. The other day we saw the announcement of the
first 700 jobs to be cut from New South Wales rail
services, and there are more to come. All this is the
legacy of the Labor Party, which takes such pride in the
way it ran Victoria’s finances. It was absolutely,
hopelessly appalling, and no more so than in the fact
that it could not look after rural and regional Victoria.
The simple fact is that despite all its rhetoric Labor does
not care, Labor cannot manage money, and we in the
coalition government, through the Regional Growth
Fund, will repair the damage.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I can tell the house
who has lost their way: members of The Nationals in
relation to their support for regional Victoria. If I were a
member of The Nationals, I would not be in here with a
matter of public importance congratulating myself
about the Regional Growth Fund; I would be hiding in
shame about the government’s level of support for
regional Victoria. This level of support has resulted in
announcements of massive job losses in regional
Victoria, the closure of Department of Primary
Industries offices and staff losses, and cuts to catchment
management authorities that will see jobs go and leave

What about the huge cuts in funding for regional
TAFEs and the impact this will have on skill
development in regional communities? Where are
members of The Nationals on this issue? Absolutely
silent. What will this mean for regional young people?
We will see either higher youth unemployment — and
that is already on the rise — or many young people
having to leave regional communities to get work or
access further education. What will it mean for our
local businesses which rely on TAFE for much-needed
skills? They will also continue to struggle. The cuts to
TAFE are an extraordinary, almost inexplicable
decision by this government which will see regional
communities suffer the most, with many small
campuses having to close.
As the Weekly Times has said on numerous occasions,
this is a government that is failing to meet the needs of
regional Victoria, a government that is promoting
people moving to regional Victoria through campaigns
whilst cutting jobs and services that we know are
critical to attracting people to regional Victoria.
It is not just the Weekly Times saying this; regional
mayors are lining up to criticise this government. The
West Wimmera shire mayor was reported in the Weekly
Times on 1 May as having said:
On one hand the government has regional expos to try to get
people to move out here, and on the other hand they are
saying there’s no job for you …

We could look at similar comments from the Towong
mayor or the mayors of Mansfield or Mitchell — the
list goes on. Maybe members of The Nationals will
point to putting cattle back in the high country as an
example of standing up for regional Victoria, or
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perhaps they were standing up for the handful of
families in regional Victoria who have an interest in
having free access to grazing in the high country. That
of course went really well! It has failed to meet any
environmental laws.
What about the policy to allow free-for-all firewood
collection? Maybe that is something the government
and The Nationals are proud of. Alas, again, this is a
policy that has backfired, as the Weekly Times has said,
on regional communities. Community members are
also saying this. They are saying we are seeing free-forall commercial operators collecting firewood in our
parks — people coming from Melbourne and taking
trailer loads of firewood and leaving little for locals.
Because of staff cuts, no-one is out there monitoring the
collection of firewood.
What about the cuts to first home owner grants, and
particularly the regional first home owner grant? That
was designed to promote growth and development in
regional Victoria and encourage people to move to and
build in regional Victoria. It was hugely successful,
both in getting people to move to regional Victoria and
also in maintaining a vibrant property market in those
communities.
As the Housing Industry Association was quoted as
saying in the Ararat Advertiser on 4 May, this is a
short-sighted decision. Is this something those opposite,
especially members of The Nationals, are proud of and
want to be congratulated on? Apparently so, as you see
if you look at the matter of public importance before the
house. We have heard today from the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development, who stood up and
promoted the great work of the so-called $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund. At least today the minister was
honest, which he was not prior to the last election, in
saying it is in fact a fund of only $500 million in this
term of government, which is less than we put into our
fund and committed to regional Victoria.
This is made even worse by the fact that this fund can
also be accessed by 11 Melbourne councils, which pits
regional communities against metropolitan Melbourne
suburbs. On top of this we have also seen this
government walk away from having a voice in cabinet
for regional jobs. Under the Labor government we had
a minister who had responsibility for supporting job
development in regional communities, but we no longer
have this. Since this government was elected and since
The Nationals have supposedly been in control of
standing up for regional Victoria we have seen
thousands and thousands of jobs lost in regional
Victoria. Just in the last six months over
14 500 regional Victorians have lost their jobs.
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There is no jobs plan. Not only is there no plan but
there is no strategic investment plan in regional Victoria
to protect and create jobs. In addition, we have policies
being implemented that will make it harder to keep our
regional economies vibrant and keep and create work,
whether those policies be the cuts to the first home
owners grants, the decision on TAFE or the job cuts in
the public sector. They are right across the board; the
list goes on. These are deliberate policies that will harm
regional Victoria and see additional job losses.
It is not just me saying that; the government’s own
budget papers say it. They say the government has an
aspiration of fewer jobs in regional Victoria over the
next financial year. As I said, a large part of this is
directly down to government decisions to cut public
sector jobs. All of us in regional communities
understand that most of those public sector jobs in
regional Victoria are in the delivery of front-line
services. Whether they are in Parks Victoria or the
Department of Human Services, these are front-line
workers working with regional communities.
Let us look at the commitment this government has to
Victoria’s largest regional area and Victoria’s second
city, which is my home and the community I live in and
represent. The question we have to ask is: how is the
Regional Growth Fund benefiting my region?
Dr Napthine interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — We might even hear it today from
the Minister for Regional Cities. We have certainly
heard the Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development, saying, ‘Let’s look at
the investment in Skilled Stadium out of the Regional
Growth Fund’. Just as an aside, on Monday night on
Q&A the federal Nationals spokesperson Barnaby
Joyce said ‘Oh, it’s outrageous that money went into
Geelong, into the Skilled Stadium — outrageous!’.
Maybe that is the sort of sentiment that is shared across
the table about Geelong.
Dr Sykes interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — It seems the member for Benalla
is agreeing that Geelong is not really regional Australia.
It is of concern.
I will return to speaking on Skilled Stadium. It is a great
investment because those funds were provided by the
former Labor government and came from the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. The redevelopment
was announced and signed off in August 2010, yet
members opposite come into the chamber and claim
that they are responsible for Skilled Stadium.
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One of the great investments that came from the
Regional Growth Fund was $15 million for the
Geelong library and heritage centre redevelopment. At
the death knell of the election campaign — I think it
was on the Friday before the election — the now
government announced that money, but it also
promised to provide $15 million to the GPAC (Geelong
Performing Arts Centre). That is half of what we had
committed, because that centre needs more than
$15 million. Where is that? There is no sign of that
money at all.
The Premier said at a recent Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing that Geelong already has
what it is getting — that is, $15 million for the library
and heritage centre. That is a broken promise to
Geelong. But the Premier congratulates himself for
giving $2 million to GPAC. It is welcome money, but
spending it on toilets and ventilation does not constitute
redeveloping GPAC. In congratulating themselves
today I wonder whether government members are also
celebrating the hoax that they played on the Geelong
community in the lead-up to the last election.
Maybe the Minister for Regional Cities might address
this issue today and apologise to the community of
Geelong for the hoax the government played in relation
to the car trade. There was the promise of
4000 jobs — —
Mr Eren interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara will cease interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — There was the promise of
4000 jobs that government members knew they could
never ever deliver, but they lied right up to the election.
Only recently have they come clean.
What about the Red Bull air race? Is that another hoax
and another promise that this government does not
intend to keep? Let us see if the Minister for Regional
Cities deals with that issue.
During the last sitting week the Premier made an
extraordinary statement. He congratulated himself and
the government on how they saved Qantas jobs at
Avalon Airport and what a great job they did. I am not
sure whether the 113 workers who lost their jobs are
congratulating this government but I doubt it. The
remaining jobs will ultimately go when 747s stop being
maintained and run by Qantas. No congratulations are
due there.
Where is the strategy? Apparently we have a strategy!
The Treasurer and senior ministers will visit Geelong
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on Friday. There is a strategy to drive economic activity
and jobs. The Minister for Regional Cities will be going
to Geelong. The minister who actually has
responsibility and powers will not be coming, but the
Minister for Regional Cities, as I understand it, who has
no power to do anything in the area, will be coming.
They will have talks. Geelong needs more than talks.
Where is the rescue package for Alcoa? It is at a critical
point in time. Will we hear about that on Friday? That
is what the people of Geelong want to hear about. What
about the Geelong Investment and Innovation Fund
mark 2 that everyone is calling for? Not just the
opposition but the Geelong Manufacturing Council, the
Greater Geelong City Council and other community
and business leaders know we need that fund — it was
so successful last time — to ensure that our economy is
diversified so that it can respond to the challenges that
are ahead.
Where are the guarantees in relation to the Transport
Accident Commission and public sector job losses in
Geelong? These are critical positions and jobs. Geelong
is facing very difficult times and this government, if it
is serious, will guarantee on Friday that there will not
be those job losses in Geelong. On top of that there are
the job losses caused by the $14 million in cuts — that
is 20 per cent — in funding for Gordon TAFE. This
will impact on young people’s skill development. It will
impact on the VET (vocational education and training)
program. Students at schools like Newcomb Secondary
College will be affected by this. VET programs are
under threat. This is absolutely disgraceful. Those
members opposite need to apologise to the community
of Geelong.
What about the investment in key services that are
important to the quality of life of those in regional
Victoria and Geelong residents? Those opposite get a
big ‘F’ for the failure of their efforts. Schools and
hospitals have been ignored. There was the so-called
$85 million for the hospital. We have $3.8 million for
it. That will not build too many extra beds. Where is the
promised $80 million for the second hospital? It is
nowhere to be seen.
What about transport services? V/Line passengers
travelling to and from Geelong have had the most
appalling experiences in the last few months. Today we
heard the Minister for Public Transport claiming that
the Breakwater bridge is some sort of great initiative
that the government undertook to improve congestion
in Geelong. It was funded and developed by the former
Labor government. The reality is that this government
should not be congratulating itself today but hanging its
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head in shame. Regional Victoria is going backwards; it
has been neglected by those opposite.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — It is a
privilege to stand up to support this great matter of
public importance proposed by the member for
Gippsland South. During 11 years in government the
Labor Party treated regional and rural Victoria with
absolute contempt. There was no understanding of the
issues in relation to regional and rural Victoria, no
leadership and no direction. Regional and rural Victoria
suffered badly under the previous Labor government.
We can see why.
The member for Bellarine talked about jobs but failed
to mention that she is a champion and supporter of the
job-killing carbon tax. The carbon tax is the biggest job
killer in regional and rural Victoria. The member for
Bellarine and her Labor mates are championing the
carbon tax which she knows will kill jobs across
Australia, particularly in regional and rural Victoria.
Only recently I was speaking with a leading food
processor in my electorate who said that the carbon tax
will cost his industry an extra $1.4 million to
$1.6 million a year simply because he will have to pay
extra for electricity and gas.
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What we have is a clear government position. It is a
strong position to grow investment, jobs and
opportunities in regional and rural Victoria. It is not just
rhetoric, as we heard from the previous Labor
government; it is a policy supported by real action, with
real plans and real delivery. For a start, we had the
Regional Victoria Living Expo in Melbourne where
representatives of all regional local governments and
businesses sold their wares and told people what a good
place regional and rural Victoria is in which to invest,
live and enjoy its opportunities. Thousands upon
thousands of people went to that expo. The expo was
organised on the basis of surveys undertaken that show
that Melbourne people are interested in relocating to
regional and rural Victoria, so proper research was
done.
That was followed by the Good Move campaign, which
is based on research and is targeted. It is not just
higgledy-piggledy ads to promote the government of
the day but is actually targeted to an audience that is
prepared to listen. That was all supported by the
$1 billion Regional Development Fund. This is a proper
and real strategy that is delivering results in regional
and rural Victoria.

While the member for Bellarine was talking about
terrible issues with respect to jobs, what she failed to
mention were any of the facts. She continued to present
myths, lies and political spin. That is what we get from
Labor. The facts are that the latest Australian Bureau of
Statistics figures show that for April 2012
unemployment in regional Victoria dropped from
6.3 per cent to 5.2 per cent. In April 8600 more people
got jobs in regional Victoria. They are the facts on
regional Victoria from the Australian Bureau of
Statistics, but the facts have never gotten in the road of
Labor Party members telling lies and presenting spin
and political bulltish across regional and rural Victoria.

The member for Gippsland South, who is the Deputy
Premier, talked about some major investments which
are absolutely fantastic. Let me go through some of
them in more detail. There is $2 million to assist
Hazeldene’s poultry company with its energy and water
security project at Lockwood. That is an absolutely
fantastic result. Hazeldene’s is a great company that has
been in Bendigo for years, creating jobs in food
processing in the poultry industry. We are assisting
Hazeldene’s to expand its industry to do its job better
and create and secure more employment in Bendigo.
There is a $2 million investment for Bruck Textiles,
again to help with a water treatment plant. That will
help Wangaratta and regional Victoria.

That is why, after 11 years of neglect by the previous
Labor government, we in government have a clear
strategy to grow and develop the economy and jobs in
regional and rural Victoria. We strongly support
population growth in this state. We think it is good for
the economy and quality of life in this state. We also
understand that the growing population in Melbourne
can cause pressures on quality of life, productivity and
economic efficiency. At the same time there are real
opportunities to grow the population in regional and
rural Victoria to deliver win-win outcomes, with
improved quality of life through increased population
and population diversity. There are improved
opportunities for economic growth and development in
regional and rural Victoria.

As the Deputy Premier said, there are 450 projects, with
22 major projects, and 6500 jobs created or saved.
There is money for Flavorite Hydroponic Tomatoes at
Warragul. There is $280 000 for Hydro Australia.
There is $1.5 million for GippsAero, which is a great
investment in a great company doing terrific things in
Morwell, with 110 staff producing 20 to 25 aircraft a
year. There is $5.2 million for Mildura Airport, which
the member for Mildura will talk more about. It is
absolutely vital to provide a link from the Sunraysia
district to Melbourne, Sydney, Adelaide and the world
for business and tourism and to support the economy.
There is money for Lion’s Dairy and Drinks, formerly
known as National Foods, again to improve electricity.
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They are strategic and sensible investments that create
jobs and opportunities for regional and rural Victoria.
We are also funding infrastructure that directly creates
jobs and improves the quality of life in regional and
rural Victoria. For example, in that great regional city
of Geelong, we have put $15 million towards a
$45 million project to design, construct and build an
integrated Geelong library and heritage centre, which
will generate 300 construction jobs. This is a key
project for the city of Geelong, G21 and the Committee
for Geelong, and we as a coalition have funded it and
were proud to do so.
The Regional Growth Fund also came to the assistance
of the redevelopment of Simonds Stadium at Kardinia
Park, where there was a shortfall of $3 million. There
was already money — $25 million — from the
coalition government on the table, but there was a
shortfall. Where did assistance come from? It came
from the Regional Growth Fund, which made sure that
that project was done properly, because we know that
making the home of the Cats a better facility delivers
economic benefits and jobs to Geelong and that if we
have good lighting there we have a real chance of
getting a T20 team based in Geelong.
The natural gas program includes extending natural gas
to Huntly, a growing suburb to the north of Bendigo,
which was ignored by the previous government. It was
ignored by the member for Bendigo East and other
Labor representatives of the area, but we have delivered
natural gas there. The member for Mildura will talk
about the improved capacity of natural gas in Mildura.
We can also talk about the $3 million contribution to
Bendigo’s proposed Sandhurst Community Theatre
complex. It will be a 1000-seat complex, incorporating
convention and education facilities in the old Bendigo
jail. For Bendigo there is another $2 million for the
Victorian regional exhibition complex. It is great that
the coalition is well represented in Bendigo by Damian
Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place, because the people of Bendigo are not
getting any value out of their local Labor members.
There is $50 000 a year for a pet project of mine, the
Bendigo discovery centre. It is a great centre that
provides education and tourism facilities, and it was
absolutely ignored by the previous government.
In the 90 seconds I have left, let me talk about what I
consider to be the other key initiative that is funded
through the Regional Growth Fund. The best
investment that we can make in regional and rural
Victoria is in helping our young people grow and
develop. The Regional Growth Fund will provide
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$6 million across Victoria for leadership programs
which will skill up and develop the future leaders of our
regional centres, regional cities and regional and rural
communities so that they can become leaders in
business and the community, including in local councils
and perhaps even in federal and state Parliament. That
investment of $6 million is fantastic.
There is $10.2 million for Deakin University’s
Warrnambool and Geelong campuses to improve
accommodation opportunities, particularly for students
from regional and rural areas. There is $5 million for
Ballarat University to improve accommodation at its
campuses. We know that under the previous
government students in year 12 in regional and rural
Victoria were significantly less likely to have
opportunities to gain access to tertiary education at
universities. That is why we are investing in those
education opportunities.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I would like to make a
contribution to the debate on this matter of public
importance on the Regional Growth Fund that was
brought before the house by the gloating Minister for
Regional and Rural Development. Let me start by
saying the following words that many people in this
chamber and beyond it would know: rob Peter to pay
Paul. In this instance it is the other way around: rob
Paul to pay Peter Ryan! That is what is happening here.
To get the money for this Regional Growth Fund, what
we have seen is this government systematically taking
$300 million from the TAFE system and $50 million
from the Victorian certificate of applied learning
funding — some $450 million from the education
portfolio. It has taken literally millions of dollars from
health and overall in the budget.
When you compare that to the $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund that all of you are gloating about, you
have actually taken money out of those very important
areas to pay for something. You are now trying to pull
the wool over people’s eyes. The minister at the table
knows. I mean, he is good at — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Lara to address his comments through the
Chair.
Mr EREN — Deputy Speaker, through you — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara should not use the term ‘you’. He can talk
about the government and government members.
Mr EREN — Through you, Deputy Speaker, can I
just highlight to the government that I was recently at a
protest in Geelong outside the Gordon TAFE, that
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wonderful institution which has been around for about
125 years. That was a legitimate protest, because there
is real concern in the community about those cuts.
Some of the people there outlined to the public that they
believe this is class warfare. This is a mean-spirited
government that is attacking the most vulnerable in our
communities. Some of the courses that TAFE provides
are absolutely critical, and we heard about them
firsthand from the people who have been affected by
these cuts.
We have also heard firsthand about the cuts to the
Victorian certificate of applied learning and how they
are affecting communities that really do not deserve to
be treated in the way they are being treated by this
government. Government members should not come
into this chamber and say they are providing $1 billion
when they are actually taking money out of other
portfolios to pay for this. What has happened here is a
case of robbing Paul to pay Peter!
We are going to have probably the biggest teachers
strike in the history of the teachers union tomorrow,
purely because there has been yet again a broken
promise. We have seen the ads on TV. When the
Premier was Leader of the Opposition he promised
those teachers that they would be the highest paid in the
nation. He was very clear. He was not ambiguous; he
did not mince his words. What he said was, ‘I will
make these teachers in Victoria the best paid in the
nation’. When he gets into government, what happens?
He says, ‘Sorry, I take my words back. I’m going to
break another promise because I have to come up with
$500 million a year’.
The minister comes into this place and says there is
$1 billion in the Regional Growth Fund. What a joke!
What he fails to explain to the community is that that
$1 billion is over eight years, not over four years. Even
if it is over eight years, even if the government does get
the blessing of the wider community out there and gets
a second chance at government, let us break down that
$1 billion. That is $125 million a year to accommodate
all the regions of Victoria, including the
11 metropolitan councils that can apply for funding
from the Regional Growth Fund. One of them, the City
of Wyndham, is in my electorate in the western
suburbs, which is the fastest growing area in the nation.
What the government is doing is pitting city versus
country. This is payback for the country not voting for
the coalition at the last election. It knows it did not do
very well in the country areas. It knows that the country
population was well served by the previous
government. The minister at the table can laugh at that,
but we invested massive amounts of dollars into
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Geelong, mainly in the Geelong Ring Road. A quick
calculation shows that over the 11 years that we were in
government Geelong alone received over $1 billion.
This government is saying that it has $1 billion over
eight years for all of regional Victoria, which is
$125 million per annum. Geelong’s population is
growing.
I go back to the seven dark years of the Kennett
government. When the Kennett government came to
power people left this state in droves because there was
nothing to stay for. Everybody was going interstate.
Everybody was leaving for places where there were
jobs. When we came back into power people started to
come back. We were the engine room of jobs in this
nation during the global financial crisis. In 2007 even
the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development mentioned Victoria specifically as one of
the strongest and most resilient economies in the world.
We were creating some 70 per cent of the jobs that
were created nationally, and we are not a mining state.
What do we have today? We have a government that
comes in here. The ministers have smug looks on their
faces and they sit at the table saying that they have
$500 million in the kitty over four years. Most of it has
already been spent, by the way. There is $125 million
per annum to accommodate all of regional Victoria. I
want to tell you something about Armstrong Creek. The
member for South Barwon is here. The Minister for
Regional Cities is here and he well knows the amount
of infrastructure spending that needs to occur in those
areas — $125 million would not last you a day! What
about the rest of Victoria? What about Bendigo,
Mildura and Shepparton?
A member for Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, Damian Drum, came to a business breakfast in
Geelong. All the movers and shakers from Geelong
were there. The Minister for Regional and Rural
Development could not make it, so Damian Drum was
representing the minister. He stood up on the podium
before a Geelong crowd — representatives of the
Committee for Geelong, G21, the chamber of
commerce and councils were there; everybody was in
the room. He said, ‘You guys have had it good for so
long; you should go and visit Shepparton and other
areas that to a certain extent have not had this
investment that Geelong has had. You just calm
down — you are not going to get anything from us’.
Hang on! You cannot say that. There were witnesses in
that room. They all looked at each other and thought,
‘Who is he talking to? We are the people of Geelong,
and he has just told us that we should not expect any
money from this government’. I wish I had another
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15 minutes because there is so much more to say about
this government.
I want to get back to jobs. The minister sitting at the
table, the Minister for Regional Cities, lied to the
community of Geelong — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has ruled that the words ‘lie’ and ‘lying’ should not be
used.
Mr EREN — Okay. The minister did not tell the
entire truth, even though he knew through industry
leaders that it was not possible to move the car trade to
Geelong. He is at the table right now. He should be
honest with the communities of Geelong and indeed the
wider regional areas of Victoria and tell the truth about
this funding, which is a hoax. This money is not enough
to cater for Geelong alone, let alone all of regional
Victoria and indeed the 11 metropolitan councils that
can apply for this funding.
I wish I had more time to speak, because I really do
want to speak about, for example, the cuts that have
occurred in sport and recreation. The minister talked
about Skilled Stadium and Eureka Stadium down at
Ballarat. Labor invested in those stadiums. We invested
$373 million in the Melbourne Olympic Park district.
An honourable member — Melbourne?
Mr EREN — I am talking about the investments
that we made when we were in government. This
government should be ashamed of itself.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me great pleasure
to join this debate and to follow on from that truly
amazing performance by the member for Lara. I am
very pleased because the coalition is delivering to
regional and rural Victoria. We are delivering an extra
$1 billion to put in place infrastructure and services that
will see our communities grow and become great
places to call home. We will create jobs and wealth
generation capacity, and we will grow the resilience of
regional Victoria, which struggled through 11 dark
years under a city-centric Labor Party.
Mr Eren — Tell us about what was funded in your
electorate.
Dr SYKES — Did you say, ‘Please explain’? Well,
I will explain. Under the city-centric Labor government
there was a lot of talk by the member for Bendigo East
about money coming to regional Victoria, but it was not
all as she claimed.
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I was on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
for a four-year period when it was chaired by the then
Labor member for Burwood. The Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee noted on several occasions that
the claimed expenditure going into regional Victoria
was not as it seemed. It was not being spent. There was
a lot of talk but there was no delivery. Further, under
the chairmanship of the then Labor member for
Burwood the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee repeatedly requested that the Labor Party
detail where the money was being spent, differentiating
between provincial cities and smaller regional
communities and districts.
The member for Bendigo East refused to detail that
information. ‘Why?’ you may well ask. When the
funding spread was assessed, it was found that the
majority of it was going to the three main provincial
cities. We welcomed those cities receiving funding, but
it was at the expense of smaller country communities.
During that time not only were those communities
suffering 12 tough years environmentally — and with
three bushfires they were really tough years — but they
were also suffering 11 dark years under a city-centric
Labor government that, as the member for South-West
Coast said in his contribution, showed absolute
contempt for country communities.
Is it any wonder that people in regional Victoria are
welcoming the Liberal-Nationals coalition and what we
are doing? They are welcoming us because we are
putting an additional $1 billion on the table to go
towards our local communities. At a local level that
means that each local government area is getting
$2 million to spend on the infrastructure that
community members consider to be important. In my
electorate of Benalla that means funding is being
allocated to a swimming pool and a library. In the
Alpine shire and the Strathbogie shire it is being
allocated to roads and bridges. I indicate that that
money is in addition to a further $160 million that is
coming in to fund roads and bridges for our smaller
rural communities. That is $4 million over four years
for each of our cash-strapped communities. That is
what the coalition government is delivering. We are
delivering to support our local regional communities.
We have also got the Putting Locals First Program,
which funds projects that communities have determined
to be important. It is grassroots priority setting. Taking
it to a very local level, we have the Tolmie community,
a great little community up there near Mansfield, which
experienced some bushfires, particularly in 2006 and
2007. It is also the home of the Tolmie Sports. It is a
great community. Twenty-five thousand dollars from
this fund has gone into upgrading the Tolmie Tearooms
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so that when you come to the Tolmie Sports, as local
members of The Nationals and the Liberal Party do,
you can go along and enjoy a nice cuppa and some nice
egg and lettuce sandwiches in the tearooms that have
been upgraded courtesy of the fund.
At Whitfield, just along the road in the upper parts of
the King Valley, $500 000 is going into a community
centre to look after the small communities of Whitfield,
Cheshunt and the King Valley, courtesy of the Regional
Growth Fund. At Avenel, just near Seymour, we have
$300 000 going into the recreation reserve — the Bluey
Shelton reserve, named after one of the greatest
footballers of all time — to support the football and
netball clubs. Under the former Labor government the
netballers had to scrounge and make do with a portable
building that they got into reasonable shape so that they
could not only change there but could also have a
playground area for their little kids while they were
playing. We are putting in $300 000 so that the ladies of
Avenel will be able to enjoy their sport in reasonable
conditions.
As the member for South-West Coast mentioned, the
Regional Growth Fund is also supporting future
leadership, and in my area that means $600 000 is
going to the Alpine Valleys Community Leadership
Program, which is also well supported by the member
for Murray Valley. More locally we have Maindample
getting $90 000 for a community park. We have money
going to support Mansfield in planning its future and to
support Benalla by providing an economic
development officer. We have $2 million going into the
Murray Valley area to support Bruck Mills in
Wangaratta.
We are delivering. We have $25 000 going to Mount
Beauty, a small town in the upper reaches of the Kiewa
Valley, to do some town planning because Mount
Beauty is a growing area. Under the Liberal-Nationals
government people value being able to call home that
lovely small community at the foothills of Falls Creek,
which is one of our wonderful alpine resorts. The
coalition government is now enabling the alpine resorts
to qualify for the Regional Growth Fund; we are
providing an additional revenue stream for the muchappreciated alpine resorts.
I am very proud of what we have delivered so far, but I
am aware that we would have been able to deliver more
if the previous government had not blown billions of
dollars. The member for Lara told us how small the
amount we are delivering is. Just imagine what we
could be delivering if the Labor government had not
blown in excess of $10 billion during its term in
government. Let us look at the north–south pipeline —

2491

with that $750 million we could have delivered in my
electorate a hospital for Bright, a hospital for Mansfield
and an upgrade of the aged-care facilities in Benalla.
We could have provided the Benalla education
regeneration program, an upgrade for Mansfield
Secondary College and an upgrade for Myrtleford P–12
College.
On the bloated wage packet of one person employed on
the desal plant — $200 000 a year — we could deliver
public hospital beds into the Strathbogie shire so that
our many deserving public patients could have beds
within 20 or 30 kilometres of where they live instead of
having to travel 50, 80, 100 kilometres to access
services that people elsewhere in Victoria take for
granted.
The Regional Growth Fund is delivering what local
communities want, and it has been very well supported
by the members for South-West Coast and Gippsland
South. We are putting in place programs that the
communities want and they are being well supported by
Regional Development Victoria and the Department of
Planning and Community Development which are
providing guidance. It is absolutely critical to remember
that it is the projects, the infrastructure and services our
local communities want that the coalition government is
delivering and will continue to deliver. Once we fix the
mess left to us by Labor we will have more money on
the table to make regional Victoria a great place to live,
work and raise a family.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am certainly
pleased to add a greater sense of reality to this MPI
(matter of public importance) debate before the house
today. I have listened with a degree of interest to the
contributions made by the Deputy Premier, the member
for South-West Coast and the member for Benalla, and
really I have to think their notes have come from one of
those fairytale books that they have been looking at.
They bear very little resemblance to reality. I would
like to share with you, Deputy Speaker, a version of
reality about the past and remind you of some of the
things from the past decade and the past 18 months that
you will indeed remember.
What has brought this about? We have an arrogant MPI
brought before us today by the member for Gippsland
South today which says we congratulate the LiberalNationals coalition government on implementing the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund as though that is
something new. But let me take you back because I
remember, Deputy Speaker, that like me you were
elected in 1999. However, I was elected to represent
Ballarat East at a time when the former coalition
government was turfed out by the people of Victoria
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and particularly by the people of regional Victoria. In
my region we had six seats that were part of the overall
Ballarat upper house province at the time — two upper
house and four lower house seats. This region also took
in the seats of Ripon and what is now Macedon. They
were all in coalition hands, in regional Victoria, ahead
of the 1999 election, and we know what happened.
The people of regional Victoria and particularly my
region said, ‘We’re sick of this government under
Kennett where the National Party MPs and the Liberals
that we thought were going to help to support us are not
doing a thing for us’. We had that statement made by
the former Premier Jeff Kennett when he was asked
why the government was not spending money to
support regional Victoria. He said, ‘We have got to
make Melbourne big and strong — get that heart
beating — so that eventually something might trickle
out to the toenails’, which was regional Victoria at the
time.
We know why Labor was elected to govern this state in
1999. At the time we came into office we said we were
going to support regional Victoria and the whole of the
state in a range of ways — in education, in health and
in facilities across Victoria — to ensure that regional
Victoria got its fair share of the growth of this state. We
were going to drive growth in every part of the state,
and that is what the former Bracks and Brumby
governments did. What did we do to support that?
We introduced the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund. That fund was new to this state,
and it contributed to providing special infrastructure
projects which were going to drive jobs in regional
Victoria. We did not take money out of education, we
did not take money out of health, and we did not take
money out of emergency services. We put dedicated
money into a fund, the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund, to supply infrastructure support
projects across regional Victoria.
In my own electorate of Ballarat East something of the
order of $50 million went in over that time, and I will
give a few examples of the projects that benefited from
that funding. The Ballarat Mechanics Institute received
$1.5 million. We identified that there were jobs to be
supported in the IT sector in regional Victoria and
$5 million went to support the IBM expansion at the
University of Ballarat Technology Park. Further
support was given to the IBM Asia Pacific business
solutions centre, with $1.5 million in funding. We
recognised that there were great tourism opportunities
at Sovereign Hill which would bring more people out
into the region, and that project gained $3 million in
support funding. The Eureka Centre precinct
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development was seen as another opportunity to build
tourism in Ballarat, and it gained funding of $520 000
initially with a promise of a further $5 million for a
project that is now well under way.
In Hepburn shire we supported the Hepburn Springs
bathhouse redevelopment with over $8 million, which
recognised that in the spa country region around
Daylesford there are great tourism opportunities to
bring people out to the area. We wanted to back an
iconic project, so Labor supported the redevelopment of
the Hepburn Springs bathhouse, a project put up by the
Hepburn Shire Council. So many other projects were
supported, and bringing natural gas to Creswick was
amongst them. I do not have time to go through all the
projects we supported, because I want to focus now on
what has happened since the Baillieu government was
elected.
I again point out to the house that when the Baillieu
government was elected it inherited a AAA rating
budget from the former Bracks and Brumby
governments. The budget was in good shape. Yes, we
were planning for all sorts of future events after having
10 years of drought, hence we had to plan for water
security across this state. Ballarat and Bendigo were
recipients of that funding, because the drought had
continued for so long that they would have been out of
water if they had not had that money spent on them. If
we had had another year of drought, we know that
Melbourne would have been in a serious situation too,
so the government acted very sensibly to plan for the
future.
As for what has happened under this government, do
not take just my word for it. In the Weekly Times this
morning we see the headline ‘Urban fringe benefits’,
and I will read out the first few paragraphs of that
article:
Victorian Premier Ted Baillieu is under mounting pressure to
justify the faith of country voters in his coalition government.
Some political commentators today see danger signs similar
to 1999 when a bush revolt toppled Jeff Kennett.
A bleak second budget has disappointed many country
people, particularly forced job losses either through
Department of Primary Industries office closures or TAFE
cutbacks.

That is the Weekly Times today. It recognises that this
government is going very quickly down the path of the
last coalition government, the Kennett government, and
is losing the faith of country Victorians, because it is
ripping money out of country Victoria. It is not putting
it in through this false, billion-dollar fund, which as we
know does not recognise the four-year term of this
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government. The government is arrogantly pretending
that it is going to be re-elected for another term, and
therefore half of the billion dollars will come in its next
term of government, which it is confident the people of
Victoria will elect it to. I do not believe they will if it
continues in this way.
Another article in today’s Weekly Times is headed
‘CMAs take budget hit’. The catchment management
authorities are very important bodies in regional
Victoria, and their funding has been slashed. A further
article in another recent Weekly Times edition carries
the headline ‘Broadside for Baillieu’ and reports
comments made by the then president of the Victorian
Farmers Federation, Andrew Broad, saying:
Victorian farmers are worse off under the Baillieu
government than they were under Labor.

The government is pleased to have got rid of him, but it
has somebody else in his place who has been
complaining about government cuts to TAFE funding
this last week.
You do not hear from just this side of the house that the
government has become arrogant and is starting to chop
the budget in all sorts of places that are hurting regional
Victoria, you hear it from across the community. Let
me talk about some of those cuts. We know TAFE is an
area that has been talked about a lot in these last few
weeks, because the reality of what this government is
doing to TAFE is just starting to hit home following the
last budget. Ballarat University has come out and said,
‘We are going to lose $20 million out of our
$49 million budget for TAFE’. That is pretty serious
when you look at what that means for TAFE.
We have heard from the member for South-West
Coast — I have my notes right in front of me — that
57 courses will be cut, and that is pretty remarkable.
What sorts of courses are they? The member for SouthWest Coast just says, ‘It’s a bit of bad luck’, but all six
racing courses are going to go — courses that were
supporting the racing industry in regional Victoria. He
talked about how great it is that we can go to see Black
Caviar at Federation Square or some other exciting
event there, but realistically he is not supporting the
racing industry by seeing huge cuts to TAFE funding
which will result in all the racing courses going from
TAFE. Eight horticulture courses will be wiped out.
The only course in agriculture will also be wiped out, as
will courses in business administration and so many
other areas.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with great
joy that I rise to speak in support of the Deputy Premier
on this matter of public importance that congratulates
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the Liberal-Nationals coalition on its implementation of
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund. The intent of the
growth fund is clearly to provide critical support for
regional Victoria. That critical support was lacking for
the 11 dark years Labor was in government, but we
have made the decision, and we made the decision
before the election, to focus on regional Victoria with a
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund.
I guess it is a bit like a breath of fresh air in this period
of economic uncertainty to be providing financial
assistance to local government through the $160 million
Country Roads and Bridges program, for example;
across education in leadership programs and initiatives
to improve retention rates; and for community-based
programs too, which will get to the nuts and bolts, the
grassroots, of the issues the community struggles with
from day to day and will improve the morale in and the
connection between those communities and the
coalition government.
The Regional Growth Fund is also going to provide
support for fire-impacted or exposed communities
through plans they need to develop to try to fireproof
those areas against a future threat of wildfire. I
mentioned earlier that we are in a period of economic
uncertainty. Those on the other side seem to have
missed the point that a lot of the economic uncertainty
that we are currently facing is based on the uncertainty
being created by the carbon tax. It is certainly being felt
in my area, in the Latrobe Valley, where the power
generators have cut back on their maintenance
programs over the last two years. That has had a
significant impact on jobs and activity in the area and
has led to job losses.
That leads me to the Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund and the working group the Deputy
Premier put in place to manage and oversee that fund.
Damian Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region
in the Council and Parliamentary Secretary for
Regional Development, my famous colleague who is
sitting beside me, the member for Morwell, and I are
members of that working group. We are working with
Regional Development Victoria to look at ways of
offsetting the impacts of the carbon tax as well as
dealing with the uncertainty it is currently creating to
ensure that we are best placed in the Latrobe Valley to
deal with those issues as they arise.
Coming back to the Regional Growth Fund, since its
introduction it has supported over 450 projects across
Victoria with funding commitments totalling
$165 million. The total value of projects supported so
far is $368.5 million. Since coming into office the
coalition government has facilitated regional
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investment projects resulting in the creation of
1394 new jobs. A large part of this job creation has
been through the Regional Growth Fund. Sixty per cent
of regional growth funding is designed to be allocated
to strategic projects and 40 per cent to local initiatives.

employment opportunities, leading to 100 new direct
jobs. GippsAero itself will gain 70 new direct jobs and
30 new indirect jobs, with 130 jobs being retained and
18 construction jobs being created in the construction
phase of the project.

To give an example of strategic projects I turn to the
economic infrastructure program. Under this program,
which operates within the strategic component of the
Regional Growth Fund, 22 major infrastructure projects
have been announced, representing grant commitments
of $64.5 million. The total value of projects supported
under this program is $197.1 million. These projects
alone are estimated to create 943 new direct jobs and
2158 indirect jobs. They will support the retention of
2417 jobs and create 1034 new jobs during the
construction phase.

I have mentioned Lion Nathan National Foods before
in relation to a commitment of $490 000 from the
Regional Growth Fund towards a $2.6 million project
that will upgrade the electricity supply to the dairy
processing site at Morwell. It will lead to 7 new direct
jobs, 4 new indirect jobs, the retention of 10 jobs and
the creation of 6 construction jobs. The other important
aspect of that project is that the upgrade of the
electricity supply will benefit a number of other
consumers along that electricity supply route.

I would like to outline some of these projects to the
house, especially those that relate to my part of
Gippsland. Under the growing and sustaining regional
industries and jobs program there is Flavorite
Hydroponic Tomatoes, which has rated a mention a
number of times this morning from previous speakers
on this side of the house. Flavorite is a hydroponic
tomato-growing company in Warragul. It has invested
an enormous amount of money over the many years
that it has been in existence in Warragul and has created
a large number of jobs. It is now a major employer in
Warragul and produces a product in a sustainable way
that is in high demand on the domestic market. I was
pleased to make the announcement to confirm that
$460 000 will be provided to Flavorite for its
$996 000 project, which will involve the construction
of a dam and the installation of water treatment
equipment to enable it to harvest rainwater and reuse its
wastewater in order to provide water security and
enable the expansion of its operations. The Regional
Growth Fund will drive the expansion part of the
project, which will lead to 130 new indirect jobs, the
retention of 170 jobs and the creation of three
construction jobs. This is a significant investment in
jobs at Flavorite in Warragul.
Under the Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure
Fund, on which I have touched before, Hydro Australia
will receive a $280 000 commitment from the Regional
Growth Fund for a project with a total cost of $576 000
that will create 7 new direct jobs and retain 29 others.
Also under the Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund, GippsAero, a fantastic business in
the Latrobe Valley based at Latrobe Regional Airport,
will receive $1.5 million for a project with a total cost
of $2 million. This will fund infrastructure
developments at the airport to facilitate its growth as an
aerospace industry centre and expand regional

The Putting Locals First program is also one that, as I
said before, gets back to the government working
directly with community groups through local
government councils and gives us a chance to connect
with the needs of local communities. The Putting
Locals First program has been allocated $100 million
from the Regional Growth Fund. The program is
designed to realise the coalition’s policy in supporting
the development of local solutions to address gaps in
services and infrastructure in regional communities.
There is a strong local input to these programs through
the Regional Development Australia committees. To
date 103 projects have been supported under the
program, and the total value of grants approved is
$7.74 million. A total of $557 million has so far been
allocated through the program to the three shires across
Gippsland — Latrobe, East Gippsland and Baw Baw.
They are reasonably small allocations but ones which
touch on a very broad sector of our regional
communities.
As I mentioned earlier, the Regional Growth Fund cuts
across education as well, with the Local Solutions
Year 12 Retention Fund receiving $5 million. This fund
is about engaging young people and improving
retention rates. It is about making sure that we give our
young people every opportunity and all the
encouragement we can to enable them to take up
opportunities in education.
In conclusion, the Regional Growth Fund was a 2010
pre-election commitment on which the coalition is
delivering. Something must be said about the economic
environment in which this specific initiative is being
delivered. On many occasions the Treasurer has
outlined that revenues are declining and that GST
receipts, stamp duty and payroll tax are all down both
for this year and last year. The coalition government
will not have the $13 billion in stimulus funds flowing
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into Victoria from the federal government, as occurred
during the previous government’s reign, which puts
enormous pressure on the budget efforts of today. All I
can say is thank God for the foresight of the Premier
and the Deputy Premier in hatching a plan for the
Regional Growth Fund, and thank God that the
previous government is no longer in control of
Victoria’s finances.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It is a pleasure to
remind the new government of the great works that
were done under the previous government. I take note
of what my colleague said about providing a little bit of
a history and background about regional funding in this
state. We have heard the member for Narracan speak
about a number of projects in his electorate, and I am
sure they are all fine projects, but I have never quite
understood why it is that in order to talk about what you
are doing, you have to then somehow reinvent history
to suggest that what is happening today in regional
Victoria has never happened before. In fact, as has been
said, the previous government introduced the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, which was the first
regional-specific fund introduced in Victoria. We
should not forget that, but unfortunately that is what
always seems to occur.
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viable and had not been viable under the old Gas and
Fuel Corporation or when gas had been privatised. So it
was new for the state, and I am very proud to have been
part of the government that funded that process and
then funded the infrastructure to follow. I am very
proud of our record on the rollout of gas.
I heard a member talking earlier about gas, and I would
like to just make a few points and quote from the
Weekly Times of 16 May this year, which said:
The Victorian government is struggling to deliver an election
promise to supply natural gas to a dozen towns across country
Victoria.
It has been almost a year since bidding closed in the first stage
of Energy for the Regions and only Mildura and Huntly have
won through.
‘They were obviously the easiest. The rest are a lot harder’, a
gas company official told the Weekly Times.

We know that that is the case. I know that in Huntly, for
example, there are something like 800 new houses. It
would be quite viable to extend gas to a town that has
that sort of housing development occurring. The
companies would be very pleased to connect up gas in
those instances.

Ms DUNCAN — That is right — ‘Don’t do as I do,
do as I say’, and we are seeing a very good illustration
of that here before us this morning. I am very pleased to
talk about what we did in government and what this
new government is doing and to make some comments
about that.

To get back to the MPI generally, the $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund really is a pale imitation of the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, and not just
in its total budget allocation of $500 million over four
years. I cannot believe that those opposite can sit here
talking about $1 billion as if it were $1 billion when it is
actually $500 million. We talk about what we do in this
term of government. In this term of government the
government has allocated $500 million. Not only is that
less than had previously been allocated but it also now
has to be spread across an additional 11 councils, which
means I think something like an additional 1.5 million
people need to now compete for that same bucket of
funding. Of course under our government they did not
have to compete; they had their own buckets of funding
which were allocated to metropolitan councils.

The most substantial development that Macedon, the
seat I represent, benefited from under the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, as it was then, was of
course natural gas. We heard a little bit about that
earlier this morning. In the electorate of Macedon we
had natural gas delivered to and turned on in seven
towns. We only had seven towns that needed gas, and
we got it to all seven. I must say it was quite a long,
almost torturous process to in the first instance develop
the structures that would enable the government to
provide funding essentially to a private company to
extend natural gas provision when it was not otherwise

This fund now includes a range of council areas —
Yarra Ranges, Nillumbik, Cardinia, Wyndham —
which are no doubt all deserving communities which
need infrastructure spending. We know that is the case
right across Australia because we are a very large
continent with a relatively small population and it is a
challenge for all governments in every state across this
great country. We also know that of that $500 million
something like 70 per cent had already been committed
during the 2010 election campaign, so in fact there is
only about $152 million of discretionary spending over
this term of government. We know as well, as the

To get back to the MPI (matter of public importance), I
remember not that long ago sitting in this place and
listening to either the member for South-West Coast or
the now Deputy Premier saying that members standing
up in this place and doing self-congratulatory MPIs was
galling. My how times change! How quickly it turns
around.
An honourable member interjected.
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Deputy Premier has already admitted, that core services
will also have to be funded from that bucket of funding.
So again that is a further dilution of what we introduced
as the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund.
We are seeing the impact of that already, not just in the
lack of investment but also in the funding cuts regional
Victoria is currently experiencing. We know that just in
the last month there have been somewhere in the order
of 16 000 full-time jobs lost in regional Victoria, and I
am advised that approximately 11 000 of those were
jobs that were performed by women in particular. What
we are seeing is women suffering and lower income
families bearing the brunt of a lot of the changes that
this government has made. This is called core business
for Tories. It is what conservative governments do,
which is why I am proud to say I am not a member of
one of them.
I will point to a couple of these changes. Firstly, there is
TAFE. We heard the member for Narracan talking
about $5000, or maybe it was $5 million — I cannot
remember — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — I am sure it is pretty important if
you are in that community. That was to assist students
to stay at school and to become more engaged at
school. It makes no sense when on the one hand you are
doing that and on the other hand you have cut TAFE
funding — which translates to funding for vocational
education and training in schools — more than it has
ever been cut, with the argument that the TAFE funding
has blown out. It has increased because more people are
seeking TAFE education, and that was the purpose of
increasing the funding for it. We wanted to do exactly
what the member for Narracan claims they are trying to
do on some micro level within his electorate. We were
doing that across the state. We wanted to make TAFE
education available to every student who might seek to
access it.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — I hear interjections from the
member for South-West Coast about aromatherapy. I
will say to all of my TAFE schools when they are
closing their campuses and cutting core courses —
really important courses — that the member for SouthWest Coast laughingly says, ‘Don’t worry about it; it’s
all about aromatherapy’. I am sure they will be very
pleased to hear that, and this from the Minister for
Regional Cities, a minister who has no office, no staff
and no portfolio responsibilities, who sits in this
chamber and guffaws and laughs and struts around like
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a peacock and talks to all his new backbenchers who do
not remember anything before the 2010 election and
who have no corporate memory at all.
To get on with my contribution to the debate on this
important MPI, what we are seeing across Victoria are
cuts to the Country Fire Authority, the Department of
Primary Industries, the Department of Sustainability
and Environment and TAFE, as I have already
mentioned, but there are also cuts to things like the first
home bonus. This grant is particularly important in my
electorate. We have a lot of tradespeople working in
places like Sunbury, and they are feeling the brunt of
these cuts already. If you look at house starts in this
state, you will see the impact they are starting to have.
We have nothing in the budget dedicated to growth; it
states there will be no growth in this state.
The Deputy Premier stands here and brags about a
whole range of things. Members of this government
need to get out there, open their eyes and see what is
going on in this state. They came to this Parliament
promising to fix the problems. What we are seeing are
cuts that are making those problems worse. Already just
in the electorate of Macedon ambulance response times
are blowing out. We continuously invested in
ambulances in our time in government. That investment
needs to continue. You cannot sit still, but that is what
is happening. The best case scenario in this state is that
nothing is happening. The worst case scenario is that
this government is taking funding away.
We have seen some purlers in terms of the
government’s environment policies, and they have been
referred to previously by other members on this side of
the house. There is firewood collection, for example.
We are seeing commercial firewood collectors from
Melbourne coming up and taking firewood from our
state forests.
This MPI could not be further from the truth. The
government needs to be condemned for what it is doing
to regional Victoria — again.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support this matter
of public importance, and I am proud of what the
coalition is delivering for regional Victoria and for
Mildura. But let me talk about the Regional Growth
Fund in general before I talk about the specifics for
Mildura. Since its inception the Regional Growth Fund
has supported over 450 projects in Victoria, and
funding commitments totalling $165 million have also
been leveraged with business to create investments
worth $368 million.
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Since coming to office the coalition government has
facilitated regional investment projects resulting in the
creation of 1300 jobs, and a large part of this job
creation is being achieved through the Regional Growth
Fund. We know 60 per cent of that fund is allocated to
strategic projects and 40 per cent to local initiatives.
The economic infrastructure program has delivered
22 major projects, representing commitments of
$64.5 million. The value supported under this program
is $197 million. Again the Regional Growth Fund has
been used to leverage business investment and then
leverage jobs. These projects will create jobs; they have
already created a number of jobs in Victoria.
One hundred million dollars has been allocated from
the Regional Growth Fund to the Putting Locals First
program, an initiative designed to support communities
at the grassroots level. There is strong local input to this
program. An example of how the program works in my
electorate is Sunassist Volunteers Helpers, an
organisation that assists people who are less able to get
around, particularly to medical appointments. Funding
for this program lapsed under the previous government.
Lo and behold, when we came to government we
realised there was no forward allocation for this
wonderful program, so we provided $25 000 to stabilise
that organisation. Labor had left it high and dry, and if
it had not been for the Regional Growth Fund it would
be in crisis and unable to fulfil a great need in our
community.
For the community of Robinvale the Mallee Almond
Blossom Festival is very important and $2500 makes a
big difference. It brings them together and promotes
their great almond industry. It is truly beautiful to go to
a large almond orchard when the trees are in flower. It
is something special. The local community started that
industry off from a grassroots level. It needed to go to
the next stage, and this government, with the
community, has taken it to the next stage. The
Robinvale almond blossom festival is becoming a
significant regional festival for our area.
The government is supporting the Robinvale ski race
after it experienced some difficulties: one year the
floods arrived at just the wrong time. The impact on
Robinvale was significant, but $15 000 from the
Regional Growth Fund allowed that race to recover and
move to securing its future. It needed to step up, as
these sorts of sporting events are becoming very
corporate and structured. Again the government is
assisting at the grassroots level. That is what the Putting
Locals First program is all about.
The local government infrastructure program has
injected $620 000 into the Mildura mall, which is a
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feature of Mildura. The council made the decision to do
a major upgrade, and the government provided
significant funding for the provision of shade in that
area. In our climate there is not much point in having a
wonderful mall for people to stand around in — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr CRISP — As the minister at the table, the
Minister for Ports, rightly points out, people like me
need shade — often.
There is something else I need to talk about, and that is
the Local Solutions Year 12 Retention Fund. This is an
initiative to help retain students in year 12 and support
schools with programs to do that, and $2.5 million has
been allocated to 38 projects. This is important.
I will now talk a little about the Regional Partnerships
Facilitation Fund. This is vital for our country areas and
would not have happened without the Regional Growth
Fund. We all know the figures on participation in
higher education: 11 per cent of regional Victorians
aged 15 to 54 have attained higher education
qualifications compared to a much higher percentage in
Melbourne. We have known this for a long time. There
was a report tabled in the last Parliament about it, and
there are a number of programs this government is now
delivering, primarily through our TAFE system.
In my area there is a bachelor of early childhood
education course, which is important for getting the
people we need to meet the 15-hour kindergarten
program. Incidentally, Pasadena Pre-school Centre in
Mildura picked up $300 000 courtesy of the minister to
double its size to help meet the 15-hour requirement. It
is a wonderful project. The course will be a bachelor of
early childhood education delivered through Deakin at
your Doorstep. Sunraysia TAFE is participating in the
provision of this course, which is expected to have
75 students. It will get under way shortly. It is part of
this broader program that has been instigated by the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, Peter Hall, to
get participation right and create places and pathways in
higher education.
Eight projects have been approved, three of which
Mildura is participating in. It is an opportunity for
1700 students Victoria-wide to get a higher education
place or a pathway to higher education through a
TAFE. If you look over 10 years, that could be
10 000 places for rural Victorians and a truly
extraordinary achievement over time. Another
$8 million or $9 million will shortly go into this project.
When we look at this in some detail, as I said, there are
eight programs that have been set up Australia-wide
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with $11.6 million from the Regional Growth Fund and
$18.9 million worth of investment. In relation to the
tertiary enabling program, if we are going to provide
opportunities for articulation from TAFE to tertiary
education, we need our TAFE teachers to be trained in
a way that facilitates that articulation. It is about getting
the higher end of TAFE recognised by universities as
first year or course credits. The program will enable
180 entrants to do a graduate certificate of education,
which will teach TAFE teachers to improve their
education delivery. It is absolutely vital, and Sunraysia
TAFE is participating in that program. It is very
important in our partnerships with La Trobe University
and other universities to get that recognised.
Another program targets indigenous and refugee
communities, and again Mildura is participating in that
as a long-term provider of education to newcomers. It is
a very important program delivered by our TAFEs in
partnership with our universities.
Finally, I need to talk very quickly about the big things
for Mildura, including the provision of natural gas.
There is $10 million to bring more gas to Mildura so
we are not stuck with having to make a decision at the
end of the grape season to leave the grapes on the vine
because we cannot get the energy to make the
packaging or have grannies freeze while we pick the
grapes. Labor left us with this problem for 10 years —
that is, we could not finish the grape crop because we
could not make the packaging. It was not good enough,
but it has been fixed.
Since 2002 or 2003 people in Mildura have wanted to
see the transformation of the Mildura riverfront. They
have worked with their council and they have created a
plan which was ignored by Labor. It is now being
delivered by the coalition government through the
Regional Growth Fund. There was no traction for this
vital project for Mildura’s future before we had the
Regional Growth Fund. There are a number of other
projects that are under way in our area. Olam Australia,
a large international company, is delivering jobs to
process almonds. It is delivering an expansion with
60 jobs facilitated by a small investment from the
Regional Growth Fund leveraging a large number of
other jobs.
It just shows that we can deliver and we will deliver this
through the Regional Growth Fund. Mildura is
benefiting quite amazingly. We have done well, and we
will continue to do well. We will build a strong regional
community in Mildura based on the Regional Growth
Fund. We will recover from the 11 years of neglect of
Mildura by the previous Labor government.
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To finish up, I say thank God for the coalition
government’s insight. Thank God for the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development and his commitment
and diligence in delivering the Regional Growth Fund,
and thank God for a clear strategy that will give
Mildura a pathway to the future.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Other members have
referred to the temerity of the member for Gippsland
South in submitting such a self-congratulatory matter of
public importance after the many years of criticism
when we were on the government benches in this
Parliament. The $1 billion Regional Growth Fund
fudge may yet finish up with the great myths, fibs,
fabrications and impersonations of history. In Australia
we have had the King O’Malley scandal and Helen
Demidenko. Probably when regional Victoria realises
how much it has been hoodwinked and fed a line by
this government, we will see the names of the Premier
and the Deputy Premier up there with those names.
They will be up there with the great sayings: ‘The
cheque is in the mail’, ‘I will call you in the morning’,
‘I am from the government; I am here to help you’.
We have not one but two ministers for rural and
regional Victoria, so when we talk about regional jobs
their concern is about two jobs. We have the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development, of whom the
Weekly Times says:
Eleven years in opposition have left Peter Ryan ill prepared
for the tough realities of holding three portfolios in a coalition
government.
Hard-edged as Mr Ryan might appear, he has struggled to
manage three crucial portfolios: police and emergency
services, regional and rural development and bushfire
response.

He —
… has delegated much of the work involved in these
portfolios to his advisers and colleagues.
But he seems to have struggled to monitor what’s going on.

Then we have the Minister for Regional Cities, who in
two appearances before the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee has not been able to identify what
responsibilities he has. That is the story of regional jobs
and this government.
We have two ministers supposedly for issues outside
Melbourne and a Premier who is miles from anywhere
and who could not care less. He does not know the first
thing about rural and regional Victoria and confuses
areas there. I quote from an article published in the
North Central Review last week. Under the headline,
‘Wandong off the map for Premier’ it states:

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

Wandong-Heathcote Junction residents are questioning the
state government’s commitment to natural gas after the
Premier Ted Baillieu confused the town with Heathcote.
…
Mr Baillieu personally responded to the group in July,
referring to the natural gas connection promised for
Heathcote.
A delayed response came from the Premier’s office in
November apologising for the error after the group alerted
him to his mistake in August.
Mayor Sue Marstaeller said the error was ‘an insult to the
community and that’s the way they have taken it.’
…
‘How strong is their commitment to Wandong-Heathcote
Junction when they don’t even know where we are?’

The member for Ballarat East knows well that we have
seen that the leader of this state cannot even pronounce
the name of the town Creswick. I say to the Premier
that it is not ‘Cressick’, it is ‘Creswick’ and everyone
who lives there knows it. This is symbolic. The Premier
does not know the difference between Heathcote and
Heathcote Junction and he does not know that
‘Cressick’ is a place in the United Kingdom and
Creswick is in Victoria.
Premiers Bracks and Brumby took pride in knowing
and caring about every inch of this state. They were
Premiers who governed for the whole of the state. This
Premier has no idea what is going on. He says, ‘From
my window I can see my house’ and he does not get
beyond his house in Hawthorn. We have an arrogant
Deputy Premier, who proposed this matter of public
importance, who talks about a $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund over eight years. The sheer arrogance of
the assumption that he will get eight years to deliver
this $1 billion fund!
In government we were pleased to put forward the first
ever Regional Infrastructure Development Fund. It was
not done by The Nationals or their antecedents, the
Country Party or the Liberal Party; it was done by the
Labor Party, and we are proud of it and will stand by it.
It was there to support communities, and it was seen as
leadership. The public servants in that department had a
standing in regional Victoria with industry, with local
government and with community leaders across the
state. They had a direct line to whoever the Premier was
because they cared about regional Victoria. What we
have now is a Premier who has no idea about regional
Victoria and two ministers, one who is so finely
stretched that he does not know what is going on and
another one who has no responsibilities.
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I recall the now Deputy Premier railing loudly against
the Rural Infrastructure Development Fund when on
one occasion it was amended in this house to allow for
our natural gas connection program. That amendment
allowed some rural communities on the fringe of
Melbourne to be funded. That was an appropriate use of
that fund. The now Deputy Premier railed against it,
saying it was appalling and dishonest to use money
from the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund to
assist communities like those in the Upper Yarra
around Warburton and in places like Hurstbridge. He
said it was terrible to fund them under the RIDF.
The difference between him and us is that we did it
transparently. We brought the changes before this
house, and the community was absolutely aware of
what we were doing, but what we have under this
Regional Growth Fund — this regional growth
fudge — is a situation where the minister is able to
deem any community project in 11 municipalities
covering the outer suburbs of Melbourne to be in
regional Victoria. What a rip-off for regional Victoria!
The now Deputy Premier criticised us for funding gas
connections for a handful of communities out of the
RIDF in an open and transparent way, but under his
watch — with his underfunded, half-baked, so-called
Regional Growth Fund — he will be able to deem any
project in the outer suburbs to be a regional project.
What have we seen the government do with this fund
and its budgets? It is giving with one hand and taking
with the other. It has reduced funding to health services
across the state by $600 million, cutting deeply into
regional Victoria. It has made over $500 million worth
of cuts to education, cutting deeply into TAFE.
Nationals members have come in here for years, but
they have not stood up for their communities, which
have the worst social indicators and the lowest
outcomes in terms of secondary education and access to
higher education.
The government has cut services to the most
vulnerable. Those TAFE cuts are deep. The
government has cut the regional bonus, which was
keeping the housing industry in the regional economy
booming, keeping young people in jobs and providing
homes in regional Victoria at a reasonable cost. Instead
it is using the equivalent of the cost of a house and land
package in regional Victoria — the average is around
$260 000 to $270 000 — to pay for each of the toilets
that will be available for the use of protective services
officers, not the community, in metropolitan
Melbourne. The government thinks providing toilets for
a handful of protective services officers on metropolitan
railway platforms is more important than housing.
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Turning to social disadvantage, the government is
cutting 500 jobs from the Department of Human
Services on top of its cuts to the Department of Primary
Industries. It is removing services from rural
communities. Members of the government are
leopards — they have not changed their spots. The
toenails of the state still exist as far as they are
concerned; regional Victoria could be a million miles
from them. It is outrageous that they have proposed
discussion of a matter of public importance about
regional Victoria that is such a fib, such a fraud. They
should hang their heads in shame for proposing such a
self-congratulatory, ridiculous matter of public
importance.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the matter of public
importance submitted by the member for Gippsland
South. I say from the outset that the Regional Growth
Fund has been of great benefit to the Latrobe Valley
and the wider Gippsland region. It has been well
received by not just the community in general but by
the business community in particular, because it has
created a number of jobs within our region in what is no
doubt a difficult time.
As we all know, there are obviously difficulties with the
economy at the moment — some challenges going
forward — for various reasons, including the federal
Labor government and its carbon tax that is soon to be
introduced. The Latrobe Valley community faces
significant challenges as a consequence of the carbon
tax. The member for Narracan outlined some of his
concerns in his contribution.
One of the real concerns is that in the power generation
sector the long-term maintenance of generators that has
historically been carried out is no longer being carried
out. The consequences of that are being felt by many
small businesses — for example, by engineering
companies, which simply do not have that long-term
work at the moment. We really need the federal
government to come to the table to assist and support
those businesses.
From a state government perspective, through the
Regional Growth Fund we have $30 million on the
table. That is being provided through the Latrobe
Valley Advantage Fund and through the Latrobe Valley
Industry and Employment Roadmap, which we put in
place. To give credit to the former Labor government, it
introduced the Latrobe Valley Advantage Fund, but we
have changed aspects of it to ensure that it meets the
contemporary needs of the business community and the
community in general.
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There are three key components to the Latrobe Valley
Advantage Fund. The first is Skilling the Valley, which
is a very important program. We have committed
$10 million to that program, which is really assisting
the Latrobe Valley and the wider Gippsland community
to meet their skill requirements going forward.
The second element of the Latrobe Valley Advantage
Fund is the $10 million Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund. My colleague the member for
Narracan highlighted some of the key projects that have
been initiated through this fund, and I will touch on a
couple of them. One is the allocation of $1.5 million to
GippsAero to expand its operations and its facilities.
GippsAero is a unique and wonderful business, one of
Australia’s largest aircraft manufacturers. It
manufactures GA8 Airvans, which are well known and
marketed not only in Australia but internationally — it
sells these aircraft all over the world.
The company is also in the process of upgrading the
GA8 to a GA10 and even a GA18 — that is, it is
looking at 10-seater and 18-seater aircraft. This
$1.5 million is the first tranche of funding that will see
an expansion of GippsAero’s operations, and that is
vitally important to the Latrobe Valley community. On
top of that we have had another announcement of
$1.24 million for GippsAero through the Regional
Aviation Fund, which will again enhance and expand
GippsAero’s operations while at the same time creating
new employment opportunities for people in the
Latrobe Valley region.
We have also made funding announcements, to which
the Deputy Premier and the member for Narracan have
alluded, to assist Hydro Australia. These represent a
vitally important financial commitment which will not
only create jobs but will also keep existing jobs within
that business. There is also money for Lion, formerly
Lion Nathan National Foods, which is a major
employer in Gippsland. That funding boost will assist
Lion not only to retain employment but to expand its
operations during the next period of time, which is
vitally important.
Just last week we had the pleasure of announcing a
$300 000 package, provided through the Latrobe
Valley Advantage Fund, to help apprentices find
employment in the Latrobe Valley and Gippsland
regions. Unfortunately, for various reasons we have
seen a downturn in the market, and a number of
apprentices in the Gippsland region do not have
employment. We expect this incentive package we
have put in place to assist up to 50 apprentices to find a
host employer over the coming time. This
announcement has been extremely well received by not
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only the training providers and employers but also
apprentices and their parents, who are obviously
encountering some difficulty at the moment.

also being funded through the Regional Growth Fund,
with $60 000 on the table there. That consultancy work
is well and truly under way.

There are some other important elements of the
Regional Growth Fund that have supported the Latrobe
Valley region and the Morwell electorate well. One of
those is the Regional Partnerships Facilitation Fund.
That fund has put $2.5 million on the table for a
collaborative arrangement between Monash University,
GippsTAFE and the East Gippsland TAFE to enable
150 students to access a diploma of health and
community care provided through those training
providers with their combined arrangements.

The Minister for Sport and Recreation, who is at the
table, would very well know that $400 000 has been
allocated to upgrade the Traralgon tennis club courts. It
is a wonderful commitment that has been very well
received. That club hosts not only local events but also
national and international events, so that funding
commitment is vital for our region. The flow-on
benefits to the local economy from hosting such events
are a vital part of that Regional Growth Fund
investment. The Glengarry tennis and netball courts
upgrade is very important to that community. Over the
years teams have not been able to host netball events at
the Glengarry courts because of their state of repair.

A number of other announcements have been made,
whether they relate to election commitments or are
other substantial announcements made through the
Regional Growth Fund. I will refer to some examples,
including something the member for Benalla spoke
about — public halls. We have upgraded the Cowwarr
public hall and made funding commitments in relation
to it — the hall is an important and iconic part of that
small community — and in relation to the Glengarry
hall, which has been the beneficiary of money through
not only the Regional Growth Fund but some history
and planning-related funding as well. That is a vitally
important project for the small Glengarry community.
We have also announced the provision of $600 000 for
the Gippsland community leadership program, which
has been well installed in the Gippsland region for a
number of years. Some very high quality people have
participated in that course and are vital leaders in the
Gippsland community. We know that program has
been adopted throughout all other regions of country
Victoria as well. Just recently there was the 2012
Regional Victoria Living Expo, and that expo is a
vitally important project that has been well received by
all those who participated. The number of visitors who
went through the expo demonstrates a strong interest in
regional Victoria.
From a Morwell electorate perspective, we have also
just recently seen upgrades to the Traralgon East
community centre. In excess of $200 000 was allocated
for that project, which is important to the east Traralgon
community. Even going back to some election
commitments in which the Regional Growth Fund
played a vital part, I note $800 000 is on the table to
complete the Gippsland Plains rail trail, and we are
right into the infancy stage of those practical works.
That is a very important link not only from a tourism
perspective but also from a health perspective, and our
local community is very much looking forward to that.
A Traralgon to Morwell bike path feasibility study is

There are a number of other projects, not only in our
major communities but also in our smaller
communities, which have benefited greatly from the
Regional Growth Fund, including capital investments,
with the flow-on effects that occur as a result, which are
vitally important. This is making sure that local
communities also have a say in the projects they would
like to see come to fruition in our community. That is
why this fund is so important to regional communities.
I applaud the Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development, for proposing the
matter of public importance.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Rural and Regional Committee: capacity of
farming sector to attract and retain young
farmers and respond to an ageing workforce
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is my great privilege
to speak about the Rural and Regional Committee
report entitled Inquiry into the Capacity of the Farming
Sector to Attract and Retain Young Farmers and
Respond to an Ageing Workforce. From the outset I
thank the members of the Rural and Regional
Committee — the member for Ballarat East, who is the
deputy chairman; Damian Drum, a member for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place; the
member for South Barwon; and the member for
Geelong — for their contributions on the committee. I
also thank the staff: Lilian Topic, the executive officer,
Patrick O’Brien, the research officer, and Miruna
Varman, the office manager. I thank them for their
wonderful work in making this report such a great one
and so effective.
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The key message of the report is that agriculture has a
positive future and that here in Victoria we need to stop
talking it down. We need to start talking about the
positives in agriculture. There are six or seven jobs for
every graduate of an agricultural course. If anyone were
to study and then graduate from an agricultural college,
there would be six or seven jobs they could choose
from. Modern agriculture demands highly skilled
operators to be the best and to work with the latest
technology and scientific knowledge. They handle
budgets worth millions of dollars and deal with
everything that the weather throws at them. The fact is
that farming in Victoria offers a great opportunity to
young people. But we need to spread the word. Yes, we
have had some difficult seasons, but there are still a lot
of success stories.
We met young people at Mildura, including a 22-yearold running their own grape export business. They
travel to China each year as part of their work. We met
young people from Swan Hill, including a 24-year-old
who travels to California each year to look at the latest
varieties of fruit trees they can plant in their orchard in
Swan Hill. We met a couple from Timboon who were
dairy farmers. A farmer was a guarantor for them, and
five years ago they borrowed $300 000. Now they have
$1.3 million worth of stock. There are lots of success
stories, and we need to get those stories across.
We need to look at broadening the agricultural
curriculum in our schools. When agricultural subjects
are included in the curriculum of schools, there have
been good success rates. When young people
experience agricultural work, they look at agriculture
positively and take it on as a career. We need to
broaden that right across Victoria so that more people
view agriculture as a great career.
We went to Mansfield; we found success at Mansfield
Secondary College. Young people at the college were
considering dropping out of school, but because the
school ran a program where young kids could do their
schooling and work on farms for two or three days of
the week, the students were retained, they learnt more
and enjoyed working on farms. Now those students
have taken up proper careers in agriculture after
finishing year 12, when formerly they were considering
dropping out of school after completing year 10. It is a
wonderful success story.
We also identified that succession planning is
something that needs to be looked at and is important in
relation to family farming. There are also opportunities
for people who are not members of a farming family.
One of the recommendations involves considering
business structures that allow young people to own a
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small share of a business and grow that share over years
while the current owners of farms get older. It is of
mutual benefit for both the younger and the older
people. It is one way that we can make sure that
agriculture continues to grow.
We also looked at larger corporate farms, where there
are some great success stories. We spoke to farm
managers who earn $140 000-plus. The opportunities
are there for young people who work in agriculture. We
are experiencing a minerals boom in Australia. We
need to make sure that the food boom follows the
mining boom. By attracting more young people to
agriculture and following some of the
recommendations of this report, we will deliver an
outcome whereby there will be a sustained food boom
in the future.

Rural and Regional Committee: capacity of
farming sector to attract and retain young
farmers and respond to an ageing workforce
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Like the member
for Rodney, I wish to speak about the Inquiry into the
Capacity of the Farming Sector to Attract and Retain
Young Farmers and Respond to an Ageing Workforce
report. Along with the member for Rodney, I was very
pleased to see the report tabled in this house this
morning, and it is now available to be shared with the
government and the broader Victorian community.
As the deputy chair of the committee, over the last eight
months — and indeed over a longer period of time — I
have been pleased to be able to visit a number of
communities across regional and rural Victoria. We
visited something like 17 communities, and we had
meetings in Melbourne. We talked with a broad range
of people who are clearly interested in ensuring that we
get more young people working in the broader
agricultural sector. We talked to farmers of all ages; we
were pleased to speak to young farmers and young
people who are working in other non-farming sectors
and the broader agribusiness sector. We spoke to
educators, peak farming bodies and others to get their
views about what needs to be done and to gain an
appreciation of the picture and of what is happening
presently in our farming sector. We know the present
workforce is ageing, so if the farming and agricultural
sector is to succeed in the future, we need to ensure that
there are pathways for young people to get into
farming.
I thank all the people who made contributions to our
committee inquiry. Like the chair, I thank our executive
officer, Lilian Topic; research officer, Patrick O’Brien;
and our recently appointed administrative officer,
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Miruna Varman, as well as other administrative officers
who were previously with the committee. Clearly a lot
of people worked hard to bring this report together. As
the member for Rodney said, the findings of the inquiry
show that although those in agriculture have
experienced many challenges in the environmental
conditions they face, pricing and the way the industry
has to operate in a global sector, there are lots of
positive stories. As the member for Rodney also said,
we were pleased to meet with a number of young
people who have found opportunities in the agricultural
sector. They made the decision to get involved. They
talked enthusiastically about what they have done in the
past, how they managed to get into the industry and the
opportunities they see ahead.
It is important that the recommendations of reports,
including the recommendations of this report, relate to
and clearly represent the issues that committees deal
with and are able to be acted upon. While we know the
state government alone cannot be responsible for
changing situations to get more young people into
agribusiness and the agricultural sector, we know the
government needs to work with industry and a range of
other players.
A number of the 39 recommendations in this report go
to a range of issues that need to be addressed in terms
of getting more young people into farming. They relate
to the image of agriculture and recommend that the
government, the industry and the media need to be able
to paint a more realistic and positive picture of
agriculture.
In the time available to me today I want to focus on
some of the recommendations the government needs to
act upon fairly quickly. The first recommendation is
fairly straightforward:
That the state government convene a ‘round table’ … to
discuss the findings … of this inquiry.

That is obviously something that we want to see happen
pretty quickly, so we can progress a partnership
arrangement under which a number of the other
recommendations will be pursued.
We want the government to appoint a rural industries
careers adviser within either the Department of Primary
Industries or Primary Skills Victoria to support careers
advice through secondary schools. We want the
government to investigate the current impediments to
agricultural education in our schools, because not
enough is happening. As a former agriculture teacher in
the secondary sector, I am disappointed to see that there
are not more courses that can enthusiastically link
students’ interests in agriculture. We want to see that
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happen. Time does not allow me to talk to more of the
recommendations, but I look forward to doing that in
the future.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2010
Victorian state election
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I rise with pleasure to
discuss the report of the inquiry into the conduct of the
2010 Victorian state election and matters related thereto
through my involvement in the Electoral Matters
Committee. First I would like to thank the chair,
Mr Bernie Finn, a member for Western Metropolitan
Region in the other place; Mr Adem Somyurek, the
deputy chair, and Mr Lee Tarlamis, members for South
Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place; and my
colleague the member for Bayswater.
Mrs Victoria interjected.
Ms RYALL — A good member; that is right. We
committee members worked very hard to produce the
report. As part of the remit the committee visited a
number of states. We spoke to colleagues who were
members of similar committees of other state
parliaments and to academics from various parts of
Australia. We spoke also to electoral commissioners in
other states and sought their engagement and
information from them about what happens under their
electoral commissions about matters such as sustaining
voter enrolment.
A number of recommendations have come from the
committee’s investigations. Not least is
recommendation 3.1, which is about sharing data
between the Victorian Electoral Commission and the
Australian Electoral Commission for automatic
enrolment purposes. It is obviously important that there
is seamless enrolment, so that people do not have to
spend more time and exert extra effort because the
methods by which they are enrolled or stay enrolled are
cumbersome. At the moment the VEC is sourcing
information from VicRoads and the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority to make sure that it has the
information when people change their address or
provide information for enrolment.
The key point is that sharing information between the
AEC and the VEC and not needing an extra form that
has to be witnessed in order to add somebody to the
Victorian electoral roll would minimise the chances of
people dropping off the roll when they move — that is,
one enrolment would be an enrolment from both the
Australian and Victorian perspectives. It is quite
important that that happen.
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Recommendation 4.4 is about early polling and the
importance of adherence to the criteria that have been
established for it. For the 2010 election there was a
202 per cent increase in early polling compared with
the 2002 election, but there was no clear or specific data
on why that increase had occurred. Questions were
raised about the basis of that significant increase and
whether the criteria are being enforced. The
recommendation is to quality assure the process to
ensure that what is supposed to happen actually
happens.
Recommendations 4.5 and 6.1 are about electronic
voting, with recommendation 6.1 being that the
government look at an electronic voting trial for the
2012 Victorian local government elections. This is
obviously a very specific area. The committee places
importance on making sure any electronic voting has a
verification process — that is, that there is a piece of
paper to verify as true and correct the statement that
what data has been submitted electronically is actually
what was put into the computer. It is one thing to have
electronic voting, which will advance and enhance the
process, but at the same time we have to make sure that
it is verifiable as accurate. I am pleased to see the
recommendation that there will be a trial of electronic
voting at the 2012 Victorian local government
elections.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: greenfields mineral exploration
and project development in Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to make some
comments on the Inquiry into Greenfields Mineral
Exploration and Project Development in Victoria report
by the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee. I begin by thanking my fellow committee
members and particularly the staff of the committee:
Ms Yuki Simmonds, Mr Sean Coley, Mr Scott Martin
and Mr Matt Newington.
The report, which was tabled in the last sitting week,
reflects not the preferred personal or political views of
all committee members but the best traditions of the
parliamentary committee system, by which, in the face
of evidence or community and industry positions, an
outcome was successfully negotiated and all members
of all parties signed up to it.
From my point of view the main recommendation of
the report goes to how, in a complex, mature regulatory
environment such as the state of Victoria, exploration
for minerals on greenfield sites can be undertaken when
across the states of Australia we have the highest
average population density, with the vast bulk of land
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subject to such proposed exploration being private land
for agricultural use.
Against this background it was clear that the existing
silo-based approach to exploration by government
departments fails to deal with the real world
complexity. The recommendation for a one-stop shop
or lead regulatory agency approach is perhaps one of
the most important recommendations in the report. That
is not to say that there should be a lessening of the
environmental, economic or community expectations
and conditions that are put on the pipeline of minerals
exploration on greenfield sites. It is to say that the
process should be made less onerous and less difficult
than it has clearly become.
One of the more current hot issues the committee had to
deal with related to the uncertainty in not just Victoria
but around the nation concerning non-conventional gas
extraction, more commonly known as coal seam gas.
Whilst that is not a new area of exploration activity, we
are certainly looking at significant community and
agricultural concerns about coal seam gas exploration
as it moves from exploration ever closer to extraction. It
was interesting to note that some of that concern was
being led by members of the Liberal and Nationals
parties in their local electorates.
Chapter 3 of the report considers some important
aspects of this matter. Committee members heard of
strong and vocal opposition to coal seam gas and other
forms of exploration, particularly about fracking as the
method of extraction of coal seam gas, and the impact
on farmers’ rights and food security. We were
interested that the Victorian Farmers Federation issued
a new policy position which seeks for the first time to
give farmers and land-holders the right of veto over
minerals exploration on their land. The VFF framed
that position by comparison with the government’s illconceived position which gives farmers the right to
veto the development of wind farms.
Perhaps most interesting, in light of the new-found
desire of the Minister for Energy and Resources to hold
his coalition partners close given the mounting
concerns over coal seam gas, was the minister’s
decision, reported yesterday, on the establishment of a
ministerial advisory council on earth resources. We
look forward to seeing the terms of reference of that
ministerial advisory council, to its broadbased and
representative membership and to it looking to pick up
the recommendations of this important report. I would
particularly encourage the government and the yet-tobe-appointed ministerial advisory council to consider
the environmental management issues referred to by the
Environment Protection Authority in our report and the
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as yet unresolved nature of how the EPA proposes to
deal with coal seam gas extraction under the Victorian
environmental regulations.
The concerns that the EPA, as our chief environmental
regulator, flagged go to issues of groundwater impacts
and specifically extraction impacts on aquifers and
unintended pollution pathways that this might cause.
Wastewater generation, processes of highly saline water
waste disposal and reuse issues were also significant.
The EPA also noted that statutory policies it is required
to ensure are met include groundwater, water and air
quality and the prevention and management of
contaminated land. It noted the status of work approvals
might also be a significant issue in this regard.
Whilst the coal seam industry is in its exploration
stages at the moment, it is only a matter of time before
it moves to extraction. In light of the EPA’s position,
the government would be well advised to adopt the
recommendations of the committee and the position of
the opposition in this regard.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2010
Victorian state election
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I am very happy
today to speak on the report into the 2010 state election
by the Electoral Matters Committee of the Parliament. I
want to start by thanking our chair, Bernie Finn, a
member for Western Metropolitan Region in the other
place, my colleagues who were on the committee with
me — Adem Somyurek, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other place; the member for
Mitcham; Lee Tarlamis, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other place — and our
fabulous executive staff, Mr Mark Roberts,
Mr Nathaniel Reader and also Victoria, Bernadette and
Maria, who have very much been a part of our
committee.
I believe this has been a very worthwhile exercise. A
report such as this is undertaken by the Electoral
Matters Committee every time a state election is held. It
is the first report that an Electoral Matters Committee
undertakes after an election. We had some 18 months to
report, and it did take us the full 18 months to collect all
the information we needed from witnesses. We
travelled far and wide, and I have to say some of those
trips were fairly gruelling. There were back-to-back
meetings in Western Australia and Tasmania. Tasmania
was very interesting — we got a lot of great
information there, but I think we have also realised that
the Hare-Clark system is not going to happen in
Victoria. We also travelled to New South Wales and
Queensland. The people who gave their time to us so
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freely were very informative and happy to talk quite
openly with us.
We hope the recommendations we came to as a
committee will be adopted. I will go into a couple of
them in detail. Recommendation 3.2 is that the
government amend the Electoral Act 2002 so that the
close of rolls occurs three days after the issue of a writ.
This has been up to seven days in the past, which has
created a lot of difficulty for the Victorian Electoral
Commission. We find now that because there are fixed
terms, and fixed dates within those terms, there is a
greater awareness among the public and also that the
VEC has a greater opportunity to ask people to enrol in
the month or two months leading up to the election, so
it is less necessary for people to rush it on that last day.
There is also automatic enrolment, which has been
initiated here in Victoria. It is a good thing for us to be
able to give the VEC a bit of leeway at a time of great
pressure. With automatic enrolment the VEC can verify
the age of any person turning 18 through information
from VicRoads and the Residential Tenancies Bond
Authority. There are lots of ways that people can be
enrolled automatically. They can also enrol on the day,
provided they have satisfactory identification with
them. One of the methods of identification that we are
recommending is student identification and
photographic information such as the Keypass, which
lets people know that the person is 18 years of age.
We also looked at ways for electors to apply for a
postal vote application and ways to make that a bit
simpler, as well as the verification processes, and there
are recommendations about these issues.
Recommendation 4.2 is about early voting centres. That
was a much talked about topic throughout our process.
We decided that early voting centres could commence
on the Monday after nominations close. People are now
far more mobile. Obviously airfares are fairly cheap,
and people get away a lot more often for business and
that sort of thing. There was a lot of talk about whether
or not we were turning this into an election period
rather than just election day. That has all sorts of
ramifications, including when parties put out their
policies, because if people are voting two weeks before
polling day and all policies have not been released, are
swinging voters perhaps not voting with the right
amount of information?
There were lots of great recommendations. There was
talk that electors should cast an early vote in person but
also about making sure that if people want to vote
electronically, there is a verifiable record. That is really
important. It was a fantastic inquiry. I really enjoyed
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being part of it. There were no ‘Oh my Lady Gaga’
moments, and it certainly ended up as a great report.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: environment effects statement
process in Victoria
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I will
speak on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee report into the environment effects
statement process in Victoria, which was tabled in
September 2011. I particularly want to speak about the
government’s response. I last spoke about this three
months ago, when the government’s response came out.
It is fair to say that all members of the committee have
been quite concerned that despite the report containing
250 pages and 50 distinct recommendations, we got a
generic response from the government of a page and a
bit. To date, in the last three months, we have not heard
anything else from the government about progress in
this area.
Let us not forget that this inquiry was started by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition in the upper house when it
was in opposition. It was something the coalition put to
the government of the day in the previous Parliament,
and the government of the day agreed to it. In effect the
then shadow Minister for Planning, who is now the
Minister for Planning, sought this inquiry to review the
EES process.
We have seen that the response by the minister and the
government has not taken seriously the unanimous
recommendations of an Environment and Natural
Resources Committee inquiry that they set up. In their
response they acknowledge that the committee said that
a full-scale review of the environment effects statement
processes has to occur simply because it is a system of
the 1980s. It can work well but it needs to be refined
and improved. The committee highlighted that under
the previous Parliament the Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission had also done a review and that
the Council of Australian Governments wants a
uniform EES process around Australia. But, unlike
what occurs with all other reports, there is no individual
response from the government to each of the
50 recommendations.
There is reference in the government’s response to the
fact that the review has recognised the need for reform,
but there is no government review being handed out to
anyone. Groups out there that are interested in this field
have been contacting the committee wondering where
progress is going in this area. They are seeing the
Minister for Planning making wholesale changes to a
whole lot of other areas, and they are clearly wondering
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where environment effects policy is going — noting
that this was a unanimous report that in effect said that
streamlining EES processes strengthens support for the
environment, strengthens the community’s ability to
have a role and a say, and strengthens transparency in
relation to how EES processes are determined.
That was the unanimous position of the committee.
Clearly community members are seeing the Minister
for Planning, who sought this inquiry in the first place,
doing a lot of other stuff and they are really worried.
They are asking the committee if there has been any
progress because there is no government review of EES
policy out in the public arena. The government’s
response to the report says that, having regard to
ENRC’s recommendations, the Victorian government
will proceed with reform of Victoria’s environmental
impact assessment framework, but again there is no
debate and no discussion.
When you think about what is going on in the debates
about exporting brown coal, about coal seam gas
exploration and about all these planning approvals
where the rights of residents and communities have
been taken away, you can understand why all the
different groups that made submissions to this inquiry
are wondering where this government is going. They
are wondering what the government has got to hide. It
was the government’s inquiry, it is a committee
controlled by government members and it was a
unanimous report, yet the committee gets this slap in
the face from the government, which did not respond in
the way parliamentary committee reports are normally
responded to. You can only wonder why the
government has done this. Is there a secret agenda to
not respond to the clear and unanimous
recommendations of representatives of the three
political parties on this all-party committee?
It does not give much confidence in the future work
that the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee will be doing. We are finishing a floods
inquiry at the moment, and we are about to finish an
inquiry into registered Aboriginal parties that is very
important. We want to make sure that all the efforts and
resources of the Parliament are going towards outcomes
that will improve and deliver good public policy, not
something that will be overlooked, particularly when it
is unanimous. I am dumbfounded by the government’s
response, and I am dumbfounded that in the last three
months we have really seen nothing at all in public
policy about where the government is going in relation
to environment effects statement processes.
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CITY OF MELBOURNE AMENDMENT
(ENROLMENT) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the City of
Melbourne Amendment (Enrolment) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the City of Melbourne Amendment
(Enrolment) Bill 2012, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter act.
Overview of bill
The bill clarifies eligibility requirements for some resident
occupants within the City of Melbourne who seek to apply for
enrolment.
Human rights issues
The bill engages the following human right:
1.

Taking Part in Public Life — section 18 of the charter
act

Clause 3 provides that a person who is a resident occupier of
a rateable property within the City of Melbourne, and not
otherwise entitled to be enrolled on the voters’ roll, may only
apply for enrolment if he or she has occupied the rateable
property for at least one month. Clause 3 does not limit the
right to take part in public life, as it does not prevent longterm resident occupiers from voting, but rather persons who
occupy property on a transitory basis such as holiday-makers
who do not have a legitimate interest in the affairs of the
municipality. This aligns with the minimum period of
residency to be eligible to vote in state elections under the
Electoral Act 2002.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not limit any human right protected by the
charter act.
Jeanette Powell, MP
Minister for Local Government

Second reading
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The City of Melbourne Amendment (Enrolment) Bill
2012 will amend the City of Melbourne Act 2001 to
clarify the application of section 9B of that act.
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Section 9B entitles people who are the owners or
occupiers of rateable property in the City of Melbourne,
who are not otherwise entitled to be enrolled, to apply
for enrolment to vote in a Melbourne City Council
election. The purpose of the bill is to ensure greater
clarity about the entitlements of occupiers under this
provision.
The bill will specify that a person may only apply for
enrolment as an occupier under section 9B if he or she
occupies the property for at least one month before the
entitlement date, when the rolls close.
This one-month time period for occupancy, proposed in
this bill, is the same period that applies to an application
for enrolment on the state roll under section 22 of the
Electoral Act 2002.
Section 9B has limited application for occupiers. It only
applies to people who live in the City of Melbourne and
who are not enrolled on the state roll of electors in the
city. This may include a resident who is not an
Australian citizen or a person who is a part-time
resident of the city who is enrolled on the state roll for
their primary residence elsewhere.
The entitlements of other occupiers, including residents
on the state roll, are provided under other sections of
the City of Melbourne Act 2001 and will not be altered
by this amendment.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a
contribution on behalf of the opposition on the City of
Melbourne Amendment (Enrolment) Bill 2012 and
indicate that the opposition supports this bill. In doing
so, I would say that it is not uncommon in relation to
local government matters that when we think sensible
amendments need to be made we enjoy a cooperative
arrangement with the Minister for Local Government
around these matters. That is not to say that we agree on
everything. Indeed I understand that there will be a bill
coming forward later on today in relation to another
local government matter where we do in fact take a
contrary position to the government, which I will have
the opportunity to articulate further this afternoon.
I would like to thank the minister’s office initially for
the cooperation that was provided to me personally and
also thank the executive director, Mr Watson, and
Mr Gifford of Local Government Victoria who
provided support to me in terms of a background
briefing. As I indicated, Acting Speaker, I will have
something further to say about Mr Watson when we
have the opportunity to debate a separate bill later on.
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At one level the genesis of this rather simple bill is an
amendment that clarifies the franchise and the capacity
of people to vote in the forthcoming Melbourne City
Council elections. Members will recall that during the
time when I had the honour of being the Minister for
Local Government we had to make some other
amendments to the franchise of the City of Melbourne.
Due to circumstances which were not predicted at the
time, we found ourselves in a situation where people
were eligible to vote if they were the owners of a car
park or of a mooring on the Yarra River.
In the same spirit of goodwill, when we addressed this
question when I was sitting on the other side of the
chamber it would be fair to say that the then
opposition — now government — recognised that this
anomaly ought to be addressed and that being able to
have a franchise to vote in a City of Melbourne election
on the basis of ownership of a car parking space was
neither in the spirit nor the intent of the Local
Government Act 1989 or of the City of Melbourne Act
2001.
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In this context, the circumstance in which we find
ourselves is that as a Parliament, and indeed as a
municipal structure, we have to ensure the complete
integrity of the electoral roll. It is absolutely
fundamental, and whilst this bill does not in any way
suggest any difficulty with the integrity of the
municipal roll, it does bring into question the capacity
of the CEO of the City of Melbourne, who I wish to
make absolutely clear has operated according to both
the longstanding custom and practice of the City of
Melbourne but also on very substantial legal advice
provided to her. I had the opportunity to speak with
Lord Mayor Robert Doyle and with the CEO of the
council regarding that, and whilst in no way do we seek
to reflect on the absolutely crucial and indeed
legislative role that the CEO of a council has in
preparing the municipal roll, the question has been
raised and quite appropriately.

It is in that context that we need to acknowledge that
one does not take a franchise away from people easily.
It ought not to be done without being thought about
very carefully because in many respects it is a sacred
right in this state, and indeed in this country, to be able
to vote and to freely express your view through the
ballot box. As we know, and we often pause to reflect
upon the fact, so many people have fought for that
right. Lives have been lost fighting for the free and
democratic right to express one’s views in a civil
society here in this state and indeed in this country.

Whilst there has been legal advice provided to the City
of Melbourne that the actions taken by the CEO were
entirely legal and in order, and in this context Dr Kathy
Alexander was relying on the custom, practice and the
underpinning of the Electoral Act 2002 itself, her
actions were not reflected in the City of Melbourne Act
2001. Quite properly the minister of the day, who is
here at the table, has taken further legal advice from, I
understand, the solicitor-general, who has indicated that
an appropriate course of action for the government
would be to bring this amendment before the
Parliament to ensure that any question of the legal
capacity of the CEO to undertake their duties was
underpinned within the City of Melbourne Act. That is
exactly what we are dealing with today.

It offers us a moment to pause and to think about the
fact that the franchise is a crucial element that
underpins democracy in this state, and the other
absolutely crucial element of that is the integrity of the
electoral roll. It is the second arm to this conversation,
and I note that a standing committee has addressed the
results of the state election process. It is a very good
thing that we have proper and thorough scrutiny, and
the tabling of that report in Parliament again affords the
broader community the opportunity to critically assess
how the election went, what opportunities there are for
people to exert their democratic rights often in
environments where it is not easy for people to vote —
where they have to vote in circumstances where they
are not in the state at the appropriate time — and the
other vagaries that attend people’s personal situations
vis-a-vis the date of voting. I think it is important that
we have that level of scrutiny, and I acknowledge the
work of the members and chair of the Electoral Matters
Committee.

What is the issue? The issue goes to the question of the
capacity to enrol voters who are non-residents and who
are renters. It is a quite unique situation that relates to
the City of Melbourne itself. I have had cause for some
reflection not just on this bill but more generally.
People may ask, ‘Why is the City of Melbourne
franchise a bit different?’. It is different from other
municipalities because it is a capital city. We have had
debates in this house in the past about the deeming
provisions and about corporations and the capacity of
corporations to have more than one vote —
corporations do have more than one vote. In general
terms, while the government may take the view that in
the future it wants to look more extensively at the
franchise question, the balance has been properly
struck. Essentially it is because of the unique nature of
the City of Melbourne and its capital city role that we
have to ensure that the broad voice of the community is
reflected through the franchise and the forming of the
municipal roll.
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In that context we have corporations, we have residents,
we have renters and we have circumstances where
some citizens may be on the electoral roll for a property
outside Melbourne but live in the city for most of the
working week. There are a whole range of
circumstances there. By and large and on balance it has
proven over a long period of time to be the correct
check and balance. The broader public policy question
must always be to ensure not only the integrity of the
roll but that the roll reflects the broad and often
disparate views that go to make up such an interesting
city as Melbourne. In that context, the amendment
today goes to closing off what is potentially a legal
question over the capacity of the CEO to draw a roll.
Why is it important to deal with this now? It is
important to deal with this now because the roll of the
City of Melbourne will close on 31 August, so that has
to be backdated one month to 31 July, which is coming
more rapidly than many of us would want to think
about. It is crucial that we settle this matter as quickly
as possible and that we find ourselves in a situation
where there is not only clarity on but also clear
direction to the administration of the City of Melbourne
on the intent of the CEO and the custom and practice of
the City of Melbourne over a very long period of time,
thus bringing certainty to this conversation.
I understand the government intends to debate this bill
in the upper house as soon as it has passed this house. It
is in that context that we wish this bill a speedy
passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling for
questions I would like to acknowledge that the
Honourable Kevin Humphries, the New South Wales
Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Healthy
Lifestyles and Minister for Western New South Wales,
is in the gallery. I welcome him to our Parliament.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission. Given
the minister’s confusion about conversations he has had
with the Speaker regarding the member for Frankston,
will the minister, for the sake of completeness, detail if
he or any member of his staff has had discussions with
the member for Frankston regarding the member for
Frankston’s conduct, and if so, on how many
occasions?
Mr McINTOSH (Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission) — I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. I
made an explanation last night, and that is on the
record. I am aware of the Speaker’s referral of a
whistleblower disclosure to the Ombudsman. The
Premier has received advice from the Department of
Premier and Cabinet that the Whistleblowers Protection
Act 2001 contains strict confidentiality provisions
which prevent me from commenting on the conduct of
whistleblower investigations.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, in
terms of relevance, the question related to whether the
minister has had discussions with the member for
Frankston. It did not relate to any whistleblower or to
you, Speaker. The question was: has the minister
spoken to the member for Frankston about the member
for Frankston’s conduct? That is the question, and it
ought to be answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The minister was explaining to the house the
circumstances under which he is able to answer.
Mr McINTOSH — As I was saying, the
confidentiality provisions prevent me from making any
further comment about this matter. They are
there — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition’s question did not go to some
putative conflict between parliamentary privilege and
the obligations under the Whistleblowers Protection
Act. The question went to whether or not the so-called
Minister responsible for the establishment of an anticorruption commission has discussed the matter with
the member for Frankston — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not know how many
times I have to say to members of the opposition that
when they get up on a point of order it is not an
opportunity to repeat the question time and again. I do
not uphold the point of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! I am not going to tolerate
any more interjections at all from the Leader of the
Opposition today.

Mr McINTOSH — As I was saying, the
confidentiality provisions of the Whistleblowers
Protection Act prevent me from making any further
comment about this matter — —

Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier outline to the house how the
coalition government is maximising Victoria’s natural
advantage in terms of brown coal reserves and whether
he is aware of any impediments to this?

Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58, which requires the minister to be
factual, the act states that unless the minister is the
whistleblower he can indeed answer the question that
the Leader of the Opposition asked. It is only otherwise
if the minister is the whistleblower.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not my
understanding of the act. I do not uphold the point of
order.
Mr McINTOSH — As most people in this state
understand, those confidentiality provisions are there to
protect the integrity of the investigation and the identity
of the whistleblower.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, again
on relevance, can I put it to you that the Whistleblowers
Protection Act is not there to protect the minister, it is
there to protect a whistleblower. It is completely
inappropriate and an abuse of the standing orders —
and of that act, can I say — for a minister to refuse to
answer a question about whether he has spoken to the
member for Frankston. The Whistleblowers Protection
Act is no defence for this minister. He ought to answer
the question as asked. This answer is clearly not
relevant to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I believe the answer is relevant to the question
that was asked.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr McINTOSH — I am trying to explain to the
opposition — everybody else in Victoria gets it — the
reality that there are strict confidentiality requirements
under that act. They are there to protect the integrity of
those investigations and indeed the identity of the
whistleblowers.
Honourable members interjecting.

Brown coal: government policy

Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for her question. Victoria has many competitive
advantages. We spoke of them yesterday. The
AAA rating is one of those, our agricultural sector is
one of those, our position in the transport network is
one of those, but our coal resources are also a strength
in this state and a competitive advantage.
It is anticipated that we have enough coal in the Latrobe
Valley region to last some 500 years. Coal has powered
Victoria’s economic development for decades. It has
provided low-cost power — cheap and reliable
electricity to businesses and residential consumers —
and that has given us a particular competitive
advantage. Indeed coal still produces around 90 per
cent of Victoria’s electricity needs. But there is no
doubt that the carbon tax has attached some uncertainty
to the future of our brown coal generators. We are as a
state facing some stark choices.
There are those who want to lock up our coal resources
completely and not take any advantage of them. They
are people who do not want investment, do not want
jobs and do not want resources to power our state.
Others believe that being negative about our coal
resources will enable them to score cheap political
points. We do not take that view. We are not as a
government shy about our coal resource in this state.
This is an amazing resource, and it should be used to
benefit all Victorians.
We have three clear objectives in regard to the use of
our resources, and I will list them again. The first of
those is to secure our energy needs in this state well into
the future. The second objective is to see introduced
emissions-efficient technology, and there are
companies lining up to do that. The third objective is to
maximise the value of those resources for Victorians,
for investment in this state, for jobs, for business and
for growth in the state. That is why we have announced
an allocation process, which is currently being
structured by the minister.
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We have already seen very significant international
interest in that allocation, whether from China, India,
Japan or South Korea. We are working through the
issues. The minister is working through those issues
very clearly. This has the potential to drive major
investment in Victoria and in the Latrobe Valley in
particular. Nevertheless there are impediments. There
are those who do not understand: those who sit there on
the front bench on the other side oblivious to the
opportunities this state has.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
you to bring the Premier back to answering the question
on government business. It is not an opportunity to
attack other members of Parliament.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — There is no doubt that the
carbon tax represents an uncertainty around this
investment into the future. That has already been
clearly expressed by groups like HRL and Energy Brix,
and the downstream impacts on businesses of the
decisions they will make will obviously be significant.
Whether it be food processing or the agricultural sector,
there is a problem with the impact of, the compensation
levels for and the timing of the carbon tax.
In addition to that, there are construction costs; we have
been through that issue. But we also see now the
spectre of potential interference by Canberra in some of
these issues. We saw evidence of that in Queensland as
is reported in the Australian Financial Review today.
We have had that experience in Victoria already. We
want to work with the commonwealth, but we want to
work on a good-faith basis to get the best results for
Victoria.

Health: savings strategies
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
evidence given by the Minister for Health to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee last month in
relation to $600 million of savings and the minister’s
contention that those savings in the health system
would be realised by, and I quote:
… using Health Purchasing Victoria to do greater buying and
more leveraged purchasing as a way of reducing costs.

I ask the Premier: can he give the house details of those
strategies and how those strategies will achieve
$600 million worth of savings?
Mr Herbert interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham!
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question, because it gives me the
opportunity to say again that we are putting record
levels of funding into the health and hospital system in
this state, a phrase with which the Leader of the
Opposition I am sure is familiar — record levels of
funding. When it comes to savings measures, the
minister has addressed those issues; and, yes, he
mentioned purchasing opportunities, as if ‘purchasing
opportunities’ as described by the Leader of the
Opposition represents the full gamut. I do not think the
minister ever said anything of the sort. We have put
record levels of funding into the health and hospital
system, and through the normal process, which applied
under previous governments as well, the arrangements
with the various health networks will be negotiated
over the forthcoming months.

Floods: regional and rural Victoria
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — My question is to
the Deputy Premier and Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Can the minister update the house
on any recent information he has received on the
current flood situation in regional Victoria?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Gippsland East for
his question. I am pleased to be able to tell the house
that the Bureau of Meteorology has indicated that with
the rain situation having eased somewhat, particularly
through Gippsland and East Gippsland, that at least has
taken some of the pressure away from flood-affected
communities. There have been something in order of
1300 requests for assistance from across the state since
the early hours of Sunday morning, when these events
commenced.
Up to the present time some 22 payments have been
made under the personal hardship assistance program,
but I have absolutely no doubt that that number will
increase with the passage of time. There has been a
single payment made under the emergency reestablishment assistance program. Payments under that
program are $1200 per household and up to $30 000
respectively, as circumstances decree, in each instance
where an application is made. The main area that
suffered significant damage initially was Traralgon.
Something of the order of 45 homes have had water
over their floorboards, and we are continuing to work
with those households to ensure that everything that it
is in the government’s power to do is able to be
advanced to those folk by way of assistance.
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The waters around Traralgon and in the region
generally have started to recede, and I am pleased to
say therefore that although we are going to see
floodwater in that area for a considerable period of
time, perhaps even weeks in some instances, the
immediacy of the floodwater threat to Traralgon has
eased. This means that as the waters now move further
to the east, some towns have been isolated — Hollands
Landing, for example, was evacuated in the early hours
when residents were made aware of the imminent threat
of floodwaters. There will be other locations around
Traralgon and further east that are isolated for some
time as the waters get away.
I am pleased to say that the rivers are gradually
receding. Some of them are still in major flood, but
their levels are continuing to reduce. The problem we
now have potentially is that some seven rivers flow into
the Gippsland Lakes and that means that over the
course of the coming 24 to 48 hours there will be
increased pressure on the lakes to absorb the amount of
water which is coming down the rivers. Then, of
course, concern has been expressed particularly for
Lakes Entrance.
One of the things we saw happen in 2007 was that in
circumstances where there are substantial tides, king
tides in particular, the water flowing in from the rivers
to the Gippsland Lakes and into that basin is unable to
escape through the entrance to the open sea because it is
backed up by the force of the incoming tide. It is now a
question of what sort of pressure that influence will
have on Lakes Entrance. The State Emergency Service
(SES) and other authorities indicated earlier today that
some 400 properties may be under threat because of the
combination of factors I have just outlined. By the same
token, local knowledge is a great thing, and I am
advised by the member for Gippsland East, who has
been in close contact with his community this morning,
that it may be that the situation is not be as bad as was
first feared, and it may be that there will not be such a
substantial impact on the community as some may have
thought. The next 24 hours in particular will tell the
tale.
In the meantime, those great volunteers are out there
doing what they do so well — protecting communities
across the state. They are from not only the SES and the
Country Fire Authority but also the other agencies,
working in conjunction of course with the police. There
will be road closures and impacts generally, but
hopefully everybody will be kept safe.
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Health: savings strategies
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I note the Premier’s
previous answer to my earlier question in which he
made it clear that better purchasing will achieve only
part of his government’s $600 million in cuts, and I ask:
is it not a fact that these savings are being achieved by
cutting staff numbers, making patients wait longer for
diagnostic tests and vital surgery? Is that not where
these savings are coming from?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I say it again and I say
it very clearly: this government is intent on delivering a
sustainable fiscal position in this state. That is in the
face of economic and fiscal shocks, many left to us by
the previous government, from which we inherited an
unsustainable budget position. When it comes to
implementing these measures, they have been clearly
set out in the budget, and when it comes, as I said in my
previous answer, to negotiating positions with
individual health networks, that will take place over the
forthcoming months. I say again that we are delivering
record levels of funding to the health and hospital
system — hundreds of millions of dollars over the
forward estimates — more than previously and
particularly more than was ever delivered by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Government: financial management
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer update the house on
current economic indicators and the importance of
responsible economic management to Victoria’s
growth?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Mordialloc for her interest in the Victorian economy.
The national account figures were released today by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. They show that state
final demand in Victoria grew by 1.8 per cent. This is
the second highest growth of any of the states, behind
only Western Australia. This is the strongest quarter
since June 2010. Over the year to March, state final
demand for Victoria grew by 2.7 per cent, household
spending was strong and private investment rose by
2.1 per cent. As you would expect with the strategy of
this government, general government consumption
spending has fallen.
Public investment rose by 4.1 per cent in the quarter,
and investment by Victorian state and local
governments in the quarter was $1.5 million, with a
further $1 billion from state-owned corporations. This
is consistent with the Baillieu government’s strategy.
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We will spend a record amount of money on statefunded infrastructure in 2012–13. It is an important
contributor to the strength of the economy. The Baillieu
government is also focused on those longer term
productivity dividends through projects such as Webb
Dock, the Dingley bypass and of course the east–west
link, which has been opposed by those opposite.
In 2010–11, 56 per cent of the capital program was
funded by borrowing and debt, but the strategy under
the Baillieu government is that by 2015–16 we will
have a surplus that will be able to fund the capital
works program, and that is important.
But not everyone believes having capacity in the budget
is important. In fact some people believe we should
actually decrease capacity in the budget by maintaining
unsustainable spending in certain areas. Some believe it
is not important to live within our means, some believe
it is best to promise all things to all people and some
believe reinstating 4200 people to the VPS (Victorian
public service) is financially responsible. That would
add about $1 billion over the forward estimates period.
If you were going to increase the VPS by 4200 people,
which hospital program would you cut? Which
education program would you cut? Which road project
would you have to cut in order to pay for it?
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Eltham
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
has been warned once. He can leave the chamber for
half an hour under standing order 124.
Honourable member for Eltham withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Government: financial management
Questions resumed.
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — Had we followed the
previous government’s policy of spending, the deficit
for this year would have been $4 billion. Had that
continued into 2015–16, the deficit for this state would
have been $10 billion. When you look at the budget
reply made by the shadow Treasurer, the member for
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Lyndhurst, you see that he could not even get his
figures right: he wanted to rewrite history.
The Baillieu government is committed to growing the
economy, growing the jobs, protecting our AAA credit
rating and improving front-line services. Who cares
about the economy? The Baillieu government cares
about the economy.

Southern Health: funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
his decision to take $600 million out of our health
system. I refer to his previous answers, and I ask the
Premier very simply: what does he propose doctors and
other clinicians at Monash Medical Centre say to
patients when they inform them that they will have to
wait longer for surgery and that they cannot get the
diagnostic tests they need because of this government’s
cutbacks?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Southern Health will be
receiving $30 million plus more than the previous year.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — Not a cut — more.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order, particularly the Leader of the Opposition. He
has asked his question, and I would leave it at that if I
were him.
Mr BAILLIEU — As I said, there is more than
$30 million additional over the previous year for
Southern Health. Budgets for individual health services,
including Southern Health, as I have said before, are
still to be determined and they will be negotiated. Those
health services are responsible for managing the
operating capacity of their hospitals. They allocate their
funding as they require to meet future demand within
the local catchment.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
senior clinicians at Monash Medical Centre have made
it clear that they will have to reduce their sessions.
These are cutbacks — it is not more money, it is less —
and the Premier should answer for them.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition!
Mr BAILLIEU — I say it again: there is more than
$30 million additional for Southern Health in this
financial year. Budgets for the health services are still to
be determined for 2012–13. For the financial year to
May 2012 Southern Health had admitted 680 more
patients for elective surgery than its agreed target. The
Leader of the Opposition — —
Ms Hennessy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Altona — enough!
Mr BAILLIEU — We will point out the facts while
the opposition raves. As I said before, we are putting
more money — record levels of money — into the
hospital and health system. That is in spite of the fact
that the Victorian coalition government needed to put
the budget on a sustainable basis. We have put
additional money into the hospital system. That is the
responsible thing to do.

Water: five-year plans
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. Can the minister update the house
on the draft five-year water plans which have recently
been released for public consultation?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Gembrook for his question. Victorian
water businesses have released for public comment
their drafts of water plan 3, which are the water plans
that will run from 2013 to 2018. It is a similar process
to the one that was conducted under the previous
government for water plan 1 and water plan 2. The
consultation phase is a very important part of the
process, where customers can give feedback to the
water authorities on what they are proposing before
those plans are submitted to the Essential Services
Commission in September this year.
If you look at some of the water plans that have been
put out for consultation, and let us take Wannon Water
for one, in the first year there is a small price decrease
for Wannon Water and then a zero price increase for
the remaining four years. If you compare that to water
plan 2 under the previous government, there was a
50 per cent increase in Wannon Water’s fees over that
time. Wannon Water has a small decrease and then a
zero increase in water plan 3 compared to a 50 per cent
increase under the previous government. I congratulate
John Vogels, the chairman of Wannon Water, for doing
an excellent job on that.
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If you look at Central Highlands Water, there is a small
increase in the first year and a zero increase in the next
four years for its customers compared to a 38 per cent
increase under the previous government. If you look at
Gippsland Water, in the first year again there is a small
increase and then zero over the next four years. That
compares to 71 per cent under water plan 2. That 71 per
cent price increase was principally because of the
Gippsland Water Factory project, where the costs blew
out from $140 million to $230 million — a $90 million
blow-out. If you look at Barwon Water’s plan, which
has been submitted for discussion, you see a 1 per cent
increase each year, excluding CPI, compared to a
43 per cent increase in the last water plan, so there are
substantial differences there.
Compare the regional water authorities with the
Melbourne water retailers — this is where the rub is.
Unfortunately they have proposed price increases of
something like between 19 per cent and 21 per cent in
the first year of their five-year water plans.
An honourable member — Why?
Mr WALSH — The question was asked, ‘Why?’.
That is because of the pass through of the desalination
costs. That pass through is not for any annual water
order that may be put in; that is just for the holding
charge on having the desal plant in place. In the first
year of the five-year water plan Melbourne water
customers will face price increases of between 19 per
cent and 21 per cent to pay for the cost of the desal
plant. As we know, the desal plant will cost Melbourne
water customers $1.8 million every day for the next
27 years, whether water is taken or not. If you break
that down to a per household level, it will be something
like $400 per year, per household, to have that holding
charge on the desal plant.
There has been one significant difference between this
public consultation process and the previous
government’s consultation process — that is, there are
no red helicopter advertisements this time around.

Whooping cough: immunisation
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — My question is to the
Premier, and I ask it as a new father. I refer the Premier
to the recent announcement by the Western Australian
Liberal Minister for Health and GP, Dr Kim Hames,
regarding his government’s extension of the free
whooping cough vaccination program for new parents
to ‘prevent the spread of whooping cough to newborn
babies, the most vulnerable to the infection’, and I ask:
given that the rates of whooping cough in Victoria are
at similar levels to Western Australia, why is it good
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enough to protect newborns in Western Australia but
not good enough to protect babies in Heidelberg West?

international survey results have been released for the
quarter ended March 2012.

Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question, and I congratulate him on being a new
father. There is nothing better in life, and I am sure he is
already experiencing that.

These figures show that Victoria is gaining even more
economic benefit from Chinese tourism than the last
survey showed. Visitor expenditure by the Chinese now
totals $892 million, which is up 11.5 per cent on the
previous year. As I have explained to this house on
many occasions, the Chinese visitor market is the no. 1
market in terms of numbers. China overtook New
Zealand last year, and it is certainly the no. 1 market in
terms of visitation.

The Minister for Health has been clear about this, and I
want to make it clear that the vaccination for whooping
cough for children is continuing. Some on the other
side have sought to suggest that is not the case.
Whooping cough vaccination will continue. There was
clinical advice received — —

The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the answer is
relevant to the question that was asked.

The government recognises the importance of China for
Victoria’s long-term economic growth, and last week
the Premier launched Victoria’s China tourism strategy.
This strategy has been developed to ensure that Victoria
is in the best possible position to take advantage of the
significant growth we are expecting to come from the
Chinese market. The strategy focuses on a number of
key priorities. They are market positioning, airline
connections, investments, improving the Chinese
visitor experience and building on Victoria’s strong
education, migration and business links with China.
That is the policy the Premier launched last week.

Mr BAILLIEU — I was making it clear that the
whooping cough vaccination for children is continuing.
Unfortunately some in the community have received
suggestions that the whooping cough vaccination for
children is not continuing. It is. At a national level I
understand the research and clinical advice has been
that vaccination for parents and carers has not been
proved to be effective. In response to that, the advice
has been to continue with the vaccination for children
but to discontinue it for parents and carers.

In terms of numbers, the strategy aims to lift the growth
in the China market from 7 per cent, the business as
usual position, to an ambitious 11 per cent per annum.
If we are successful with this strategy, by 2020 this will
generate almost 42 000 additional jobs in Victoria,
deliver up to $2.3 billion in annual visitor expenditure
and boost gross state product by $18.2 billion. It is a
very ambitious strategy on the part of the Victorian
government which sets some targets over the next eight
years.

The health minister is always open to receiving
representations from members if they want to challenge
the advice that has been received at a national level. If
the Leader of the Opposition wants to do that, then fine,
he should do that.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — My question
is to the Minister for Tourism and Major Events. Could
the minister inform the house as to what actions the
government is taking to ensure the continued growth of
Chinese tourism in Victoria?

As part of this strategy the government has committed
to an $8 million China tourism direct marketing
campaign. This will be our first major marketing
campaign internationally. We have had others
internationally, particularly in New Zealand, but this is
a major marketing campaign. It will be launched by the
Premier on the trade mission to China in September.
Indeed, as many members would be aware, this will be
the largest trade mission that will be undertaken to
China. It will include delegates from the tourism
industry. We will be launching that campaign there, as I
said.

Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I thank the member for Sandringham for his
question and for his interest in the 193 000 jobs that are
created by the tourism industry. I am delighted to
advise the house — and I think many in the house may
be interested to realise this — that today the latest

It is very interesting to note that in contrast to the
concentrated activity on the part of the coalition state
government, we have this week seen federal Labor
launch a tourism campaign which to all intents and
purposes almost excludes Victoria. If the Labor
Party — —

Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question related to vaccinations for parents, not babies,
and I would ask that the Premier address his answer to
the question. It was not about vaccinations for
newborns; it was about vaccinations for parents, the
subsidy for which has been cut by this Premier. That is
what the question related to.

Tourism: Chinese visitors
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. This is the last question of the day. I would
like at least most members still to be here by the end of
this answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice has expired.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (BRIMBANK CITY
COUNCIL) AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government).
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Local Government (Brimbank City
Council) Amendment Bill 2012. In doing so I want to
echo some comments I made in relation to a bill we
expedited just before the lunch break. That legislation
involves some amendments proposed to the franchise
relating to the forthcoming City of Melbourne
elections. In that contribution I spoke at some length
about the crucial importance of ensuring not only that
we have an electoral roll that is robust but also that
electors have the opportunity on every occasion to
express their views in relation to local, state or federal
government matters through their elected
representatives. That was the driving motivation behind
the amendments the minister brought before the house
that were expedited in a cooperative way by both sides
of the house.
In relation to this bill, however, I have to say that the
democratic voice of the people of Brimbank
municipality will not be heard. That will be the
outcome of this bill. Indeed that voice will not be heard
until 2015. That is a very serious decision that the
minister has reached. I would hope she has reached it
after serious reflection and consideration of the range of
competing matters that would have been brought before
her in the course of that deliberation, the result of which
was subsequently endorsed by her cabinet.
I have now looked at all of the documented material
that has at least been made available to me in the
briefings held by her department. I acknowledge that
the minister has put documentation regarding the
independent advice that was provided to her regarding
Brimbank City Council on the departmental website. I
simply put to you, Speaker, that the case has not been
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made for this council’s elected representatives to be
denied a voice to express the democratic views of the
people they represent. An election was due in October
2012 this year — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Public
Transport was not allowed in the house for an hour
yesterday. I am sure he does not want to be sent out of
the house again.
Mr WYNNE — The council election which was
due this year will be deferred until March 2015. In
effect this council will be under administration for near
enough to five years. That decision is unprecedented
and is a matter that requires not only scrutiny but debate
in this house. Not surprisingly, we will be opposing this
bill on the basis of the evidence that has been provided
to us in the public arena. I state again that it is an
unprecedented action by this minister and this
government to suspend a council for in excess of five
years. That is an extraordinary length of time.
In reaching this decision, the opposition looked very
carefully at the documentation that was provided on the
local government website. I am aware and
acknowledge that the minister has provided this advice.
In one case a summary document compiled by Doug
Owens was provided, and further advice was provided
by Bill Scales. Members of the house will be well
aware that when I was the Minister for Local
Government Mr Scales was appointed by me,
subsequent to the release of the Ombudsman’s report,
to play a monitoring role at Brimbank City Council for
a period of time. He subsequently made a report to me
that strongly recommended that the council be
suspended.
As history records, we acted upon the advice of
Mr Scales. In that context the minister has made a
proper decision to re-engage Mr Scales to assess the
situation. That is an entirely proper course of action for
the minister. I make no comment about that except to
say that Mr Scales is an eminent Victorian and well
known as someone who undertakes his tasks with an
extraordinary commitment to governance and public
life. Mr Doug Owens has also been re-engaged. He is
eminent and very well known in the local government
sector and the broader community. I make no claims in
relation to either person who has been appointed by the
minister to provide her with some independent advice. I
think those choices are very sound.
The difficulty we have is that the evidence provided in
both of these reports is simply not compelling in the
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context of our being prepared to allow this council to
remain under administration for a record period of
time — that is, until May 2015. The people of
Brimbank will have no democratic voice expressed
through an elected council until March 2015. That is an
unprecedented decision.
I go to the two reports, because they provide us with
some illumination. Mr Scales’s report is not lengthy,
but it comes off the back, as I have indicated, of the
earlier work he undertook at Brimbank City Council
after he was appointed by us. He read a range of
documentation, spoke extensively with staff members
and reviewed a range of their forward plans, including
financial performance plans and non-financial
performance plans, for the next four or five years.
Generally speaking it would be fair to characterise the
message of the reports, particularly Mr Scales’s report,
as being ‘The council is well and truly on the right
path’. Mr Scales articulated that and indicated that all of
the statutory responsibilities — that is what we
generally regard them as — of a local authority are
being adequately undertaken by the Brimbank City
Council administration. That is a fair characterisation of
the situation.
Mr Scales refers to the issue of what he characterises as
continuing political tension, but this is undefined. I will
come back to that issue. If the government is going to
go down the path of saying, ‘This council will continue
to be under administration’, it is incumbent upon the
government, if not the author of this report, to articulate
what ‘political tension’ actually means. If you want to
talk about political tensions and we choose to go down
that path, there is a range of opportunities afforded to
members to talk a little bit about political tensions.
I will speak from only my own experience with my
own council, the City of Yarra, where we have what
can only be described, being as generous as I can be, as
an interesting melting pot — we have political tensions
writ large. Currently we have only two ALP
councillors. My good friend and colleague the member
for Brunswick, who is not with us at the moment
because she has just had her baby, was formerly a
councillor. On a countback, her position, you will be
pleased to hear, Speaker, was taken by a Socialist.
If you want to talk about political tensions, I point out
that the Yarra City Council is now made up of
two Socialists, two ALP members, three Greens — —
Mr Mulder — You got rolled!
Mr WYNNE — No, it was a countback; listen up.
Speaker, if the Minister for Public Transport is going to
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interject, he should at least listen up. The council is
made up of two Socialists, two ALP members,
three Greens and two Independents.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WYNNE — They are good people. If you want
to talk about political tensions, political foment, debate
and how local government goes about negotiating those
sorts of travails, come to the City of Yarra. It is really
unfair of the government to put this bill before the
house and talk in these generic terms about political
tensions.
I turn now to the report of Mr Owens, who, as I
indicated earlier in my comments, is a very wellrespected person both in the local government arena
and in governance more generally. His report is also
most interesting. On advice from the office of the
Minister for Local Government office I understand this
document is a summary of Mr Owens’s work. It is
essentially a snapshot of his findings on Brimbank. I
want to quote a number of aspects of it because in some
respects it provides a counterpoint. Mr Owens
confirmed that:
Scales formed the view in his report … that ‘Given the past
difficult history of the city, there is every reason to believe
that these tensions —

the ones I have just referred to —
will be manifest in the outcomes of the upcoming council
elections in 2012 and played out once again in the policies,
processes and practices of any newly elected council’.

He went on:
There is no evidence before me which would cause me to
differ from the Scales view.

So essentially Owens supports the Scales view. He
continued:
Time has not caused the political tensions to dissipate but the
end outcome of the election cannot be accurately predicted
and the question arises as to when (if ever) political tensions
in Brimbank will dissipate.

If you take that statement to its logical conclusion, and
if you assume that political tensions are the only or
overriding reason why this government has chosen to
not have a council — the minister should not shake her
head. She will have an opportunity through her
parliamentary secretary to answer at least some of the
genuine queries that we have about this bill.
Going back to the report, which states that the question
arises as to whether the political tensions will ever
dissipate, does that logically mean that we will never
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get a council back in Brimbank? Will we ever get an
elected council back at Brimbank? I do not know. We
will wait and see.
The Owens report goes on:
It will allow sufficient time for administrators to review and if
necessary revise and reform all of Brimbank’s policies and
practices.

Then Mr Owens goes through a very interesting
analysis:
Administrators have made significant progress —

as Scales also indicated —
however, a number of matters are still to be determined or
embedded into Brimbank practice with a number of strategies
proposed for adoption in coming months.

I will go through a number of those matters heading by
heading. The first is about the fundamental and basic
business of local government:
Strategic planning and policy (adopted): completed with
extensive consultation and community support with little or
no controversy. Not embedded change but given community
support significant change unlikely.

So you can give that a tick. Next:
Organisational effectiveness (best value): decisions unlikely
to differ between administration and a —

an elected —
council.

So you could go either way. It continues:
Long-term financial management: to maintain strategic
direction, rate revenue, borrowing and asset rationalisation
needs to accord with a long-term financial strategy. Past
performance indicates a new council is likely to be financially
responsible.

A tick for the argument for why you would elect a
council again. On we go:
Major projects (council offices and community facilities):
potential for a sound business plan to be rejected by an
elected council on parochial grounds.

That may be so. Going on:
Administrators may be able to negotiate a win-win outcome
for council in the Sunshine precinct.

It goes on to discuss various other major projects which
my colleagues will talk about. Is that not the business of
an elected council, that its members allocate the
resources as the members of any council would be
expected to — that is, broadly within their municipality,
according to the strategic plan and the financial plan
that underpin the work of the council, which Mr Owens
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said are entirely in order? Is that not the free expression
of the people of Brimbank through its elected
representatives? Of course the answer manifestly
should be yes.
The report goes on:
Land use planning: conducted with extensive consultation
and community support. Little or no controversy. Decisions
unlikely to alter significantly.

Again I submit to you, Speaker, and for the Minister for
Local Government, that that is an endorsement of going
to an elected council. The report continues:
Enforcement and compliance: an embedded change has
occurred; legal positions may alter but enforcement
personnel/strategy likely to be maintained.
Governance: potential problem needs monitoring. Depends
on the make-up of an elected council. Recent history indicates
political tensions have not dissipated.

I have now canvassed that matter twice in my
contribution. I will read on:
On the first justification, one cannot put a date on when
political tensions will dissipate. In my opinion they probably
will not dissipate in the foreseeable future.

What does that mean in terms of an elected council?
On the second justification, the major issue not resolved
relates to completing major projects — council offices and
community facilities.

Again in his report Mr Owens indicates that frankly that
is proper business for a council to debate, where it puts
its resources around community facilities and so forth.
The report states:
This issue may be impacted by an elected council. The
question of governance will depend on the make-up of an
elected council.

Hear, hear, we say. Of course it will; of course it is
reflected by the make-up of a council going forward.
People stand for election to council on the basis of
supporting particular matters, whether they are
community facilities, planning issues or a whole range
of other issues on which many of us stood for election
to a local council. That ought to be reflected in the
process.
The report goes on:
Of the other key municipal matters, I am of the opinion they
are unlikely to be adversely impacted in any significant
manner by an elected council.

I repeat:
Of the other key municipal matters, I am of the opinion they
are unlikely to be adversely impacted in any significant
manner by an elected council.
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There you are.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I know what the conclusion is, and
I will tell you what the conclusion is: you have rolled
him.
We go on to a number of options that were put before
the minister:
1.

Extend the term of administration by four years through
to 2016.

The next option is:
2.

Extend the term of administration by a lesser period, say
two years, through to 2014.

The last option is:
3.

Do not extend the term of administration.

Further, it states in relation to option 3, which is to
return the elected council:
With the exception of decisions on major projects, a new
council is unlikely to significantly vary current policy
direction.

Well, well. Here we have Mr Scales and Mr Owens. I
reiterate my earlier comments that they are eminent
people and choosing them to provide advice to the
minister was very wise, but frankly there is a quite stark
contrast between these two reports. In fairness, both say
that due to unspecified and unarticulated political
tensions — and they have said this independently of
each other and they have provided this advice
independently — this council should not be returned to
full democratic governance.
You have a stark contrast in Mr Owens’s work. In
effect he indicates that on all the key criteria for the
ongoing operations of a municipal council in essence
the council is going about its business properly and
thoroughly. In the final summary, and in one of the
options provided to the minister to not extend the
period of administration, the report says:
With the exception of decisions on major projects a new
council is unlikely to significantly vary current policy
direction.

I ask the minister what the grounds are. I put this to the
minister in a rhetorical sense. She will not answer
because this will be summarised by her parliamentary
secretary, but what are the grounds ultimately, given
that I understand these two reports are the basis on
which the minister has made this decision?
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No compelling argument has been put in this
documentation to suggest that this council ought to be
under administration for one of the longest periods in
the history of local government in this state. The
minister has an obligation, either herself in summing up
or through her parliamentary secretary, to articulate not
only to this Parliament but also to the people of
Brimbank what her rationale for this is. Simply put, the
case is not made in the documentation that the minister
has provided not only to us but more broadly to the
community.
This is an unprecedented decision, and it is one that the
minister is absolutely obliged to respond to. You do not
reach these decisions lightly; I understand the weight of
these decisions. I had to make the decision to sack this
council, and I know that you do not make a decision to
take away the democratic voice of a community easily.
I did not make the decision easily, but there was
overwhelming evidence. We know that. There is no
need for us to canvass what the Ombudsman said.
Indeed there is no need to canvass further what
Mr Scales presented. I also provided those documents
in the public arena. I think they were very clear. It was
a clear-cut case. In fact we resolved very quickly after
Mr Scales’s report to dismiss the council. There is no
justification in these documents, but if the minister can
provide further enlightenment to us in this debate as to
why she has reached this extraordinary decision, we
would appreciate that.
Clearly this bill will pass the Parliament. I want to
reflect forward on what the administration of the City
of Brimbank might look like post October of this year. I
want to indicate that the decision that the minister has
made to appoint Mr John Watson as chief administrator
of the City of Brimbank is a very good decision. He is a
person of extraordinary standing in this community. I
do not think he is here, but he may well be listening. He
is very well respected within the broader local
government network, and indeed he is a very good
choice. I understand one of the current administrators is
also staying on. One of the great challenges for the
minister and indeed for her office will be to find the
third person to seek to administer and support the — —
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr WYNNE — Does the member for Benalla have
anything useful to say today?
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr WYNNE — He is clearly only here for colour
and movement. The third position is quite a crucial
position as well, because there is still a major area
around community services, which was covered by
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Meredith Sussex as one of her areas of expertise. She
did an excellent job as well, but I gather she is unable to
continue with her work in this area. That is going to be
quite a challenge for the minister, because you need to
find the proper balance of three administrators who
provide expertise and can build the community’s
confidence that the administrators do have the interest
of the Brimbank community at heart.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I certainly endorse Mr Watson. He
is a very fine person.
There will be contributions from my colleague the
member for Keilor, who will indicate where there was a
very significant breakdown in the relationship between
the administrators and the community with an illthought-through proposition to sell off 13 parcels of
land for private development.
Mrs Powell — They listened to the community and
did not do it.
Mr WYNNE — The Minister for Local
Government says the administrators listened to the
community and did not do it. Let me tell the house, the
administrators listened to the member for Keilor and to
the outrage of people who came to the member for
Keilor’s office, who said, ‘Hang on a minute’. These
unelected administrators wanted to sell off what was
quite literally parkland. I saw photos of it, and I
inspected some of the sites. The administrators quite
literally wanted to sell off land where there were play
equipment and established parklands. Do you reckon
the people of the Brimbank community were going to
cop that? There is no way known they would.
This is the great danger. The minister has to ensure that
these three administrators truly reflect the views of the
community. They absolutely failed to do so in relation
to this half-baked proposal to sell off this precious
public open space which was so vital to those local
communities in Brimbank.
In summary, we are opposing this bill because we
believe that when you are going to deny any
community its democratic voice for a record period of
time you have to have very profound reasons for doing
so. The Minister for Local Government will go down in
the history of this government as being the minister —
at least until now — who sacked a council for one of
the longest periods ever. Brimbank City Council will be
under administration for a near record period, and that
is the minister’s decision. It is incumbent upon the
minister to get up in this house and explain why she has
reached this crucial decision. At the end of the day, if
we as parliamentarians do not stand fair and square on
the side of ensuring that the democratic voice of our
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community is reflected through its elected
representatives, whether it is at a federal, state or local
government level, what are we doing here?
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is always
entertaining to hear history reinterpreted. It is always
entertaining to hear reports being quoted selectively
simply to suit a narrative that is entirely fictional and
bears absolutely no resemblance to the facts as I
remember them, as I am sure the Minister for Local
Government remembers them or as the member for
Benalla remembers them. We were here, we know
what happened and we know the facts.
This bill extends the period of administration of
Brimbank City Council until the fourth Saturday in
March 2015. That is two and a half years beyond the
date that was originally specified in a bill that was
brought into this house, I might add, by the member for
Richmond. If you listened to him, he would have you
believe that the current Minister for Local Government
had set aside the powers of this council for five and half
years. That is not the case. The member for Richmond
was the minister who brought in — rightly and with the
support of the then opposition — a bill to dismiss this
council for three years. It is not at all factual to suggest
that this period of administration is entirely down to the
current minister.
The bill extends the length of administration for one
reason and one reason only — that is, to provide the
people of Brimbank with the best possible chance of
enjoying a constructive and effective local government,
one that acts in the interests of all the community — not
a portion of the community, not a select group within
the community but the whole community. The people
of Brimbank deserve nothing less than that, yet Labor is
opposed to it. That is the fact of the matter: Labor is
opposed to it.
Acting Speaker, those of us — and you of course were
one — who were in the house in 2009 will recall the
Victorian Ombudsman’s report and the way the council
was operating at the time. I will quote from that
Ombudsman’s report to refresh people’s memories. It
says:
My investigation identified the operation and governance of
the council was influenced by individuals from outside the
council who hold no elected local government office,
including individuals who would be, or were in the past,
precluded from holding office because of criminal
convictions.

It further says:
The evidence revealed a council that was generally
dysfunctional and marked by infighting and interpersonal
conflicts.
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This next statement is my personal favourite. I quoted
this in the debate on the original bill:
… one councillor has freely indicated to me a belief that had
the issues in Brimbank not been made public in the Victorian
Parliament, then everything in Brimbank would have been
‘Okay’.

I think that is a very clear indication of the events at
Brimbank and the attitude there at the time. Following
the Ombudsman’s report the then Minister for Local
Government, the member for Richmond, appointed
Mr Scales as a local government inspector.
The minister, then the shadow minister, and I had the
pleasure of attending a special meeting of the Brimbank
City Council on 18 June 2009, after the administrator
had been appointed. That meeting was to adopt a code
of conduct, and I must say that the manner in which
that the debate occurred was quite fascinating. It was all
hearts, flowers and beautiful words, and then in the
very next motion the council absolutely crunched the
sole Greens member because she dared to have a
different opinion. She was effectively precluded from
speaking. Brimbank council was not a happy place.
Mr Scales reported in September 2009, and included in
that report was the phrase:
… the problems identified by the Ombudsman in his report
are deep seated and are still sustained within the Brimbank
City Council.

He went on to recommend the suspension, and
ultimately the dismissal, of the council. Of course the
then government acted on that recommendation. The
then Minister for Local Government said in a press
release dated 16 September 2009:
… the government has been left with no choice, given that
Mr Scales has found that councillors have fundamentally
failed to correct poor practices and issues of probity and
misconduct.

Shortly afterwards, the minister’s second-reading
speech for the Local Government (Brimbank City
Council) Bill 2009 noted that:
This bill will dismiss the Brimbank City Council, in response
to the recommendations of two recent separate reports — the
first by the Victorian Ombudsman, and the second by
Mr William Ivan Scales, AO.

As the member for Richmond has noted, as part of its
decision-making process regarding the possible
extension of the period of administration, this
government again turned to Mr Scales. In his recent
report Mr Scales found that:
It is my opinion that the period of administration of the City
of Brimbank should be extended until 2016.
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It is not ‘might be extended’ or ‘could be extended’ but
‘should be extended’. It is absolutely and totally
unequivocal, and to suggest anything else and
selectively misinterpret Mr Scales’s report is totally
unacceptable. The member for Richmond argues that
there is nothing compelling in this report to suggest that
the period of administration should continue. There is
no equivocation about this at all; it is ‘should’ — not
‘could’, not ‘maybe’, not ‘might’.
Mr Scales went on to say:
It is my opinion that more time is needed for the necessary
political reform in the municipality. This political reform will
be one of the necessary preconditions to the establishment in
the future of good government and administration in the city
of Brimbank.

Mr Wynne — What does that mean?
Mr MORRIS — Clearly the Labor Party does not
understand; there is no doubt about that at all.
Can I congratulate the member for Richmond on his
agility! He has performed a death-defying backflip.
When he was the Minister for Local Government he
was very happy to rely on expect advice and come into
this house and say in his second-reading speech that the
council needed to be dismissed on the basis of that
advice. But now that he is in opposition the
independent experts, whom the member for Richmond
acknowledged — in his words — as eminent, are
wrong. The Labor Party knows better, and the caucus
knows better; the independent experts are wrong.
This is politics first, politics second, politics third and
the citizens of Brimbank come absolutely stone
motherless last in this. The member has dismissed the
advice of not only his hand-picked man but also the
second independent expert that he has also identified
this afternoon as eminent.
Given the importance of getting this decision right the
government asked Mr Doug Owens what was in the
best interests of the Brimbank community. Mr Owens’s
recommendations were that the term of the
administration of Brimbank City Council be extended
and the term of the extension be for two years. The two
recommendations are at the back of the report. The
government has gone for two and a half years. They are
the facts, whether the member for Richmond wants to
accept them or not.
Clearly the best interests of the people of Brimbank
come a distant second to the interests of the ALP and,
recognising that there is a by-election imminent, to the
interests of the Greens as well, because it seems to me
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that the position taken by the ALP might have
something to do with the position taken by the Greens.
In the very short time I have left I would like to
acknowledge the efforts of the chairman of the
administrators, Peter Lewinsky. I have had a little bit to
do with Peter through my role as chair of the St Albans
Connect project. Peter and his colleagues have done an
excellent job, and the fact that the council is now in its
current excellent condition is down to their work and
that of the CEO of Brimbank City Council, Nick Foa,
who has also done a fine job.
I commend the bill to the house. It is a good and
necessary bill. The response of the opposition exposes
completely the hypocrisy it adopts in matters of this
nature.
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Local Government (Brimbank City Council)
Amendment Bill 2012. In October this year, every
resident in Victoria, except for Brimbank residents, will
be able to elect their local council representatives.
Labor opposes this bill, as it is time to allow Brimbank
residents to join the rest of the state and exercise their
democratic right this October. What the Liberal Party is
saying with this bill is that the 200 000 residents of
Brimbank are not capable of electing their own
representatives and that there are not 11 people in
Brimbank capable of governing the municipality. Come
March 2015, will we be discriminated against again?
The Liberal Party’s justifications for this paternalistic
and condescending amendment does not stand up to
scrutiny. It has been based upon advice contained in
reports delivered by Bill Scales and Doug Owens
which have been undertaken with little community
consultation. Why were the residents not asked for
submissions regarding the continuation of
administration? The Minister for Local Government
relies on three major points: the first being the
46 unfinished projects that will not be completed by the
time elections were to be held.
Mr Wynne — That’s a killer.
Ms HUTCHINS — Many councils go through a
process of putting projects and planning in place but do
not finish them in the cycle of a term and continue them
under the governance of the next council. I am
scratching my head as to what those 46 projects are,
because I can tell you there are not a lot of major
projects under Brimbank City Council going on in my
area.
The second point the Minister for Local Government
relies on is a community survey that was conducted late
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last year. As a resident of Keilor I was doorknocked
and asked the questions in this survey. I was not asked a
single question about what I thought of the
administrators or how they were governing. I was not
asked about what I thought of a pending election where
I would have the right to vote for local representatives.
None of those questions were on the agenda in the
community survey. In fact the community survey was
all about how I perceive my rubbish being picked up
and how the local park was maintained — all important
services delivered by the council staff, who do a good
job in those areas. But the reality is I was not asked, nor
were other residents asked — and I did talk to my
neighbours about this — about how we thought the
administrators were doing the job and what we thought
about democracy in our area.
An allegation has been made under the minister’s watch
that locals were consulted in the process around the
continuation of administrators in Brimbank. I know a
lot of locals, I know a lot of community groups, and I
can tell members that the Keilor Basketball
Association, the Taylors Lakes Lions Club, the Taylors
Lakes cricket and football clubs, the Keilor Football
Club, the Keilor cricket club, the Keilor Village traders
and the St Albans traders, who combined would
represent around 20 000 residents in the city of
Brimbank, were not consulted. None of those
organisations were consulted about what they thought
should happen with the continuation of administrators
or whether Brimbank residents should be allowed to
have a vote.
If these organisations were not consulted, if the local
schools were not consulted, if the local state members
were not consulted, if the local federal members were
not consulted, then who was consulted? Who are the
community members who were consulted before this
decision was made? I can tell the house who it was: it
was the Liberal Party of Keilor that was consulted. That
is who was consulted — prominent members of the
Liberal Party of Keilor who had a direct line to the
minister’s office to say, ‘Don’t give anyone the
opportunity to run, because we have a cosy little
relationship going on with one of the administrators in
particular’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — That is right; that is who was
consulted. People might laugh, but believe me, there is
a little clique in Keilor made up of a number of
prominent Liberal Party members, some of whom have
been on the state executive of the Liberal Party, and one
in particular who has run as a Liberal Party candidate in
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state and federal elections. She has a very strong
connection with one of the administrators.
Next year, I am proud to say, Keilor will celebrate its
150th anniversary and a big street festival will be held
to celebrate it. Has anyone been consulted about that?
No. Is there a committee overseeing that? No. Only one
person has been consulted about that, and that is Susan
Jennison, the local Liberal. She has been consulted
about how a couple of hundred thousand dollars will be
spent on her party, not the whole of Keilor.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — It is possible that there will be
an announcement that she has been appointed as the
third administrator, and we are all keenly awaiting that
announcement.
The government is being inconsistent in the way it is
dealing with Brimbank council in light of the serious
corruption that is going on at the present time in
councils such as Casey and Glen Eira, as residents of
those municipalities have the right to vote. No-one has
intervened in those councils and no-one has stopped
their residents from having a vote or having a chance at
a say in democracy. There are serious concerns about
how public consultation has happened during the period
of administration and the different ways that
community consultation has failed and been shut down.
I would also like to acknowledge at this point that
Brimbank has been governed by a CEO, Nick Foa, for
the last five years, and many residents have told me he
has done a good job. Unfortunately a week after the
minister made the announcement that the administrators
would stay on for another three years, Nick tabled his
resignation. Do you know why? I think he has had
enough of the administrators as well.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — There has been a lack of
consultation. As a parting gesture he said:
I genuinely believe in local government’s capacity to effect
real and positive change in the lives of those people it serves.

I absolutely agree with that. In fact I question whether
that has occurred in the last few years, during the term
of the administrators. The lack of consultation comes
down to how council meetings have been conducted
and how listening posts, instead of meetings, have been
conducted in the area. Changes have been made in the
rules from when councillors were in place to when
administrators were appointed. Firstly, there was a
change in when minutes from a council meeting were
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made available. They are now not available until the
day before the next council meeting.
Mr Wynne — What?
Ms HUTCHINS — Absolutely. Surrounding
councils such as Moonee Valley and Hume get their
minutes out, online and available to the public at least
three weeks before the next council meeting.
The council administrators do not give residents enough
notice of the agenda for meetings. In most cases over
the last two years the agenda for the council meeting
has not been available until the day before the meeting
takes place. This does not allow people to get organised
or to write submissions, because they have to put all
their questions in writing, or to get their items on the
agenda.
Administrators introduced the rotation of council
meetings, something I strongly supported; however,
they then failed to properly notify residents beyond
placing a notice in the local newspaper. They did not
even go to the extent of putting out notices to say that
council meetings would be happening in people’s local
areas. The level of consultation has been very low.
As an extension to this, I would like to expand upon a
point raised by a colleague earlier in the debate, and
that is the lack of consultation around the proposed sale
of parks in the city of Brimbank within the electorate of
Keilor. It was proposed that 14 public properties would
be sold off, 12 of those being parks, following a really
shonky consultation process. Thank God that was
overturned by people power and people getting
involved and writing submissions.
Finally, I make the point that the longest period of
administration in history will happen under this
government.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I welcome the opportunity
to contribute to the debate on the Local Government
(Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill 2012. This
bill will enable the continuation of measures put in
place by the former Labor government — the former
Minister for Local Government, the member for
Richmond, is sitting at the table today. This will ensure
that the work of cleaning up the corruption, dysfunction
and various other unsavoury activities that were going
on in the Brimbank council will be able to be
completed. I know from my veterinary experience that
when you have a festering sore, you need to lance it,
clean up the mess and then put the patient on long-term
antibiotics. If you do not complete the treatment, if you
pull the pin too early, then the patient relapses, and that
is what we are looking to address today.
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This action by the coalition government is part of its
broader commitment to clean up activities at all levels
of government and a strong commitment to ensure that
openness, transparency, honesty and integrity exist at
all levels of government. The second-reading speech
for the bill provides some background as to why this
bill is being debated today, but I will just take some
members of this house back a step further to a little bit
of history that some may not be aware of, and I refer to
how this got legs and why the former government
chose to take action. It relates to a day in this
Parliament when I was sitting where the member for
Bendigo East sits and three seats along was the then
member for Keilor. I sat there in amazement — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
Dr SYKES — It was on the morning on 30 July
2008 when the former member for Keilor got to his feet
and said:
I grieve today on behalf of the people in the Keilor electorate
and the city of Brimbank, particularly because of Natalie
Suleyman, who is the Robert Mugabe of Brimbank. She runs
Brimbank in the same way that Robert Mugabe runs
Zimbabwe.

Those are pretty harsh words. The former member for
Keilor then went on for 15 minutes to detail the terrible
things that were going on in that council. Clearly there
was self-interest, bullying, dysfunction and — I cannot
read my own writing — —
it?

An honourable member — It’s not ‘corruption’ is

Dr SYKES — There was more corruption. I would
say that George’s speech is compulsory reading for all
students of Labor Party politics.
When the Ombudsman undertook this investigation, he
confirmed that in a general sense many of the
accusations made by the former member for Keilor
were in fact correct. The member for Mornington has
touched on some of these, but I will just refer to the
Ombudsman’s report and some of the conclusions he
drew. Firstly, I will go to paragraph 12 of the executive
summary, ‘Conflict of interest’, which states:
My investigation also highlighted that conflict of interest
continues to be an issue pervading local government.

I will now go back a step, as I missed a couple.
Paragraph 6, ‘Dysfunctional council’, states:
The evidence revealed a council that was generally
dysfunctional and marked by in-fighting and interpersonal
conflicts.
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Paragraph 7, ‘Influence of unelected persons’, states:
It became evident early in my investigation that the operation
and governance of the council was influenced by individuals
who held no elected local government office, including
individuals who would be, or were in the past, precluded from
holding office because of criminal convictions.

That is a little bit of a worry. I have already identified
paragraph 12, so let us go on to paragraph 14:
My investigation also identified concerns with councillors
working in the offices of members of Parliament.

Perhaps it is not just a local government issue? We then
go on to paragraph 18, ‘Improper use of powers’, which
states:
The ‘ruling faction’ demonstrated that it was willing to place
the council at financial risk for a personal vendetta.

That suggests to me that there was a substantial
problem within the Brimbank City Council, and hence
we commend the former Minister for Local
Government for taking the action that he did, with the
support of our side of politics when we were in
opposition.
I make the point that the malaise identified in Brimbank
City Council is not unique to Brimbank; it is
widespread under Labor, as has been evidenced by Fair
Work Australia’s findings in recent times with respect
to the Health Services Union (HSU) and the federal
member for Dobell — —
Mr Wynne — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member has canvassed a range of historical material
that at least in part pertains to the bill and the
Ombudsman’s report in relation to that bill. However,
he is certainly straying well away from the bill to
suggest that matters that are being dealt with in the
federal Parliament and allegations made against federal
parliamentarians and their use of funds in another state
are in some way, shape or form relevant to the bill. He
knows that it is not relevant to the bill; he is drawing an
extraordinarily long bow. I ask you to bring him back to
the bill, which is the Brimbank bill, not the HSU bill or
anything else.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tilley) — Order! I
thank the member for Richmond. I call on the member
for Benambra to come back to the bill.
Dr SYKES — I will come back to local government
and indicate that there are serious problems in the
Brimbank City Council which need to be addressed,
and it will take time to address those problems.
Mr Noonan — They’ve been dealt with.
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Dr SYKES — It has been fixed, has it? As I have
indicated, such severe problems will not be fixed
quickly. It is interesting to hear the member for
Richmond make the comment that we are denying the
community a democratic voice. Does that mean that the
functioning of the former council was in any way
democratic? Should we look at who might put up their
hand to contest the next election? Is it true that some of
those former dysfunctional councillors are going to
contest that election? If so, that rings warning bells to
me that there is a need to ensure that the conduct of
local government business in Brimbank remains in safe
hands for a longer period of time. That is the basis of
this bill — to keep the conduct of local government in
Brimbank in safe hands. It is in safe hands, and it will
continue to be managed that way under the
arrangements being put in place by the current Minister
for Local Government.
I will now look at the local media commentary in
relation to this issue. I refer to a quote from the
St Albans Deer Park Caroline Springs Star, a local
paper that services much of the local community, which
states:
… former Keilor MP George Seitz congratulated the
government, claiming it would allow time for new council
staff and a new culture to ‘develop and grow’.

That is the man who made public the rotten to the core
nature of Brimbank City Council in years gone by. That
man made it public; the Labor government was forced
to act. We are continuing to clean up the mess, and the
person who made it public, the man who drew
everyone’s attention to it, endorses the action being
taken by the current Minister for Local Government. I
think that is a very strong and sound endorsement of the
action we are taking, and I look forward to this bill
having a speedy passage through the Parliament. It will
be one further step by this side of politics, the coalition
government, to clean up the mess it inherited from the
former government. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — We on this side of
the house strongly oppose the bill. One of the key tenets
on this side of the house is democracy. We have sent
our sons and daughters to spill their blood on behalf of
democracy in Australia. We sent them to World War I,
and we commemorate that in April every year. We sent
them to World War II, and to the other conflicts since
World War II, to protect and enhance democracy: to
protect and enhance the right of people to make a clear
decision, to have their vote, to be able to independently
go into a polling booth and make their mark to choose
the people to represent them in a democratic way, be
that at a federal, state or council level.
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Democracy is about the people having that voice and
then having the voice to either agree that those
democratically elected representatives remain in that
area of the federal, state or local government or to call
for them to be replaced if their performance is not up to
standard. Let me say that I did not believe the Kennett
government’s performance was up to standard.
Unfortunately in 1996 the people decided I was wrong,
but that was their democratic choice. Then in 1999 the
people of Victoria made the choice to get rid of the
arrogant Kennett government through the democratic
process — not through the imposition of an
administrator and not through the imposition of an
undemocratically elected house of assembly here in
Victoria but through their constitutional right to make a
decision in regard to who they should be represented
by. If they were not being represented properly, they
had that right to get rid of those people. That is what
they did, and what they continue to do at the federal and
state levels.
That is what this bill denies every single one of those
200 000 people in the Brimbank municipality because
of the sins of some people that occurred a number of
years ago, when Labor in government got rid of them.
For the historical sins of five or six people, the details
of which the honourable member for Benalla has laid
before this house today, 200 000 people have to suffer.
‘We need to keep on punishing’ is the mantra of the
Liberal and National parties on the government
benches, ‘We need to keep on punishing the people of
the western suburbs’, some of whom I have had the
absolute honour of representing in my time in this
house. This is the appalling attitude of this conservative
government. The member for Benalla probably does
not even know where Brimbank is and has probably
had no dealings with the City of Brimbank or with the
CEO, Nick Foa, or the great people there, some of
whom are my best and dearest friends, but he is
supporting democracy being overruled.
It was always our position that come October of this
year the people of Brimbank would democratically
elect their representatives, that the term of the
commissioners would be over, that they would be able
to stabilise and deal with what has happened
historically, which was appropriate. This was in effect
an action taken by us. We took the hard action after the
release of those reports — which the honourable
member for Benalla gladly re-read for us today — on
the premise that democracy is sacred, that people’s
right to have their say is sacred, that the lives that were
lost and the blood that was spilt by Australians year
after year here in Australia, on the shores of Gallipoli
and on the shores of Europe and in the Pacific should
be honoured. They fought and they died and they were
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maimed both physically and mentally because they
were upholding democracy. They believed in the
democratic process in Australia.
But we have a situation where the conservatives do not
believe in democracy, where they do not want
opposition in the western suburbs. They do not want
opposition to the very bad policies that are being put in
place by this government: the lack of services, the lack
of infrastructure and the lack of any representation real
or perceived out there in the western suburbs. They
want to put their own people in there who are subject
only to the whims of the Governor in Council
appointment process, who are not elected by the people,
who are not judged by the people, who are not able to
be talked to by the people but who are under the
direction and the service of the local government
minister of the Crown and of the Premier. They serve
the Premier and the Governor of this state, not the
people of Brimbank.
That is a disaster, because democracy demands that the
lives of those people who were lost overseas and here
in Australia in its name be honoured. Democracy is
sacred to us on this side of the house. It may not be to
members on the other side because a number of them
actually were secured by the Kennett government as
commissioners in undemocratically elected positions
over the term of the Kennett government, and we are
seeing that DNA, we are seeing that undemocratic
process put back in place here today.
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always been one of getting rid of democracy and
getting rid of the processes. It is a situation where the
people themselves, these families, these mums and dads
and individuals, who should be making these decisions
are having their democratic rights taken away from
them. This is an appalling decision.
I opposed the continuance of commissioners at the
Shire of Melton, even under our government, quite
forcefully, and I take a consistent position of opposing
the extension of commissioners at the City of
Brimbank, because I know the people of the western
suburbs; I know the people of Brimbank. They are
good people who can make good decisions if allowed
to do that, but unfortunately the demagogues on the
other side are not allowing the good people in those
communities to make their own decisions in a
democratic manner.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms WREFORD
(Mordialloc).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TRANSITION) BILL 2012
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:

It is really important to me, having grown up in
Brimbank and knowing the people who are there, the
genuine people, that those people be given the
opportunity to represent their community. John Watson,
who will be the chief administrator, is a terrific bloke. I
have known him for quite a long time, from when he
was on the Bulla Shire Council, but he is not from
Brimbank. He has not been elected to his position by
the people of Brimbank. It is abhorrent to me that he,
along with two others, will be put in place to represent
Brimbank, not allowing the people of Brimbank to be
democratically represented. We put in place
commissioners to deal with the transition from the time
the council was got rid of until now.

1.

Clause 2, line 29, omit “3 to 7 and 12 to 17” and insert
“3(1) and (2), 4 to 7 and 15 to 20”.

2.

Clause 2, line 32, omit “3” and insert “3(1) and (2)”.

3.

Clause 2, lines 34 and 35, omit “the remaining
provisions of this Act” and insert “sections 4 to 7 and 15
to 20”.

4.

Clause 3, after line 19 insert —

It was incumbent on those commissioners and the
council to develop leadership, to develop people to
stand for council come October this year, to promote
people, to train them up, to educate them, to give them
the skills and to mentor them so that they could put
their names up and be voted for or against and perhaps
lead their own community. That is what this
government has failed to do. It has had 18 months to do
it, and it has failed to do it because its position has

5.

‘( ) In section 1.3(1) of the Gambling Regulation Act
2003, insert the following definition —
“wagering and betting operator means the company (if
any) appointed under section 4.3A.15A as operator of
the wagering and betting licence;”.’.
Insert the following New Clauses to follow clause 11 —

‘AA New sections 4.3A.15A to 4.3A.15C inserted
After section 4.3A.15 of the Gambling Regulation Act
2003 insert —
“4.3A.15A Appointment of wagering and betting
operator
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(1) Subject to section 4.3A.15B, the wagering
and betting licensee may, by notice in writing
given to the Commission, appoint as operator
of the wagering and betting licence a
company that —
(a) is a wholly-owned subsidiary of the
licensee; and
(b) has a physical place of business in
Victoria; and
(c) is approved by the Commission.
(2) A company appointed as operator ceases to be
the operator on ceasing to be a wholly-owned
subsidiary of the licensee.
(3) The licensee may, at any time by notice in
writing given to the Commission, revoke the
appointment of an operator under this section.
(4) The appointment of an operator under this
section does not affect any function or
obligation of the licensee under a gaming Act
or gaming regulations.
4.3A.15B Approval of wholly-owned subsidiary
On application by the wagering and betting
licensee, the Commission may approve a whollyowned subsidiary of the licensee for appointment
under section 4.3A.15A if satisfied that the
appointment would not result in a person who is
not currently an associate of the licensee becoming
an associate of the licensee.
4.3A.15C Rights and obligations of wagering and
betting operator
(1) The wagering and betting operator is
authorised to conduct, subject to this Act and
the regulations, the Racing Act 1958 and any
conditions to which the wagering and betting
licence is subject, any activities that the
wagering and betting licensee is authorised to
conduct under the licence.
(2) In conducting activities under the wagering
and betting licence, the wagering and betting
operator has all of the rights of the wagering
and betting licensee, and is subject to all of
the obligations of the wagering and betting
licensee, under this Act, the regulations, the
Racing Act 1958 and the licence (other than
an obligation of the licensee to pay an amount
under Part 6 of this Chapter).
(3) If the wagering and betting operator performs
any obligation of the wagering and betting
licensee under this Act, the regulations, the
Racing Act 1958 or the licence, the licensee’s
obligation is discharged.
(4) For the purposes of this Act —
(a) a reference in Part 6 of this Chapter to
any totalisator, approved betting

competition or approved simulated
racing event conducted by the wagering
and betting licensee includes a reference
to any totalisator, approved betting
competition or approved simulated
racing event conducted by the wagering
and betting operator; and
(b) a reference in section 4.6.6B to betting
exchange commissions earned by the
wagering and betting licensee includes a
reference to betting exchange
commissions earned by the wagering
and betting operator.
(5) A reference in section 115(2)(ba) of the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to the
holder of the wagering and betting licence
includes a reference to the wagering and
betting operator.”.
BB Consequential amendments regarding wagering and
betting operator
(1) In section 4.3A.26 of the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 —
(a) in paragraphs (a) and (b), after “licensee”
insert “or operator”;
(b) in paragraph (c), for “licensee, or an associate
of the licensee” substitute “licensee or
operator, or an associate of the licensee or
operator”;
(c) in paragraphs (d), (e), (f) and (g), after
“licensee” (wherever occurring) insert “or
operator”;
(d) in paragraph (i) —
(i)

after “licensee” insert “or operator”;

(ii) after “licensee’s” insert “or operator’s”.
(2) In section 4.3A.27 of the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 —
(a) in subsection (1) —
(i)

after “licensee” (where first occurring)
insert “and the wagering and betting
operator”;

(ii) after “licensee” (where secondly
occurring) insert “and the operator”;
(b) in subsections (2), (3)(a)(i) and (ii), (5), (6)(a)
and (7), after “licensee” (wherever occurring)
insert “or operator”.
(3) In section 4.3A.28(1), (2) and (3) of the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003, after “licensee” (wherever
occurring) insert “or operator”.
(4) In section 4.3A.29(1) of the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003, for “licensee or an executive officer of
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the licensee” substitute “licensee or operator, or an
executive officer of the licensee or operator,”.
(5) In sections 4.3A.39A(1) and (2) and 4.3A.39B(1),
(2) and (3) of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003,
after “licensee” (wherever occurring) insert “or
operator”.
(6) In section 4.6.3(1A)(a) and (1B)(a) of the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 omit “or
wagering operator”.

CC Banking
After section 4.8.2(1A) of the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 insert —
“(1B)
An account referred to in subsection
(1A)(a)(i) or (ii) may, in addition to the amounts
referred to in that subsection, contain any other
amounts approved by the Commission.”.’.
6.

Clause 17, line 15, omit “17” and insert “20”.

7.

Clause 32, lines 14 and 15, omit “the first anniversary of
its commencement” and insert “1 September 2013”.

Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Gaming) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

A wagering and betting licence has been issued to
Tabcorp Wagering Victoria Pty Ltd, which will
commence on 16 August 2012. As a requirement for
the granting of the licence the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 requires the wagering and betting licensee to
enter into arrangements with the Victorian racing
industry. These arrangements, known as the joint
venture arrangements, between Tabcorp as the new
licensee and the Victorian racing industry, provide for
there to be a manager of the joint venture distinct from
the licensee. The joint venture arrangements also
envisage that the manager will be the operator of the
wagering and betting licence, which is in keeping with
the arrangements under the existing wagering licence.
However, this structure is not currently permitted by the
Gambling Regulation Act. Unlike the current situation,
the act does not enable the new licensee to appoint a
wagering and betting operator.
This type of structure was specifically contemplated by
the invitation to apply for the new wagering and betting
licence issued by the former government. While the
former government in its invitation to apply essentially
foreshadowed that there may be this type of joint
venture arrangement operating, the act did not actually
reflect it for the new licensee. That is the purpose of
these amendments that were agreed to by the other
place, and it is why the government moved and
supports these amendments. As a result, if these
amendments were not agreed to, before the new
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licensee takes effect from 16 August this year the
Gambling Regulation Act would need to be amended,
which is what we are doing here, or the joint venture
agreement between Tabcorp and the Victorian racing
industry would need to be amended.
Both Tabcorp and the Victorian racing industry have
indicated a clear preference for legislative amendment
to facilitate the appointment of a wagering and betting
operator. These technical amendments will correct the
anomaly in the legislation and will more clearly align
the future operation of the wagering and betting licence
with current practice. We therefore commend the
amendments to the house.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — The opposition,
as is the case in the other place, does not oppose the
amendments, but I wish to take the opportunity to make
some comments for the record. The amendments as
described by the minister are, on the one hand, quite
perfunctory and technical, but some of them are quite
important in terms of facilitating the appointment of a
wagering and betting operator. It is therefore important
that they be approved.
This is not the first time that this minister has brought
house amendments to his own bills into the house. In
fact almost all the bills the minister has presented to the
Parliament have been followed by house amendments. I
would have thought there should be a greater focus on
detail when bills are prepared. Instead what we have is
sloppiness and a lack of attention to detail. It is
important for the purposes of the way this house
functions and the important role that oppositions play in
debating and scrutinising bills that my comments are
made in that spirit.
It is also important to reflect that whether the bills
presented by this minister were accompanied by house
amendments or not — and most of the time they have
been — when the opposition has expressed concerns,
raised queries and requested the minister to reply to
those concerns in the summing up process, all those
requests have been refused by the minister. I would
have thought that the government could have been
saved a lot of grief and embarrassment if the minister
had acquiesced to some of those concerns and requests.
It is important that the minister take heed of this
comment, because he seems to take great delight in
tweeting about irrelevancies, anachronistic documents
and supposed leaks to newspapers that are probably
very close to home. The minister prefers to do that
rather than focus on the job that taxpayers pay him to
do, which is to ensure that the number of house
amendments to bills that are presented to this house are
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minimised so that the time of the house is not wasted.
He should reflect on and treat with respect the fact that
members of the house often request the government to
deal with issues and concerns that are raised in the
debates.
I would hope that the minister takes away from this
exercise a very serious lesson that perhaps when the
opposition requests responses to questions and raises
concerns about his bills he should take up those
opportunities. He should provide opportunities for
summing up debates and addressing those concerns and
allow the opposition to perhaps sometimes save him
some embarrassment and save him from himself.
Motion agreed to.

HEALTH (COMMONWEALTH STATE
FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports).
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise as lead speaker on behalf of the
opposition and the government on this very important
bill. I do not know if it gives me the capacity to
determine the opposition’s position; I think it just
demonstrates where the opposition is at. We have a
circumstance where the opposition’s lead speaker who
is meant to be dealing with this issue could not even
enter the house in time to speak on the bill.
Nevertheless, it gives me pleasure to rise to make a
contribution on the Health (Commonwealth State
Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012. The bill has been
developed as a consequence of the national health
reform agreement, and I will shortly make some further
comments in regard to that agreement. It should be
noted that at the behest of the federal government the
bill will establish a new layer of bureaucracy. I note the
opposition’s spokesperson has now entered the
chamber. Obviously she will have to wait until the end
of my contribution before she can provide the
opposition’s view on the bill.
By way of background, health services in the state of
Victoria are funded by a mix of state and federal
funding. Traditionally the federal component of funding
is paid to the state Treasury, and in turn state Treasury
provides this money to the Department of Health which
then allocates funding to respective health services
throughout Victoria. That has been the way health
funding has operated within the state. This bill will
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change that funding arrangement, and whilst those
opposite are still trying to work out who is going to
speak on the bill, this government is clearly in charge of
the health portfolio.
The bill will establish a new administrator who will be
appointed by the state and federal governments. The
administrator will be responsible for the allocation of
funding, which will be established by agreement of
both parties in a new trust account to be known as a
state pool account. The federal funding will be
allocated to this account and the administrator will
allocate funding to various health facilities on the
advice of the Victorian health minister. The difference
is that under this new arrangement the Victorian health
minister will provide advice to the administrator on
how that money is to be allocated. In return the federal
government advises that it will have a greater
understanding of the allocation of federal health
funding within Victoria.
As I said, the bill creates a new layer of bureaucracy.
However, the federal government will bear the cost of
its administration. Considering that as the lead speaker
on behalf of the opposition and the government I have
had to provide an overview of the bill — normally this
falls to the opposition but clearly those opposite are still
trying to catch up — I trust I will be afforded the
30 minutes that is given to lead speakers in a secondreading debate. Nevertheless, similar legislation is
currently being debated in Canberra and similar
legislation will be developed throughout the various
states. It is anticipated that this new system will be
operational by 30 June.
Clearly there are concerns about the operation of this
new system with respect to the establishment of a new
layer of commonwealth bureaucracy. As I said at the
outset, this was instigated through the national health
reform agreement. I want to remind the house of the
way those opposite have managed the issue of health
and the national health reform agreement, and today has
been a very clear demonstration of their lack of
capacity to manage this issue. The government led by
Premier Brumby with the now Leader of the
Opposition, who was then the Minister for Health,
rushed at the opportunity to sign the original national
health reform agreement. They sat glowingly saying, ‘It
is not the best deal, but we have got the best deal we
could for Victoria’.
When this government was elected the new Premier
and the new Minister for Health went to Canberra and
said, ‘We will not agree to a dud deal. We want a better
deal for our state’. Funnily enough, when the Premier
led the charge, all the other Labor state premiers rushed
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in behind saying, ‘We think it is a great idea as well,
Premier Baillieu. We will get in behind you, because
the deal we originally signed was a dud’. Through the
work of the Premier we managed to get a better deal for
the state of Victoria.
As a consequence of these changes we now have an
improved national agreement which ensures Victorian
patients will have access to more hospital beds. We will
protect local hospital wards and statewide providers
from potential forced amalgamations, and we will
provide for better clinical services and outcomes
through reviews of proposed targets for elective surgery
and emergency departments. We brought forward
funding for Victorian hospitals and, importantly, as the
bill reflects, we provided greater certainty and longterm funding for Victorian hospitals, including a
recognition of 50-50 sharing of growth funding into the
future.
With respect to the development of the national health
reform agreement, there were some clear benefits that
this side of the house managed to bring to the table
which will provide ongoing benefit for all Victorians.
This bill is a reflection of the new agreement. As I said,
whilst we managed to bring about a number of
improvements to the original dud deal, the provision
about the establishment of a new layer of bureaucracy
was one of those original aspects which the federal
government was adamant had to be retained in the
agreement. Obviously if we had had the capacity as a
state to write the entire national health reform
agreement, it may well have been very different to the
document that was eventually signed, but we had to
make the best of a bad situation, and making the best of
a bad situation obviously meant there were certain
provisions for which we could not obtain agreement
from the federal government to remove, and this was
one of those provisions.
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signed up to — was the best deal for this country and
every state and territory throughout the nation, they
would have held fast; they would have said, ‘We are
not going to change one dot point of this agreement,
because what we originally negotiated in the big love-in
with all the other Labor premiers was the best deal for
the country’. But no — all the parties in the room
agreed that the deal that was originally signed was a
dud. They knew it was a dud and that they had to stand
up to their federal masters, and now because the new
Victorian state government is prepared to stand up and
take on the commonwealth, they have come in behind
us.
This piece of legislation was developed as a
consequence of that agreement. We managed to get
some changes. We are showing leadership on this issue.
Today of all days is a stark reminder of why this
government is in charge of the health portfolio and that
those opposite clearly do not know what they stand for.
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I seek some clarification in relation to the member for
Ferntree Gully taking the call as lead speaker on the
bill. I think the time allocated to him was 10 minutes,
but the normal practice of the house is that the lead
speaker on a bill is allowed to speak for 30 minutes. I
noted that during the course of the member’s
contribution the member for Yan Yean bolted into the
house. I think Days of Our Lives might have finished
sometime into the contribution to the debate of the
member for Ferntree Gully. It would assist us to have
some clarification about the situation of a member not
taking up the call when they are lead speaker.
Mr Noonan — On the point of order that the
member for Polwarth raised, Acting Speaker, I listened
to the member for Ferntree Gully for the full
10 minutes, and he failed to outline how he is pulling
$600 million out of the health system — —

But as I said, the Premier and the health minister went
to the commonwealth and to the other states and said,
‘Unlike our predecessors, we are going to stand up for
this state. We are going to stand up for patients. We are
going to stand up for hospitals and get a better deal’.
We do not know yet what the position of those opposite
is, because their lead speaker was not even in the room
to take their call; however, if they had been prepared to
stand up for Victorians, they may have gotten a better
deal than the one that was originally negotiated.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tilley) — Order!
Normal protocol is that the lead speaker should get the
full time allotted, so I call the member for Yan Yean.

I would have thought that if a deal were already done
and if a federal Labor government and a majority of
Labor states were of the view that the deal — the
original agreement that then Premier Brumby and then
health minister and now Leader of the Opposition

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Thank you very much,
Acting Speaker. After securing what it calls a better
deal at the Council of Australian Governments meeting,
the government has done nothing but complain about
the state of the budget and make excuses for its own

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tilley) — Order! I
am happy to listen to the member on the point of order,
but he should make it relevant to the original point of
order.
Mr Noonan — I have finished.
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neglect. In question time today we saw the spectacle of
the Premier, when repeatedly asked questions about
how his government and his minister would allocate the
$600 million worth of cuts that have been applied by
this government to the health budget this year and last
year — that is in total — being singularly unable to
answer with clarity any one of those questions.

We on the opposition side will be looking very closely
to make sure that this government is not scrimping on
its side of the agreement. With TAFE, we have seen
this government tear up an agreement with the federal
government. We will be looking closely to make sure it
holds up its end of the bargain under the national health
reform agreement.

Instead of using the new arrangements that have been
negotiated with the federal government to fund growth
and invest in Victoria’s health system this government
has cut its own health funding and is taking the system
backwards. We see numerous reports in the media of
patients — and those of us on this side of the house
have received numerous reports from patients — who
are waiting longer and longer and getting sicker and
sicker because they cannot get elective surgery. We
have seen ambulances ramping up outside public
hospitals across the state at an unprecedented rate.
Ambulance response times have been reduced, and the
actual targets are being reduced by this government.

This year’s budget saw growth funding for hospitals
slashed by almost half of what was cut in last year’s
budget. The budget forecast cuts of $134.1 million on
top of the almost half a billion dollars cut in last year’s
budget. There is no further news on the promise to
deliver the extra 800 hospital beds that this government
promised for this term. Will it deliver them at all? The
community will not forget that those opposite promised
100 beds in their first year, and we are nowhere near
that target, let alone 800.

It is interesting that anything that happens on the
government’s watch is always someone else’s fault. It
is either the fault of the previous state government or
the federal government; or it is the fault of Fluffy the
cat or Nip the dog. I am pleased to see the bill before
the house. At least it will enshrine that the national
health reform agreement is moving forward, because it
provides the legislative machinery to establish the
funding, payment, accountability and transparency
funding arrangements under the national health reform
agreement.
One thing that the community hates is when various
levels of government will not cooperate or collaborate
for the benefit of the community. I am pleased that
Labor governments, state and federal, have the ability
and the goodwill to sit down and talk about health,
because that is what the community expects of
governments.
I turn to the key functions of the bill. It establishes the
office of the administrator of the national health
funding pool and provides terms for the appointment,
suspension, removal and substantive functions of the
administrator. It sets out the way in which
commonwealth and state funding will be established in
a state pool account and the way in which money will
be administered to local health networks. It sets out
what funds from the pool are to be allocated for,
including for services provided by local hospital
networks and health teaching, training and research. It
also sets out the financial management and reporting
obligations of the administrator.

The budget shows a $43 million drop — a 15 per cent
cut — in funding for acute health services such as
elective surgery and emergency care at a time of record
population growth and spiralling costs in health service
delivery. This will mean longer waiting lists for elective
surgery; Victorian patients will be waiting even longer
for care, in greater levels of pain and discomfort. Last
year’s cuts to health funding alone have seen Victoria’s
waiting lists balloon by an extra 7500 people, and the
number of surgeries has dropped by 9400. This budget
will make these numbers even worse. It is not good
enough for the Premier to stand up in this place and say
there is a record level of funding in the health budget
when we are seeing waiting lists balloon as they are and
the number of treatments dropping.
The budget is the worst possible news for our health
system and hospitals, and it is even worse news for
families waiting for health care in Victoria. In this
year’s Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings the Minister for Health could not identify what
would be the net impact of the nurses enterprise
bargaining agreement on the budget or how a projected
increase in demand of more than 3 per cent was likely
to be met given there will be a funding increase of only
just over 1 per cent. Today we saw the Premier unable
to answer similar questions.
The minister failed to give a reason as to why the
budget indicates big differences between the numbers
of hospital separations and those of hospital admissions.
The minister refused to identify how much of the total
health output was due to the commonwealth
contribution. Are those opposite not lucky that they
have a health agreement with the commonwealth to
hide behind and with which to avoid giving this
information to the Public Accounts and Estimates
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Committee and therefore the community? When
questioned about the continued blow-out in the elective
surgery waiting list and the expected rate for this year
the minister referred to it as something to be negotiated
with health services. This is exactly what we heard the
Premier say today; he just squibbed it in question time.
They do not want to tell the community what the
impact of their cuts will be on each individual health
service across the state.
The minister asserted that savings of over $600 million
in the last two budgets, which the health system was
forced to absorb, would be made mostly through more
efficient purchasing and procurement and that there
would be no reduction in the number of nurse training
places. None of these claims is credible. Under this
government’s watch we have seen a number of broken
promises in addition to the broken promise of
800 additional hospital beds. When pushed, a year after
coming into office — actually, I think it was more like
18 months — the minister finally came out with a
statement saying, ‘Oh, well, some of these beds will in
fact be delivered as hospital in the home’. That is the
promise you make when you are not actually making a
promise.
In government Labor had a proud record in health. The
Labor government was one I was proud to serve in, and
I give great credit to the now opposition leader who
was the then health minister and who did a superb job
in managing growing demand in the health area and in
putting record amounts into capital spending. Under
Labor Victoria enjoyed a AAA credit rating each and
every year we were in office, and each year we
delivered a strong operating surplus. As a percentage of
the state economy our net debt fell from 2.9 per cent
when we came to office to 2.5 per cent when we left
office, and we had strong jobs growth.
We also, however, believed in supporting our valued
health system. We invested in a number of hospital
projects across the state, including the Austin Hospital
project. That project was the biggest ever public
hospital project in this country, and the hospital is colocated with the Mercy Hospital for Women, that great
hospital for women. We know that in 1999 it was only
the election of the Bracks government that stopped the
sell-off of this awesome hospital.
Mr Walsh — That is just not true.
Ms GREEN — It is a matter of public record that
the Kennett government was going to sell the Austin
Hospital. It had indicated as much. The Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security, who is at the table, has a
very short memory. He should know that hospitals not
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too far from his electorate, including the Mildura
hospital and the Latrobe Valley hospital, were sold off
under that government. Almost 20 hospitals were
closed by the Liberals and Nationals last time they were
in office.
There was therefore a lot to do, and we set to work
when we came into office. From the perspective of the
area I represent in Melbourne’s north, I am pleased
about the Austin and the Mercy Hospital for Women.
There have been some three upgrades to, and much
equipment support for, the Northern Hospital, and we
have a totally rebuilt, brand-new Royal Children’s
Hospital, which delivers state-of-the-art care to children
across the state and which this government has been
quick to take credit for. There was also the women’s
hospital, the dental hospital, numerous regional
hospitals and a massive commitment to build a new
hospital in Bendigo.
We know there needs to be a new hospital built in the
growing area of Geelong and that this government is
only taking half measures and building a partial facility
there. However, the community knows it needs a
complete hospital, and this is yet another broken
promise.
This government has made numerous claims that the
commonwealth government is withdrawing money
from the national partnership agreement on improving
public hospitals. Despite this, the commonwealth was
intending to provide Victoria with $400 million over
the next five years, which is above the base amount
provided by the national health reform agreement.
Victoria was eligible for reward payments of up to
$100 million if it met elective surgery and emergency
department targets. This government was so lazy that it
missed yet another deadline. There was funding
available for it to manage its responsibilities. It is never
keen to talk about its responsibilities; it is always
someone else’s fault. The government was supposed to
have submitted an application for this funding before
the December deadline, but it was submitted some four
months late.
This was a similar situation to what happened in
relation to the first round of funding offered by
Infrastructure Australia. We have heard the Minister for
Public Transport talk about needing federal government
funds for Victorian projects he would like to fund in the
area of his portfolio responsibilities, yet under his watch
the government made absolutely no appearance when
the first round of Infrastructure Australia grants were
announced. The Victorian government did not make a
representation to the federal government about its
infrastructure needs. Then there was a shabby
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application in the second round, which did not ask for
very much.
We are pleased that the government is continuing with
this funding agreement with the federal government.
This government is always quick to bag out the federal
government. We are pleased there is a ceiling and an
agreement. This piece of legislation provides some
certainty to the Victorian community that this will be
delivered. The Victorian government has bragged about
the good health deal made at a meeting of the Council
of Australian Governments. On the one hand the
government brags about the deal and on the other hand
it criticises the deal and does not apply for funds that
are available under the deal.
We will continue to keep this government accountable
for what it is not delivering in relation to the health
portfolio. There are huge blow-outs in ambulance
response times and there is appalling management of
ambulance services in this state. The promise of a shortterm gain in relation to halving the cost of ambulance
subscriptions has caused a huge problem and a huge
shortfall in the delivery of ambulance services. You
cannot trust anything this government says about what
it is doing in relation to ambulance responses and new
construction.
In this year’s budget papers the government’s offerings
were very thin. This government tries to make out that
continuing projects are its own when three-quarters of
infrastructure spending was made on projects that were
started under Labor’s watch. This government is trying
to claim credit for them. The offerings in the budget
were so thin that the government had to introduce a
new category in budget paper 4 that referred to
completed projects. I read with great interest the section
on health. The first item that was listed in that section
under ‘Completed projects’ was the Kinglake
ambulance station. I found it interesting that this
government would claim it had completed that station. I
know a lot about this issue, because I had been part
of — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
ask you to bring the member back to addressing the bill
at hand. I do not see what the Kinglake fire station has
to do with the Health (Commonwealth State Funding
Arrangements) Bill 2012.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tilley) — Order! I
listened to the member for Yan Yean. She talked about
the ambulance station at Kinglake, but I ask her to
direct her attention more closely to the bill.
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Ms GREEN — This bill deals with health. While
making my contribution as the lead speaker for the
opposition on this bill, it is very important I am able to
canvass a broad range of commonwealth and state
health funding issues. A claim was made that an
ambulance station had been completed when in fact
footings have barely been poured. This ambulance
station was funded in the 2009–10 budget to support
that fire-affected community that has never more
needed health services based in its local area.
I was pleased when the then Minister for Health, who is
now the Leader of the Opposition, responded to the
needs of the communities of Whittlesea and Kinglake
Ranges following the fires and ensured that the
Whittlesea community had 24-hour ambulance
coverage after that unit was funded, established and
built. Kinglake was also to get its own ambulance
station. To claim in the 2011–12 budget that this station
has been completed is absolute rubbish. I went to
Kinglake several times since that claim was made,
including during the first week of May. I can report to
this house that that ambulance station is nowhere near
finished. It is a muddy building site with a sign on it.
The Leader of the Opposition and I met with the
community emergency response team, which is made
up of fantastic volunteers who are the first responders to
the significant health concerns of that community on
the mountain. Those concerns have been reported in the
community. Those community emergency response
team volunteers reported to the opposition leader their
concerns that the ambulance station he had approved
funding for in the 2009–10 budget, when he was
minister, had not even been begun in February. When I
raised that, as the Leader of the Opposition did
afterwards, a sign was hastily put up in Kinglake,
saying: this is the site of the Kinglake ambulance
station.
Moving on three months, there is a venal claim in the
budget papers that this has in fact been completed. If
that is the first item on the first page of the chapter
devoted to the health department in the government’s
budget papers, everyone has to have some real concerns
about the other 15 or so projects that are listed under the
Kinglake ambulance station as being completed. How
could people believe anything if the no. 1 project listed
on that page was not yet completed and is unlikely to be
completed? I cannot see any sign of it being completed
for months. It definitely will not be completed before
the end of winter. Those hardworking paramedics, who
are providing support to fire-affected communities on
the mountain that are still struggling with their recovery
and are not being supported by this government, are
working out of little more than a shipping container at
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the back of the police station. This government should
hang its head in shame when it says it is committed to
funding all communities across the state for both health
and ambulance services.
Another community whose members have had to wait
too long for local health services is the flood-affected
community of Charlton. Last year, immediately after
those terrible floods, the Leader of the Opposition and I
visited that community, and we have visited it on a
couple of occasions.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms GREEN — We observed firsthand that the
hospital was absolutely ruined. I was pleased to see that
a mobile health-care unit had been established. That
was another thing that had been funded by the Leader
of the Opposition when he was the Minister for Health,
so it was able to be located at Charlton. Immediately on
seeing the hospital, there was no doubt in our minds
that it could not be repaired. A replacement hospital
should have been funded in the very next budget. The
floods were in late January to early February last year.
There was no movement, but the community and the
council kept agitating and saying, ‘Return Charlton its
hospital’. They had to wait until this year to get the
funding, and they will be waiting another couple of
years before that hospital is returned to that community.
What we are seeing across the state are late delivery,
broken promises, cuts of more than $600 million to
health services, closure of beds, patients in pain waiting
longer and a government just fiddling, as Nero did
while Rome burnt. The Premier and the Minister for
Health are trying to say that with changes in
procurement practices you can cover $600 million in
cuts to our acute health system. Members of the
community are smarter than that. The Premier and
members of his government might not have spent much
time in public hospitals and might not know that cuts of
that magnitude cannot be managed like that.
The community is starting to be reminded of the last
time coalition members had tenure and that they closed
so many hospital beds and hospitals and sacked nurses.
We saw the spectacle of this Premier and his
government refusing to deal with nurses and
threatening the nurse-to-patient ratios. We saw the
spectacle of the Premier unable to tell us the number of
elective surgeries that would be undertaken any year
under his government. The Premier knows very little
about health. I am proud that on this side we have a
leader who knows a lot about health and is passionate
about it.
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I am pleased that the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and
Wellness Centre, which we fought so hard to get
funding for and which this government had to be
dragged kicking and screaming to support, is moving
ahead. No doubt the government will take credit for
that too.
I am concerned about the information in the budget
papers relating to threats to community health. There
are significant cuts to community health, and I am
hearing rumours of threats of cuts of 10 to 28 per cent
to our community health services and women’s health
services, which do such a fantastic job at the preventive
or health promotion end — the less sexy end — of the
health budget. As a member of the VicHealth board, I
know the money spent on prevention and working with
community health services will give long-term benefits
to the community. People will not be as sick, they will
have longer and healthier lives and there will be less
cost to the taxpayer, with less need for spending on
acute health services. What we are seeing in regions of
country Victoria — in Gippsland, the north-west and
Barwon south-west — is higher than average levels of
obesity, family violence, smoking and disadvantage for
young people.
I know I should not respond to interjections, Acting
Speaker, but earlier the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security, who is at the table, made the remark that
I would not know where Charlton is. Those who know
me know I spent all my formative years in country
Victoria and still spend an awful lot of time there. Last
week I was in Swan Hill, in the electorate of the
minister at the table. He should hang his head in shame.
It has the highest rate of teenage pregnancies, the
highest rate of teenage mental health problems and one
of the highest rates of youth self-harm in the state. Now
we are seeing that community health services, which do
the work at the preventive end, will be the next to be
affected by this government’s savage cuts to health
services in this state. I hope the minister at the table and
his Nationals colleagues will find the wherewithal and
have some gumption to fight these cuts, in particular in
the most disadvantaged areas of Victoria.
Now Gippsland is finding itself in flood yet again. The
first responders, after our fantastic emergency service
volunteers, who will have to pick up the pieces with the
mental health, trauma and stress that follow these types
of events will be in our community health services.
What they are facing now are cuts.
In mental health the same thing is happening, with
growth funding not keeping up with the demand, which
in effect means cuts. Across the state numerous jobs
will be cut in mental health and community health.
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Today the Premier would not respond to questions from
the opposition about how he will fund the $600 million
worth of cuts to Victoria’s acute health system. I say
thank goodness for the Council of Australian
Governments agreement and the intercession in health
by the federal Labor government, which has held out
the hand of cooperation to the states to say that the
community wants the states and commonwealth to
work well together and deliver good health outcomes.
Members of the Labor Party are committed to
delivering good health outcomes, improved health,
improved ambulance response times and the shortening
of waiting lists. What we are seeing from this
government is a growth in waiting lists; a decline in the
number of elective surgery procedures being done; the
closure of beds in the suburbs, the centre of Melbourne
and all areas of the state; hardworking hospital network
managers who just have no idea of what they are going
to do to manage these cuts; and clinicians who are
saying they do not know how they are going to keep up
with the demand they know exists in the community.
I commend this bill to the house. The community
knows where we on this side of the house stand in our
concern and regard for and commitment to health
services. All that those on the other side can offer are
cuts and ridiculous excuses that changes to procurement
practices can offer cover for $600 million worth of cuts
to our acute health services and now cuts to community
health. It is a nonsense, and I am glad that we have a
commonwealth-state funding agreement that will at
least put some floor under these cuts. This government
should be accountable for what it does on its watch and
explain to the community why these cuts are being
made and why it makes the decisions it makes and has
the priorities it has, with health coming way down the
list.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Health (Commonwealth
State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012. The purpose of
the bill is to provide for the implementation of the
national health reform agreement between the
commonwealth, states and territories that was agreed to
at a meeting of the Council of Australian Governments
on 2 August 2011.
We probably need to look at where this bill has come
from. Its genesis lies very much in the fact that Victoria
had the guts to stand up to the federal government and
say that what it proposed was a dud deal. The lapdog
Labor premiers from elsewhere in the country had
already rolled over on this bad deal. Victoria went there
to say that what it wanted was the best possible
outcome for the people of Victoria. The other states
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were quick to hop on board and take up that
renegotiation opportunity. Out of that, not just Victoria
but also Australia has got a better deal. This legislation
will no doubt be implemented across all the states, so
we are harmonising that for these new financial
arrangements.
I cannot help but notice that a diagram of how all this
works — which I would love to show everybody, but it
would be a prop — would be fairly complicated.
Essentially an administrator will be established who
will take the commonwealth’s block funds and some of
the state funds, put them together and then channel
them through a national pool with individual state
accounts and deliver them to the local health networks,
which are the health services. However, the state will
continue to direct how that occurs with the
administrator and will also have money delivered
through the state-managed fund to health networks for
specialist areas such as small rural health services,
subacute health services, mental health teaching and
training and research. It is a complicated structure, but
one that has been agreed on.
We probably need to talk a bit about the national
administrator’s process. The administrator of the
national health funding pool will be a new independent
statutory office-holder, distinct from commonwealth
and state departments, and the provisions relating to the
administrator will be common to all jurisdictions. The
administrator will be a single individual appointed in all
jurisdictions by the health minister following agreement
by the Standing Council on Health. Suspension and
termination of the administrator will be determined by
an agreement with the Standing Council on Health.
The administrator is responsible for distributing state
and commonwealth health funding via state pool
accounts, which will be established at the Reserve Bank
of Australia. This differs from the current
arrangements, in which the commonwealth provides
funding to state treasuries and this funding is then
transferred to health services by the appropriations in
the state budget.
It is a complicated arrangement, but it is a reform
arrangement. There are a number of issues that arise
with this. As I said, it was back on 2 August last year
that this deal was finally cut. The highlight of the
agreement is that it is a devoted system of hospital
governance based on the existing Victorian model. The
Victorian model has been adopted, with other states’
remaining public hospital managers and the Victorian
hospital government structure remaining the same. The
retention of funding for Victorian hospitals under state
legislation and financial control through the agreed
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funds pooling arrangements ensures that Victorian
hospitals funding remains in Victoria.
The new national agencies include an independent
hospital pricing authority to set efficient national prices
for hospital services and to appoint an administrator to
make payments to hospitals via state funding pools and
a national health performance authority to monitor and
report on hospital performance and Medicare Locals. In
addition the Australian Commission on Safety and
Quality in Health Care has been made a permanent
entity. These are the checks and balances that will be
applied across all our health systems in Australia and
are very much based on where Victoria is. Victoria has
been recognised as a leader in this field, and I think that
is well worth everybody in this chamber noticing.
Medicare Locals was established nationally to
coordinate and integrate primary care. This is a systemwide policy and provides statewide planning for GP
and primary health-care services. There are
17 Medicare Locals in Victoria and the system covers
the exemption of Victoria from the commonwealth
takeover responsibility for home and community care
(HACC) services. Again I congratulate the Premier and
the Minister for Health for standing up and going in to
bat for the best possible outcomes for Victorians.
The new agreement allows for an additional injection of
$16.4 billion nationally in an efficient growth funding
for hospitals from 2014–15 to 2019–20, providing up to
$4.1 billion extra for Victoria. We are going to need
that extra money in Victoria because what is occurring,
and the challenge that everybody faces in health care, is
that we have an ageing population and consequently we
have increased medical presentations and increased
complexity of those presentations. The injection of
extra funding from the commonwealth is important and
the quantum of it will be vital to meet that need.
There will also be up to $822 million from 2009–20
and 2015–16 to help meet performance targets and
elective surgery and emergency department access plus
deliver some increased subacute capacity. It is a
complicated arrangement, but it is one that is aimed at
developing our health services.
Mildura will get some benefits from this proposal.
Because the Minister for Health and the Premier had
the guts to stand up to the commonwealth and get a
better deal, some of that funding flowed through to
Mildura. We benefit from two tranches of money from
this process: an extra $1 million for our accident and
emergency services and an extra $2 million for the
areas of mental health and maternity. This, together
with the $5 million that the Victorian government has
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committed to capital expenditure in Mildura, will mean
that we have a sum of money to do a good job to meet
those challenges.
The accident and emergency department at Mildura is
very busy for a subregional hospital and it has
desperately needed expanding for a long time. The
previous government was not able to do that. This
government made a commitment to the people of
Mildura to end some of those difficulties that occur at
our accident and emergency department. Similarly, this
government made a commitment to Mildura people to
deal with our expanding birthrates and the shortage of
accommodation that occurs from time to time in our
maternity section, and it has funded an additional
birthing suite and some additional cots.
Similarly, the commonwealth has made mental health a
priority area and has backed it up with some capital
funding. There will be state funding to expand our
mental health facilities under one roof at Mildura and
end the small village of portable and other buildings
that surround the mental health department, which are
not ideal for the treatment of patients and the housing of
staff.
This bill has come about because Victoria stood up.
The government stood up not only for Victoria but for
the rest of Australia as well, producing a better deal
from the commonwealth for health services. That deal
will be delivered with a structure that, although
complex, should ensure that the money does flow, as it
should, from the commonwealth to meet these needs. I
think this is a bill that needs to be supported. I just hope
that the commonwealth gets on and does all that it has
to do to ensure that those funds can flow as planned
through to people in Victoria.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill
2012 and to follow the member for Mildura, who had a
lot to say about guts and standing up for the people of
Victoria. I note that a recent article reported that his
constituents were calling on him to get off the fence and
to get involved in the campaign to reclaim the base
hospital. He should come down and join his
constituents in unwinding the privatisation of Mildura
hospital. That would be a really good start to standing
up for Victorians.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! Although the lead opposition speaker had a fair
bit of discretion allowed her, I would like the member
on her feet to come back to the bill.
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Ms GRALEY — I would like to speak on the bill. I
will make a brief contribution. We all know how
important health is to every single Victorian, including
those in Mildura. Turning up to your doctor to have an
appointment, to get that expert opinion, to receive
treatment with a great deal of care, to be listened to and
to walk out of that appointment with a follow-up
appointment or arrangement for extra treatment is
something that every Victorian should be able to do
without having to worry about it. It is good that people
can go to their doctors, get expert opinions, have
follow-up tests, go into hospitals and make sure that
they are well looked after by our good doctors and
nurses.
But do you know what: you would have to say that
despite the efforts of the government in trying to get a
new agreement with the commonwealth, one that those
opposite brag has been very successful — and I note
that this bill provides the legislative machinery to
establish the funding, the payment, the governance and
the monitoring arrangements provided under the
national health reform agreement — as we are seeing
played out in the state budget, every day in our
hospitals and in the waiting rooms of our medical
facilities people are effectively waiting longer, not
getting the necessary treatment or going away
wondering when they are going to be able to speak to a
doctor, a nurse or a specialist who can give them peace
of mind and assure them that their hospital stay will be
a good one for them.
At the time of this national health reform agreement I
noticed that the Premier put out a press release. It says:
Mr Baillieu said the arrangements in the agreement mean the
states and the commonwealth will share responsibility for the
future financial sustainability of Australia’s public hospital
system.

But the last time I looked, shared responsibility meant
doing your very best for the people of Victoria by
actually putting in your fair share of funding. What we
have seen under the guise of this agreement you cannot
disguise, because it is there in the budget papers for all
to see. This is despite the Minister for Health’s
appalling appearance at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearings, where he wiggled and
wormed his way through, trying to suggest to us all that
there would be no real cuts and that all these savings
were going to be made from people bringing their own
Dettol or bandages or by his sending his protected
driver down to Costco to pick up a few incontinence
nappies or something like that. This procurement was
going to reveal millions and millions of dollars —
Mr Nardella — Six hundred million dollars.
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Ms GRALEY — Yes, $600 million — so that
people can go to hospital under the no-frills approach of
this government and think that they will be well cared
for.
Indeed, I know from experience in my own electorate
that at Casey Hospital — which those opposite tried to
privatise last time they were in government — the
federal government has actually delivered the 30 beds
promised under the national health agreement. The
30 beds are in the system and are starting to get going;
they are planned for and all of those things. Yet the
100 extra beds that this state government promised —
some of which surely should have gone to Casey
Hospital, because it is in one of the fastest growing
areas in the state — are nowhere to be seen. We are the
baby boom capital of Victoria.
We desperately need extra beds, and we desperately
need a new surgical operating theatre, which the ALP
promised at the last election, but they are nowhere to be
seen. There is absolutely no evidence of the
government taking the fair share of responsibility that
the Premier spoke about at the time of this agreement
and delivering for people in the south-east.
We know that the Monash Children’s hospital, which
was promised to the 30 000 children of the southeastern suburbs, will not be delivered in the time of this
government. That is an open, blatant and disgusting,
really, breaking of an election commitment by this
government. The kids of the south-east are the
recipients of very bad news on this occasion. In fact, if
you were a parent who had a sick child or a baby who
was born with long-term health problems whom you
wanted to take to a hospital, you would like to be able
to take it to either the special care nursery at Casey
Hospital — but those cots have not been opened yet —
or in the very near future to the Monash Children’s
hospital, but that will not be happening either.
I shall conclude because I know there are other
members of this house who would like to speak. The
opposition will not be opposing the bill. When we were
in government we had a strong record on health, and
people had confidence in the health system. It is
bleeding obvious to me that the new government does
not care.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — It is certainly a pleasure
to rise to speak in support of the Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill
2012, and I commend the Premier and the Minister for
Health on the work that they have put into this
proposed legislation. It is very pleasing to hear that the
opposition will also be supporting this bill.
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This bill relates to the national health reform agreement
that was signed by the states in 2011. The purpose of
the bill is to provide for the funding, payments,
accountability and transparency arrangements to
support the national health reform agreement. It
includes requirements which have been agreed to by the
commonwealth and all states and territories. We all
know that since coming to office our government has
worked tirelessly to get a better deal for Victorians
through the commonwealth national health reforms,
and those renegotiations have resulted in the best
outcomes for the Victorian people.
The requirements which will appear in similar
legislation in other states and territories will also
include Victoria-specific provisions. The bill makes
changes to legislation to accommodate the office of the
administrator of the national health funding pool, which
will be a new independent statutory body. The national
health reform agreement sees commonwealth, state and
territory governments working in partnership to deliver
funding to hospitals with unprecedented levels of
transparency. The vision is for a more efficient system
that will result in less waiting time for patients.
Under this bill Victoria will retain active control of
financial arrangements for Victoria’s hospital services.
We have heard from previous speakers about the
national agreement that includes a new framework for
funding of public hospitals; a focus on reducing
emergency department elective surgery waiting times;
increased transparency and accountability across the
health and aged care system; and a stronger primary
care system supported by joint planning with states and
territories, and this includes the establishment of the
Medicare Locals.
I would like to place on record my gratitude to all the
health services within my electorate of Carrum. The
great news that the budget delivered was that close to
$40 million will be invested in the expansion and
redevelopment of the accident and emergency
department at Frankston Hospital. I hear from
constituents, friends and family members about the
terrific service that Frankston Hospital provides for
people within my electorate and also about the terrific
facilities at the Monash Medical Centre that greatly
benefit constituents of mine. We have experts in the
fields of maternal and child health, dentistry and mental
health as well as a huge array of excellent health-care
facilities within the electorate.
I am certainly speaking in support of the Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill
2012. It is a pleasure to have made a brief contribution
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to debate on the bill, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I would like to make
a brief contribution to debate on the Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill
2012. The key functions of the bill are to establish the
office of the administrator of the national health
funding pool; provide the terms for the appointment,
suspension, removal and substantive functions of the
role; set out the way in which commonwealth and state
jointly create and fund a state pool account; set out
what funds from the pool are to be allocated, including
services provided by local hospital networks, health
teaching, training and research; and set out the financial
management and reporting obligations of the
administrator.
Under the agreement the Victorian government plays a
key role in decisions regarding which hospitals will be
block funded. The most worrying aspect of the
initiative is that the commonwealth funds will be
governed by the state and overseen by a government
that has got its priorities wrong. Servicing the public
health sector is not a priority for the Baillieu
government or in fact any Liberal government. Every
government member stood up to say that they got a
better deal at the Council of Australian Governments
but at the same time they have been cutting budgets,
making excuses for the neglect and complaining.
Last December the state government was to apply for
bonus health funding from the commonwealth, but it
did not apply until a few weeks ago, in April. It is the
same as missing out on applying to Infrastructure
Australia for funding assessments. Who can rely on the
Baillieu government to play a proactive role with the
commonwealth government in managing these funds?
Instead of using these new arrangements to fund growth
and invest in Victoria’s health system this government
has cut health funding, taking the system backwards.
Labor commenced these health reforms to ensure that
growth is funded and demand is met.
The health budget has been cut by $134.1 million on
top of the $482 million from last year’s budget — that
is $600 million across two budgets. If funding
continues to be progressively removed in this manner,
at the end of the day the state account, which is being
set up by this bill, will hold only commonwealth
funding. State funding will be narrowed down to a few
percentage points, and that will not be feasible in the
longer term.
The Baillieu government has slashed spending on
health building programs. This will lead to longer

HEALTH (COMMONWEALTH STATE FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS) BILL 2012
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

2539

waiting queues. Growth funding has been slashed by
almost half compared with the last budget. There is no
talk about the government’s commitment to deliver an
extra 800 beds; it has been conveniently forgotten
about.

valuable way that we deliver health services across
Victoria. We also gained extra funding from the
commonwealth for Victorian hospitals and health
service delivery, so it is a really good outcome all
round.

The Baillieu government’s health capital program is
only a fraction of the average funding provided over the
11 years of the Labor government. Between 1999 and
2010 the Labor government invested on average
$581 million each year. The Baillieu government’s last
budget invested only $372 million over four years. The
budget also shows a $43 million, or 15 per cent, cut in
funding for acute health services such as elective
surgery and emergency care at a time of record
population growth and spiralling increases in the cost of
health service delivery. Last year the cuts in health
funding saw waiting lists increase by an extra
7500 people and the number of surgeries drop by 9400.
This year’s budget will make these numbers much
worse.

The new way of funding will be through what is called
a funding pool, which will have its own independent
statutory office. The commonwealth currently provides
funding to the states and that funding is then given to
the health services. The changes being made in this bill
will see the money coming into a health pool from
which it will be channelled to health services. Payments
will be managed by the administrator, which is the
bureaucracy I was talking about before.

During the time the Labor government was in office
Peninsula Health won awards for being the best health
service. After 13 months of the Baillieu government,
the Australian Medical Association’s Victorian branch
president, Harry Hemley, urged people to avoid the
Frankston Hospital, which he termed ‘a basket case’.
The Frankston City Council passed a resolution to tell
the CEO of the hospital that the ‘ongoing stream of
negative incidents’ relating to Frankston Hospital were
hurting the city’s image. This is the story of the Baillieu
government. Labor will not oppose this bill.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I too rise to speak
in the debate on the Health (Commonwealth State
Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012. This bill comes out
of a meeting of the Council of Australian Governments
in August last year when it was agreed that there should
be a change in the way that funding is given to the
states and how hospitals are run in this country. It is
called the national health reform agreement and will
bring in a new level of bureaucracy which will be
funded by the federal government, so it will sit at the
federal level, and will change the way money is
distributed throughout the states.
The agreement delivers reforms to the organisation of
health services in this country, the way funding is
distributed and the delivery of health services in
Victoria and across Australia. Victoria was dudded in
the original negotiations; no-one in this chamber could
say that we were not. But the Premier came in to bat for
Victorians and said the deal we were getting was not
good enough and needed to be revised. Now we have a
very workable system which protects the unique and

What is so important about this new agreement is that it
recognises that the states are the system managers of
the public hospital systems and that the commonwealth
has funding and program responsibility for aged care
except where other agreements are in place here in the
state. The commonwealth also has lead responsibility
for general practitioner and primary health care.
As I say, under our Premier we have done substantially
better out of the agreement. He went in to bat and
Victoria will now receive an additional injection of
$4.1 billion over the 2014–15 to 2019–20 financial
years. We will also receive up to an additional
$300 million for Victorian hospitals, which will be
negotiated in 2013, to help us maintain higher levels of
emergency department and elective surgery services.
Our population is ageing and growing, so we need that
expansion of funds to make sure that we keep up with
what is going on.
I believe this is a very good piece of legislation. I am so
glad that the other side is supporting this, and I
commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to speak in the
debate on the Health (Commonwealth State Funding
Arrangements) Bill 2012. While this is largely a
perfunctory or administrative bill, the relationship that
underpins the partnership between the commonwealth
and this government is hardly that. It is the kind of
partnership where the junior partner demands far more
from the senior partner, and in many ways it resembles
the old story of the boy and the snake. The boy rescues
a deadly poisonous snake after being promised his life
will be spared if the snake is looked after and kept
warm. But not long after the boy takes the snake home
it bites him. The boy asks, ‘Why did you do that?’. The
snake replies, ‘You knew what I was when you picked
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me up’. I am sure those on the government benches will
recognise their brethren.
This government promises everything and delivers
nothing. The federal government needs to be wary of
this government and to deal with it while wearing
leather gloves, because it will bite the very hand that
feeds it. After securing what it calls a better deal at the
Council of Australian Governments, this government
has done nothing but complain about the state of the
budget and make excuses for its neglect. The
commonwealth has kept to its end of the bargain, but
we have seen the exact opposite from this government,
with $134.1 million in cuts to the health budget this
year on top of the $482 million in cuts last year.
While the commonwealth-state partnership
arrangement could deliver some significant benefits to
the Victorian health system, I fear this government will
block real reform through penny-pinching, something it
is fast gaining a reputation for. We have become used
to a government doing outrageous things, both inside
and outside the Parliament, and the atrocities continue.
Barely a fortnight ago the Minister for Health was
struck dumb in response to a health forum question in
relation to whether community health would lose
funding this year. The north and west Melbourne region
of the Department of Health has today announced to its
centres that they will receive an approximately 28 per
cent reduction in funding to preventive health
programs.
I make absolutely no apologies for harping on the point
that in my electorate of Kororoit citizens suffer a range
of social, health and financial inequities. Kororoit
voters get absolutely nothing from this government and
rate poorly in terms of the many indicators of general
health. They suffer above average rates of obesity,
diabetes and heart disease and the ill effects of tobacco
and alcohol. This government is happy to cut the very
programs that address health disadvantage. Prevention
of disease and treatment of chronic illnesses are key
focal points of Victoria’s community health centres.
They work with the little fat that is left in their budgets,
and any loss of funding usually means the loss of jobs,
which directly impacts on health outcomes.
Since this government came to office, community
health has received no increase in funding and has been
ignored in terms of capital projects, and while the
community health system in Victoria delivers major
benefits to the health of the chronically ill in particular,
it does so on the smell of an oily rag. You would think a
model of delivery that saves money per unit cost would
be something this government would embrace;
however, it seems that it is simply not interested. Rather
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than putting money into a system that will save dollars
whilst improving the health of chronically ill people,
this government is basically saying, ‘It is not our
problem; see the commonwealth’.
This government continues in the long-held traditions
of coalition governments — namely, to punish Labor
electorates when it comes into power — and it has
certainly done that in my electorate. Coalition members
stand on the hustings bleating their honesty and
sincerity. They kiss babies and shake factory workers’
hands. They don their fluoro vests, put on their hard
hats and smile for the cameras whilst saying they are
for all Victorians.
Before I conclude I will say it is very important to
remember the increase in funding for the health system
under the Labor administration. We saw a decade of
redevelopment at hospitals, including the Royal
Children’s Hospital, the Royal Women’s Hospital, the
Austin Hospital, Casey Hospital, Northern Hospital,
Sunshine Hospital and Dandenong Hospital. When I
conduct an honest assessment of what this government
is delivering to Victorians, I can see nothing but dismal
failure. On that note, the opposition will not be
opposing the bill.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS
(Treasurer).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

COMMUNITY BASED SENTENCES
(TRANSFER) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Community
Based Sentences (Transfer) Bill.
In my opinion, the Community Based Sentences (Transfer)
Bill as introduced to the Legislative Assembly is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill provides a scheme under which community-based
sentences from other participating Australian jurisdictions
can, at an offender’s request, be formally transferred to be
served in Victoria, and under which Victorian community
based sentences can, at an offender’s request, be formally
transferred to be served in other participating jurisdictions.
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Human rights issues
Section 13 — Privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act protects a person’s right not to
have his or her privacy interfered with in a manner that is
unlawful or arbitrary. The bill engages this right by providing
for the sharing between jurisdictions of information about an
offender, including psychological reports and any other
document required by the receiving jurisdiction (clauses 13,
14 and 23). However, in my view these provisions do not
limit the right as they do not allow for interferences with
offenders’ privacy that are unlawful or arbitrary. The ability
to share such information is integral to the proper operation of
the scheme, as such information is necessary for the receiving
jurisdiction to consider an application and administer any
sentence.
Sections 17 and 19 — Protection of families and children and
cultural rights
The bill enhances the protection of families and children
(section 17) and cultural rights (section 19) by enabling
offenders to be transferred interstate. Where these rights are
relevant, the secretary and his/her delegates will need to give
proper consideration to these rights and act compatibly with
them in making any decision upon a request for transfer.
Section 24 — Fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. In Victoria, authorities suggest that
the right to a fair hearing is not confined to proceedings of a
judicial character and can apply to civil proceedings which
are of an administrative character. In assessing compliance
with a right, regard may be had to the whole decision-making
process, including reviews and appeals.
The bill provides the secretary of the Department of Justice
(or his or her delegates) with discretion to make a request,
following an application by the offender, to transfer a
Victorian community based sentence to another jurisdiction
(clause 22). The bill also provides the secretary of the
Department of Justice (or his or her delegates) with discretion
to accept a request from another jurisdiction to transfer a
community-based sentence to Victoria (clauses 12 and 17). In
exercising this discretion, the secretary is not required to hear
from the offender and may rely on the documents and other
information available (clause 17(5)). However, the secretary’s
decisions are amenable to judicial review.
I consider that, to the extent that the decision to transfer the
offender may engage the right to a fair hearing under
section 24 of the charter act, the procedures provided for in
the bill, including the availability of judicial review, are
appropriate to the nature of the particular interests that are at
stake. In my opinion, the provisions are compatible with
section 24 of the charter act.
Section 27(2) — Right not to be subjected to a higher penalty
than applied when the offence was committed
Section 27(2) of the charter act provides that a penalty must
not be imposed on any person for a criminal offence that is
greater than the penalty that applied to the offence when it
was committed.
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A sentence can only be transferred between jurisdictions
where the sentence substantially corresponds with a sentence
available in the receiving jurisdiction, or where the sentences
are declared by regulation to correspond (clause 16(2)).
Substantial correspondence requires both the penalty and the
conditions of the new sentence to be of substantially the same
nature as the original sentence (clause 16(3)).
The words ‘penalty that applied’ in section 27(2) of the
charter act have been interpreted by comparative jurisdictions
as referring to the maximum penalty which a court was
authorised to impose at the time an offence was committed.
The right has been interpreted as requiring that no penalty be
imposed on a person that is greater than the maximum penalty
that could have been imposed on that person at the time that
the offence was committed. It is a protection against changes
in the law which increase a penalty above the maximum
prescription that existed at the time of the offence. As the
scheme established by the bill relates to the post sentence
administration of the penalty imposed in a particular case the
transfer scheme established by the bill does not engage the
right.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Andrew McIntosh, MP
Minister for Corrections

Second reading
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Community Based Sentences (Transfer) Bill will
create a new principal act which will allow offenders
serving community-based sentencing orders to formally
transfer their order from another participating
jurisdiction into Victoria, or from Victoria to another
participating jurisdiction.
A participating jurisdiction is one that has enacted
legislation in similar terms to this bill.
There has been a national legislative scheme for the
interstate transfer of prisoners and parolees since 1983.
In 2003, the corrective services ministers agreed that
there should be a similar scheme for the transfer of
community-based sentencing orders.
Following a successful trial by New South Wales and
the Australian Capital Territory, the corrective services
ministers decided in 2007 that all Australian
jurisdictions would enact legislation based on the New
South Wales act.
So far, New South Wales, the Australian Capital
Territory, Western Australia and Tasmania have
enacted this legislation and are therefore participating
jurisdictions.
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This bill will enable Victorian offenders subject to
community corrections orders to seek to formally
transfer their order to any of these participating
jurisdictions, and likewise offenders from these
jurisdictions can seek to transfer their order to Victoria.

The requirement that there be a corresponding order,
and that the offender be able to comply with the order
in the receiving jurisdiction, means that no offender will
be able to avoid the obligations of their communitybased sentence by transferring to another jurisdiction.

The circumstances in which a transfer of a communitybased sentence to another jurisdiction may be
appropriate include where an offender has committed
an offence whilst in another jurisdiction on a temporary
basis and it is considered appropriate for the offender to
fulfil the obligations of their community-based sentence
in their home state, or if they have obtained
employment in another state or territory.

Once registered, a sentence becomes a sentence in force
in the transferee jurisdiction, and the order is taken to
have been imposed by a court of that jurisdiction. The
order will continue to apply in accordance with its
original terms.

For Victoria, a community-based sentence that will be
capable of being transferred to another jurisdiction will
be a community correction order under the Sentencing
Act 1991.
The Victorian community corrections order enables
courts to deliver tough, common-sense sentences
targeted directly at the offender and the offence. These
orders give courts a wide range of express powers to
impose conditions that seek to protect the community
and prevent reoffending. The conditions can include
unpaid community work, treatment and rehabilitation,
and curfews.
For a community-based sentencing order to be eligible
for transfer, whether into Victoria or to another
participating jurisdiction, the following registration
criteria must be met:

If a transferred offender breaches their order, courts in
the transferee jurisdiction will be able to deal with the
offender in accordance with the laws of that
jurisdiction. However, the penalty that may be imposed
by the court upon resentencing is the penalty that
applied to the original offence in the original
jurisdiction.
If an interstate offender transfers to Victoria, they will
be supervised by Corrections Victoria.
Mr Eren — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr McINTOSH — Despite the sentence being
transferred to another jurisdiction, the rights of the
offender in relation to review or appeal of the
conviction or imposition of the sentence in the
originating jurisdiction are not affected.

first, the offender must consent to the transfer;

I commend the bill to the house.

secondly, there must be a corresponding order in the
receiving jurisdiction;

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MADDEN
(Essendon).

thirdly, the offender must be able to comply with the
order in the other jurisdiction; and

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 20 June.

finally, the sentence must be able to be safely,
efficiently and effectively administered in the other
jurisdiction.
An order will be considered to be a corresponding order
if it corresponds or substantially corresponds (that is, a
penalty and conditions of substantially the same nature)
with a sentence or if it is declared to be a corresponding
order by regulation.
Even if the registration criteria are met, the proposed
transferee jurisdiction retains the discretion to reject or
accept an application for transfer.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Statute Law Revision Bill 2012, as
introduced to Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
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Overview of bill

I commend the bill to the house.

The bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor omissions
and errors found in statutes to ensure the meaning of acts is
clear and reflect the intention of Parliament.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MADDEN
(Essendon).

Human rights issues

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 20 June.

1.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

This bill does not engage any of the rights under the charter
act.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not engage any of the rights under the charter
act, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter
act.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does
not engage any human rights issues.
The Hon. Ted Baillieu
Premier

Second reading
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill before the house, the Statute Law Revision Bill
2012, is a regular mechanism for reviewing statute law
in Victoria. The bill is important to the orderly
management of the state’s statutes so that the laws
remain clear, relevant and accurate.
The bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor
omissions and errors found in statutes to ensure the
meaning of acts is clear and reflects the intention of
Parliament.
The bill corrects spelling and grammatical errors and
makes any amendments that should have been made as
consequential amendments when legislation was first
passed.
The bill should be seen as part of the Victorian
Parliament’s regular housekeeping arrangements. The
government has an obligation to bring forward, on a
regular basis, legislation of this nature to ensure the law
of Victoria is as current as possible.
The bill will make technical improvements to the
state’s statutes, rather than substantive amendments.
The technical corrections effected by this bill will make
it easier for the state’s statutes to be administered,
interpreted and applied.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (VET SECTOR,
UNIVERSITIES AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Education
Legislation Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and Other
Matters) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Education Legislation Amendment (VET
Sector, Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012 (the bill), as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The primary purposes of the bill are —
(1) to amend the Education and Training Reform Act 2006
(the act) to:
(a) provide for the transfer of certain functions
currently undertaken by the Victorian Skills
Commission to either the Victorian Registration
and Qualifications Authority, or to the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills as appropriate;
(b) make amendments to the governance arrangements
for the boards of adult education institutions so that
they are consistent with the governance
arrangements for TAFE institutes; and
(c) provide for injunctions to be granted in respect of
registered training organisations (RTOs); and
(d) allow for records held about registered training
organisations (RTOs) by the VRQA to be given to
commonwealth regulators of vocational education
and training and higher education.
(2) to amend various university acts to enable the grant of
leave of absence to university council members.
Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill
The bill potentially engages the following human rights
protected by the charter act:
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Section 13: privacy and reputation.
One of the bill’s proposals, in clause 18, which amends
section 5.5.23 of the act, is to substitute the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) as holder
of the register of apprentices established and currently
maintained by the Victorian Skills Commission (VSC). This
is as a result of the VRQA taking on a number of functions
currently performed by the VSC in relation to apprentices.
Whilst the register contains personal details of individual
apprentices, their right to privacy is not limited by the
proposal. There is no substantive change to the use of the
register. The register will be used by the VRQA for the same
purpose as it is used by the VSC. The transfer of information
in the register which contains information about apprentices
will be specifically authorised by law through enactment of
this bill, in particular by clause 52, which inserts proposed
new section 6.1.27(18) of the act to require the transfer of the
register. It follows that use of the information by the VRQA
will not be arbitrary or unlawful.
In addition, the right to privacy is engaged by clause 48 of the
bill which substitutes section 4.9.4(1A) of the act. This clause
provides specific state legislated authority for the transfer of
records held by the VRQA to various commonwealth
education regulators and bodies. For example, the new
commonwealth vocational education and training regulator
known as ASQA, and the new higher education regulator
known as TEQSA, now regulate many providers that were
previously regulated by the VRQA. Accordingly they have a
need for the relevant records of the RTOs they now regulate.
Whilst the right to privacy will only apply to those RTOs that
are not bodies corporate, it will still apply to any student
records held by the VRQA of any RTOs they previously
regulated. However, the right is not limited because this bill
ensures the lawfulness of the transfer of records and it will not
be arbitrary. The transfer can only be made providing a
written request has been made from the appropriate
commonwealth authority.
Section 24: fair hearing
This charter act right is engaged by a number of clauses in the
bill. However, in each case, and as detailed further below, the
right to a fair hearing is not limited because the decisionmaking powers involved are of a standard nature and do not
confer extraordinary powers on the decision-maker. Appeal
rights/rights of review are protected, and access to justice is
not prevented.
Clauses 6 to 8 of the bill (amending sections 5.5.6, 5.5.7 and
5.5.10 of the act) are the first clauses of the bill to engage the
right to a fair hearing. These clauses operate to transfer the
power of approval of employers and of training contracts to
the VRQA. Currently these functions are undertaken by the
Victorian Skills Commission. Also, clause 15 of the bill,
which amends clause 5.5.17 of the act, transfers to the VRQA
the power to determine grievances between employers and
apprentices. In addition clause 17 of the bill, which amends
section 5.5.22 of the act, transfers the function of performing
a review of a decision of an approved training agent to the
VRQA from the VSC.
However, the right to a fair hearing is not limited by the
transfer to the VRQA of the matters indicated above. The
VRQA is merely taking over functions and powers currently
performed and exercised by the VSC. These provisions are
logical consequences of the transfer of related functions and

Wednesday, 6 June 2012

powers from the VSC to the VRQA by other provisions in the
bill. The VRQA is an independent statutory body well
accustomed to reviewing and deciding on applications (for
example, applications for registration of would-be vocational
education and training providers), and in dealing with
complaints and disputes of many kinds. In exercising its new
approval and review powers as a result of these clauses in the
bill, the VRQA would determine these matters in much the
same way as the VSC do now: in accordance with principles
of natural justice.
The right to a fair hearing is further protected because
decisions taken by the VRQA under the transfer of approval
and review functions as indicated above, are subject to normal
rights of appeal or review. Any aggrieved party not satisfied
with the decision of the VRQA in relation to these matters
could make a complaint with the Ombudsman, or appeal to
the Supreme Court.
This charter act right is also engaged but not limited by
clause 34 of the bill, which amends section 3.3.34(1) of the
act. This clause in the bill gives the Governor in Council the
discretionary power to remove the chairperson of the
governing board of an adult education institution (AEI) from
office at any time. However, any decision made to remove a
chairperson would, as a matter of practice, be made in
accordance with the principles of natural justice and would be
subject to normal rights of review — in this case either by the
Supreme Court on a point of law or as the subject of a
complaint to the Ombudsman.
The right to a fair hearing is also engaged, but not limited by
clause 36 of the bill which inserts a new subdivision 4A in
division 3 of part 5.8 of the act. It makes provision for the
VRQA to apply to the Magistrates Court or County Court for
an injunction, or an interim injunction, to stop an RTO from
engaging in certain specified unlawful conduct or to require
the RTO to do a particular thing. These are important
provisions to ensure that rights of students of RTOs are
protected by the VRQA being able to seek a specific legal
remedy against the RTO for failure to act, or acting in breach
of the law. Whilst many RTOs under the jurisdiction of the
VRQA are bodies corporate to whom the charter act does not
apply, given that corporations do not have human rights,
some operate in an individual capacity. The right is not
limited because in order for an injunction to be granted by
either court, the court will require evidence/submissions from
both parties in relation to the application for an injunction and
will decide whether or not to grant an injunction in
accordance with the principles of natural justice. Accordingly
there are sufficient safeguards to ensure that the right to a fair
hearing is protected.
Conclusion
I consider that the Education Legislation Amendment (VET
Sector, Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012 is
compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
The Hon. Martin Dixon, MP
Minister for Education

Second reading
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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This bill proposes amendments to several aspects of the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006, mainly in
relation to the regulation of vocational education and
training, the governance of adult community and
further education bodies and apprenticeship regulation.
The bill also proposes amendments to eight university
acts.
First, the bill will transfer regulation of apprenticeships
from the Victorian Skills Commission to the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority.
In 2007, the authority was established as the state’s
education regulator for all sectors, except for the
regulation of apprenticeships and traineeships, which is
a function of the commission. This led to a split in
related areas of responsibility. In particular, the
commission determines and regulates the training
programs for apprentices and trainees, covering both
the workplace training and the educational courses that
make up those training programs. At the same time, the
authority accredits the courses offered to apprentices
and trainees and regulates the institutions that provide
them. This bill combines these closely related functions
by transferring regulatory responsibilities for
apprenticeships from the Victorian Skills Commission
to the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority.
In addition, the commission’s functions in relation to
the reserve powers over TAFE institute boards, such as
the power to recommend removal of unsatisfactory
directors, will be transferred to the minister.
The second set of amendments relates to governance in
the adult education sector.
Victoria has two major adult education institutions,
namely the Centre for Adult Education (CAE) and the
Adult Multicultural Education Services (AMES). The
bill gives effect to recommendations of the State
Services Authority to bring the governance of these
institutions into line with the governance of TAFE
institutes.
In particular, under the bill’s proposals, the CAE and
AMES must prepare a long-term strategic plan and
submit it to the minister. The institutions must also
prepare annual statements of corporate intent setting out
what they propose to do in the coming year. In addition,
each institution must hold an annual meeting, open to
the public, where the board reports on last year’s
operations and its plans for the coming year.
The bill also alters the governance of the regional
councils of adult education. The support staff of
regional councils are now employed by the department.
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Consequently, it is no longer necessary that the regional
councils remain incorporated entities. The regional
councils will continue their advisory and planning role
for adult community and further education in their
respective regions, in close consultation with the Adult,
Community and Further Education Board.
The third set of amendments adds to the options
available to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority (VRQA), as regulator, and to
the courts when dealing with a vocational education
and training provider that is not meeting its
responsibilities.
As honourable members may be aware, where a
vocational education and training provider has not
complied with its obligations, the VRQA already has
power to ask that provider to give an enforceable
undertaking. These undertakings can tailor regulatory
remedies to a particular problem. This gives more
flexibility than relying solely on traditional sanctions
such as fines and similar penalties. For example, an
agreed program of improvement could be put in place
to rectify an identified shortcoming, especially if the
provider’s operations are otherwise satisfactory.
However, there is no obligation for a provider to give
such an undertaking. This could limit the regulator’s
options, leading to action that is more severe or less
severe, and which may also be less effective in
improving the situation.
To overcome this unsatisfactory situation, the bill
proposes to give the courts and the VRQA an additional
option. The authority may seek an injunction from a
court to prevent further breaches or to require a
provider to undertake positive action to improve its
performance or remedy a situation. Like enforceable
undertakings, injunctions could set out detailed
programs for management improvement. They could
also require a provider to take action to remedy a
situation, such as providing certain courses or other
educational programs.
It should be noted that this proposal does not increase
the regulatory requirements placed on vocational
education and training providers. Rather, it provides
more flexibility in administering the current
requirements. It is worth noting that the new Australian
Skills Quality Authority (ASQA), which regulates
around half of the vocational education and training
providers in Victoria, has similar options under its
legislation.
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The fourth matter dealt with by the bill is to facilitate
cooperation between Victoria’s education regulator, the
VRQA, and its new commonwealth counterparts.
All higher education providers and about half of
vocational education and training providers in Victoria
are transferring their registration to the commonwealth.
Consequently, the commonwealth regulators need
access to information held by the state regulator relating
to those providers. Further, some institutions operate
across educational sectors and will be regulated by the
state for some purposes and the commonwealth for
other purposes. It may therefore be necessary from time
to time for the various regulators to share information
about certain providers.
The act already enables the VRQA to provide
information in certain circumstances. The bill will, in
addition, authorise the VRQA to provide information
and records when requested in writing by one of the
new commonwealth education regulators.
The fifth set of amendments relate to the administration
of the Victorian student number (VSN), which is a
unique identifier allocated to every student under 25 in
schools and registered vocational education and
training providers. These amendments are largely
technical, and update the definition of education and
training provider to include the providers that are now
registered by the relevant commonwealth authorities.
To be effective, this amendment depends on the making
of commonwealth regulations that enable state VSN
requirements to apply to nationally registered providers.
The bill also makes a number of amendments to the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 that are of a
machinery nature, such as reflecting recent changes in
departmental structures and various technical
corrections. Amongst these is a clarification that the
long-established policy that full-time public sector
employees are not eligible for additional remuneration
as members of government boards applies to the
directors of TAFE institute boards.
Each of Victoria’s eight universities is constituted under
a separate act dealing with the establishment and
governance of each university. The councils of the
universities consist of eminent individuals in the
community who contribute their experience and
expertise to the governance of these important
institutions. From time to time, council members wish
to take leave of absence for a period of time, with the
concurrence of the council, for personal or professional
reasons. However, doubts exist whether the present
legislation provides for the authorisation of these
absences by the council. To remove these doubts, this
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bill proposes to amend each of the eight university acts
to enable university councils to grant leave of absence
to appointed members of council. Leave may be
granted for up to 12 months, but leave for more than
3 months will require the approval of the minister.
This bill covers a wide range of matters, some
significant, some technical. Overall, it will contribute to
the continuing efficiency and effectiveness of
governance and regulation of education and training in
this state.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 20 June.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 June; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I am very pleased to rise
and speak in support of the Appropriation (2012/2013)
Bill 2012 and the budget for the 2012–13 financial
year. The great news is that this is a responsible budget
which is about getting a sustainable footing for Victoria
for the future. As the Treasurer made clear in his
speech, this budget is about driving economic activity,
it is about productivity and it is about jobs. It is about
rebuilding the state’s finances. It was good to hear the
Treasurer’s announcement today on the March quarter
figures, but it is important to be aware that we are still
in volatile circumstances, both globally and nationally.
This reinforces the need to make sure that we have a
sound economic strategy for this state. The foundations
of this budget are about investing in infrastructure in
this state with a record $5.8 billion investment, they are
about making sure that we have good front-line
services, they are about investing to protect our most
vulnerable Victorians and they are about investing in
health, education and community safety.
Just short of $350 million was announced in the budget
for the removal of three level crossings, two of which,
those at Mitcham Road and Rooks Road, are in the
Mitcham electorate. The residents of the Mitcham
electorate will benefit significantly from the removal of
these level crossings. We have all been in situations
where we have sat endlessly at level crossings, and
approximately 200 trains go through the level crossing
at Mitcham Road daily. When we start to add to that
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cars, trucks, cyclists and pedestrians we see the
associated risks and the congestion that is created at the
level crossings. The wastage of time and fuel —
important and valuable things — that occurs as a result
of motorists sitting at these level crossings will be
considerably lessened for the community and those
people travelling through the Mitcham electorate.
The boom gates are down on the Mitcham Road level
crossing around 45 per cent of the time during peakhour periods and can be down for up to 7 minutes at a
time, which is significant in terms of lost time. There
will be a significant improvement in traffic flow, a
reduction in congestion and an improvement from a
safety perspective on both sides of the crossing. For so
long people have been crying out for these level
crossings to be dealt with, but their pleas have fallen on
deaf ears. In addition to the removal of these level
crossings, we are going to see a new premium station at
Mitcham, which will improve the experience of
commuters from a train perspective. It will create a
transport hub and improve usability, comfort and
safety.
It is interesting to note that the shadow Minister for
Roads, the member for Narre Warren North, wrote to
the Whitehorse Leader before the budget to announce
that we would not fund the level crossings. He was
anticipating that we might not and that therefore he
would be in with a lead. After the budget was handed
down Mr Brian Tee, a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, told the
newspaper that it was a ‘horror budget’ and that:
Whitehorse residents have been forgotten — —

Mr Eren — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member is speaking about a member in another
place. That is totally inappropriate. She should contain
her remarks to the bill before the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do not
uphold the point of order. Members often make
references to members in other places.
Ms RYALL — Thank you, Deputy Speaker. I think
it is clear that the member was not listening to my
contribution, because I am actually quoting from the
Whitehorse Leader after Mr Tee said this was a ‘horror
budget’ and that:
Whitehorse residents have been forgotten, ignored and
betrayed by the Baillieu government.
Once elected, they seemed to turn their backs on Whitehorse.
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He also said that no additional funding was given for
the removal of the Blackburn Road level crossing, but
that level crossing is currently in the planning stage.
Mr Eren — On a further point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the member is clearly quoting from some
documents. She is making some allegations, and I do
not know whether or not they are true. Obviously she
has certain notes before her. Perhaps she could table
some of those notes so we can verify some of the
comments she is making.
Mr Wells — On the point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I think the member for Lara is out of his depth. We are
talking about the appropriations bill, and if comments
have been made by opposition members, then they are
entitled to be read out as part of a contribution. I ask
you, Deputy Speaker, to rule this ridiculous point of
order out of order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do rule it out
of order.
Ms RYALL — Thank you, Deputy Speaker. For the
11 years of the former Labor government this issue fell
on deaf ears. Requests in terms of the congestion and
the other problems in relation to Mitcham Road were
ignored, and it has taken this government to provide the
funds in this budget to remove these level crossings,
because the former government failed to act on their
removal. Opposition members carped and criticised and
now suddenly they care. They did not care before, but
they do now they are in opposition. In 11 years Labor
made no commitment in relation to this issue.
Opposition members are all talk and no action, and they
disparage this government because they failed to act.
We only need to listen to the news to understand the
global economic impacts on Australia at this time. We
only need to hear the conversations that people in
Victoria are engaging in to know that they are
concerned, and if we listen to businesses, we know that
they are concerned. An article by Tim Colebatch
published in the Saturday Age highlights that high
interest rates and a high Australian dollar have flattened
Victoria’s economy. In the article published on 2 June
he talks about the macroeconomic environment and he
says that our industries in Victoria have borne the pain
of the high dollar and high interest rates.
We have a Labor opposition that has taken aim at
everything the government is doing to rein in spending
in the 2012–13 financial year. That rein in is aimed at
getting the percentage of expenditure lower than our
percentage of revenue. We have not heard any ideas
coming from any opposition members in their speeches
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on the appropriation bill in relation to what they would
do. Something that everybody understands, and
certainly something that Victorians understand, is living
within your means, and when times are tough you make
sure you can afford significant purchases.
The budget reply speech delivered by the shadow
Treasurer, the member for Lyndhurst, showed a classic
Dunning-Kruger effect. Justin Kruger and David
Dunning wrote a research report titled Unskilled and
Unaware of It — How Difficulties in Recognising
One’s Own Incompetence Lead to Inflated Selfassessments. We have Labor opposition members who
are unable to recognise their incompetence yet have
such an inflated view of themselves that they truly
believe they are the experts.
In the shadow Treasurer’s budget reply he referred to
the Treasurer pointing out the contributing factors that
make tough decisions by the government necessary.
The shadow Treasurer called it trying to blame
everybody else. He said that:
If it is not the former government, the federal government, the
carbon tax, the global financial crisis, the euro debt crisis,
Japan’s earthquake or the high Australian dollar, it is the
Reserve Bank of Australia that is playing the role of villain in
the pantomime that has become Victoria’s fiscal strategy.
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Labor’s selective indignation and confected outrage is a
sham. It has no understanding of economics and makes
no display of values, just cheap political opportunism.
The budget reply debate had the walls of this chamber
echoing with empty rhetoric and vacuous clichés from
an opposition bereft of policy and ideas.
When a big storm is on the horizon, you make the ship
seaworthy. It is easy to be a good sailor when you are
sailing with the wind. We have often heard those
opposite talk about their AAA credit rating. It is
interesting that it was actually the former Kirner
government that lost Victoria’s AAA credit rating. I
think that happened around 1992 — —
Ms Duncan — Before you were born!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Macedon!
Ms RYALL — I am glad if people consider I look
younger than I am; that is a compliment.
It was the Kennett government that rescued the
AAA rating in 1998. For years the Bracks and Brumby
governments rode on the back of the tough reforms put
in by the Kennett government. These reforms had to be
made — —

What a joke. We have a shadow Treasurer and a Labor
opposition with no understanding of macro or
microeconomics; a shadow Treasurer who is being
shown up by credible economists when they point out
that these very factors are hitting Australia, and indeed
Victoria, very hard due to our state’s unique high
manufacturing exposure. The shadow Treasurer would
have us believe that what is going on is a hoax, that it is
all a mirage. In fact in his words it is a pantomime. I
think he said it was ‘a litany of excuses’. I am not sure
what parallel universe the shadow Treasurer is in,
because he would have us believe that the economists
are wrong. He would say that the experts are wrong and
that the economic editors and journalists are wrong, that
business is wrong and that the Reserve Bank of
Australia (RBA) is wrong.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Gembrook!

According to the shadow Treasurer it is all a facade,
including the position of Reserve Bank of Australia
governor Glenn Stevens, who said yesterday that:

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara is out of his place and disorderly.

The board has noted previously that Europe would remain a
potential source of adverse shocks. Europe’s economic and
financial prospects have again been clouded …

Subsequently yesterday we saw the RBA reduce
interest rates by 25 basis points, so the only thing that is
a pantomime is the shadow Treasurer’s pretence at
being economically literate. That is the true pantomime.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will have
some respect in the chamber.
Mr Battin interjected.

Ms RYALL — The government made significantly
hard decisions because the state was almost at the point
of not being able to pay its way. The former
government never built anything up but just ran it
down.
Mr Eren interjected.

Ms RYALL — The shadow Treasurer said in his
budget reply, in relation to the global financial crisis,
that the:
… GST write-downs during those times were as significant as
the ones this government now claims prevent it from taking
action to tackle some of our state’s biggest challenges.

He went on to say:
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Once the federal stimulus funding was netted out Victoria’s
revenue and expenditure growth pretty much paralleled each
other over Labor’s period in office.

What a revelation! Without the stimulus funding that
was put in at that time — funding which we do not
have access to but which the former government did —
Victoria would have been in the red. It is one thing to
say that the stimulus funding levelled out the position,
but what would it have been had that stimulus not been
there? The government would have been in the red; it
was the stimulus that kept it in the black.
The former government was able to ride on the coattails of the federal government’s stimulus spending for
school halls, social housing and other state programs.
That is what kept Victoria in the black, not economic or
budgetary wizardry by the now shadow Treasurer or
the former Labor government. What Labor’s outrage
shows is that if it were still in government, it would be
doing nothing to rein in spending and make the ship
seaworthy. All we have heard in budget speeches from
those opposite is, ‘Spend more, spend more, spend
more’. They do not understand ‘unsustainable’; they do
not get it. Everybody opposite finds the four-pillar
strategy so amusing, yet everyone in this universe
knows it is necessary to underpin jobs and drive
economic activity, productivity and jobs.
This is a responsible budget that delivers a surplus. It
will improve productivity, assist transitioning
businesses and grow new markets. The budget’s record
$5.8 billion infrastructure investment, together with our
other spending on training and skills, is a jobs plan,
unlike the empty whiteboard with the heading in the
office of the Leader of the Opposition, who has gone
out to everybody else to find out what on earth he
should put on the whiteboard. We have a clear strategy.
I commend the Treasurer on a great budget, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — During this budget
debate, both last sitting week and this sitting week,
members on this side of the house have had to ensure
the rewriting of history, the revisionism from the other
side of the house. We have just witnessed a classic
example of this. The member for Mitcham could not
even keep a straight face; she giggled her way through
her contribution, trying to pretend that the last Labor
government did not provide this government, when it
came to office, with a strong budgetary position, a
AAA credit rating, a budget surplus every one of the
11 years that Labor was in power and a solid
investment in the things that matter, like education,
health and skills — the things that the Victorian people,
Victorian families, expect from their government.
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Victoria was the jobs capital of the nation. The former
government punched well above its weight in providing
jobs growth when you compare Victoria with other
states, including the resource-rich states of Queensland
and Western Australia.
What we have seen from this government is, in its first
budget, a doubling of state debt. Members opposite like
to demonise the Labor Party on its financial
management, but in his first budget the Treasurer, who
is sitting at the table, outlined a plan that would double
state debt. At the same time there were massive cuts to
health and education that are impacting on Victorian
families in all our electorates.
When this government first came to office its political
strategy — which is what it was, a political strategy —
was to put the economy to sleep. I might add it was a
political strategy that was incompetently executed. This
has meant that we now see jobs bleeding from the state.
Only Tasmania has a worse employment situation.
The fine people of my electorate of Bundoora, which
was in line for the rebuild of Greensborough College
under the Victorian schools plan after significant funds
were put into a number of other schools during the
Bracks and Brumby years, have had that ripped away
from them by this government.
In the first sitting week of this Parliament the Minister
for Education came into this place and said he would
scrap the Victorian schools plan. Instead of funding the
rebuild of schools like Greensborough College, which
was assessed as needing it, the government was going
to base its education capital program on the coalition’s
election policy documents — what a disgrace, that the
political priorities of the Liberal Party and The
Nationals would override the priorities of schools based
on need.
People in my electorate are now very well aware that
this government does not care about them, because that
electorate voted for a Labor member. Of course
Greensborough College, like just about every other
secondary college across the state, has had to endure the
cuts the government has made to the Victorian
certificate of applied learning (VCAL) program. Most
of those schools have continued to run their VCAL
programs, but they have had to cop the hit, if you like,
of reduced funding and absorb those costs. That has an
impact on other things such as class sizes and the
programs schools can continue to offer.
We have seen schools hit by this budget’s cuts to the
education maintenance allowance, again affecting —
disproportionately — those most vulnerable
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communities the most. There has also been the heartless
cut to the number of students who can access the
transport program for students with a disability. This is
where kids who have disabilities are provided with bus
transport to their local special school, and in some cases
to mainstream schools, to get their education. Now we
see situations resulting from that system having been
cut back. I was in a specialist setting last week where
kids are now being told they have to be dropped off by
their parents at another kid’s house — this is two, three,
four kids — to wait for the bus to turn up instead of
being picked up at their own doors as they always have
been.
This government, without warning, abolished a bus
service in my electorate of Bundoora. The route 563
bus service had been in place for many years, servicing
a number of communities, and it was simply cut.
Without warning, without consultation, the 563 bus
service was gone. Members of some communities in
the northern suburbs who used that service can catch
other buses, but the people of Mount Cooper in my
electorate have no alternative to the bus service that was
cut. I was out there last weekend and was speaking to a
woman whose elderly neighbour, an 80-year-old
woman, relied on that bus to get to the bank and the
doctor for her weekly appointments. She has no other
means of transport. Without any consideration of the
impact these cuts would have on people this
government has cut that bus service away from people
such as that 80-year-old lady.
We have also seen the savage cuts to the TAFE
sector — $290 million ripped out of the TAFE sector.
That will have an impact on people in every part of this
state who will attend TAFE into the future. We have
seen some of the extreme impacts of that decision. We
have seen the closure of the Auslan sign language
course, the only course run by TAFEs in this state for
people learning sign language. It is an absolute
disgrace.
You get comments from government backbenchers
about this budget, but I do not know how closely they
questioned the Treasurer on the budget, or whether they
simply toe the party line. It would be hard to imagine
how people on the back bench on the government side
could possibly defend these sorts of cuts to TAFE. I do
not know what happens in the party room during the
Liberals-Nationals meetings of a week, but you would
have to think there would be some questions asked of
the Treasurer. Was he up-front with the party room
about these cuts before the government rolled the
budget into the house? Do those opposite all support
these cuts to TAFE?
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It is not only the Auslan course. In my own part of
Melbourne, the northern suburbs, NMIT — the
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE — is going to
lose $25 million, I think it is. Fifty jobs will have gone
by 2013. There will also of course be cuts to courses
and impacts on the courses offered by that TAFE. This
matter affects every TAFE provider across the state.
TAFEs in regions where the local lower house
members are Nationals or Liberal Party members of the
government will be affected as well. In the electorates
of the members for Narracan and Morwell and of the
Deputy Premier, who is the member for Gippsland
South, GippsTAFE is experiencing a $10 million cut
and is looking at losing 35 staff. The training restaurant
in Morwell is going to go.
These are fantastic facilities where young people learn
skills to set them up for life and to get themselves jobs.
Not every young person goes on to university. Like
myself, people go to TAFE, learn a trade or get a
vocational education and go on to earn a living and be
productive members of society; however, these TAFE
cuts are going to rip that opportunity away from people.
I do not think the members of the Liberal-Nationals
government have a response to this, because I do not
think they have a clear vision for education. When you
look at the area of early childhood, you see the
government is walking away from any funding of
capital projects there. Last year a measly $15 million
was provided for capital works in early childhood
centres, but this government is still signed up to the
Council of Australian Governments agreement to
provide 15 hours of care for four-year-olds in the
preschool setting. There is a desperate need for capital
upgrades at preschools across the state but this
government provided a measly $15 million last year
and zero this year. There is absolutely no funding from
the state government in this budget for capital upgrades
in early years centres.
All of the funding which this government is happy to
swan around announcing and welcoming is being
funnelled through the state government from the federal
government. Fifty million dollars was announced
recently by Ms Lovell, the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development, at Macleod Preschool,
which is in my electorate and borders the electorate of
the member for Ivanhoe and which has recently been
upgraded. I am sure she was happy to be at a nice new,
renovated kinder — renovated with money provided by
the Labor government — in the electorate of a Labor
member, announcing $50 million of funding for early
years centres provided by the federal Labor
government! If there was ever an indication that a
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minister had given up on her responsibilities as a
minister, I think that was it.
The government has no plans for early years, no plans
for primary and secondary school years and no plans
when it comes to ripping money out of VCAL, the
education maintenance allowance and the School Start
bonus. Then we have seen the cuts to TAFE, and there
is the impact that will have on the vocational and
technical education sector. This is a very clear
indication that this government does not have a vision
for education. Its election policy manifesto is centred
around autonomy for principals. There is a debate to be
had about freeing up school communities to be able to
do things that improve educational outcomes, but
autonomy does not mean you cut school communities
adrift, give them fewer resources, less funding and less
support and let them make their own decisions in a
policy vacuum.
Today we had tabled an Auditor-General’s report on
the performance of Victoria in terms of science and
mathematics students which pointed out, in relation to
this small part of the education sector, the importance
of supporting school communities in many areas of
their functioning. If you leave them alone, without
support and resources, they cannot properly do their
job. Principals themselves said today that in terms of
attracting a skilled workforce and having those plans in
place they need support from the department — from
government. That is a clear difference between the
approach of this government, which wants to cut
education and has no real vision for education — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROOKS — I am happy to be proved wrong. I
am happy for members opposite to outline their vision
for education during the rest of this debate on the
appropriation bill. The Minister for Education has not
been able to articulate a policy vision for Victorian
education other than to say he will cut funds from
education. I think Victorian people have woken up to
this; they know that their kids need a good education
not just for the sake of their kids but for the sake of the
state so that we can have a highly skilled and highly
educated workforce supporting our economy and not
the type of economy some states have which involves
digging stuff out of the ground.
We have heard a lot from members opposite about
financial management. There are a couple of slogans
that have been heard throughout this debate, including
government members being all about sustainable
budgeting. I think ‘sustainable budgeting’ is the phrase
used. We have heard that the government is trying to

2551

get back to a sustainable budget position. Where
members of The Nationals sit in the chamber is our
bay 13. However, there are no members of The
Nationals in the chamber at the moment. They must be
making an early start to dinner. The members of The
Nationals always yell out, ‘Labor can’t manage
money’. I love that slogan!
One project worth reflecting on was a flagship election
policy of the Liberal-Nationals coalition — that is, the
promise to deploy 940 protective services officers
(PSOs) at every metropolitan station between 6.00 p.m
and the last train. I am not sure how it is all going, but I
am sure it is not going too well. The government
promised to deliver the policy involving the protective
services officers. We accept that the government was
elected and mandated to do that; the government won
the election. However, the government said the total
cost for the rollout of the program was $180 million.
Last year we saw — and it was confirmed by the
Deputy Premier at a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) hearing — the $181 million project
blow out to $380 million. The cost has more than
doubled; the project has blown out by over
$199 million. It is unbelievable. Can members imagine
what could be provided with $199 million? Can
members imagine how much money could be invested
in schools and kindergartens and how many cuts to
TAFE could have been avoided if we had that nearly
$200 million to spend on so many important projects
and if the cost had not been blown out by this
government because it did not manage to deliver its
flagship policy for the costing that it said it would? It is
unbelievable.
The interesting part of this issue is that by 30 June
according to the minister, who spoke at the PAEC
hearing, we will not have 940 protective services
officers or even half that many. I am sure that, like me,
many Victorians thought we were going to see 940 of
these troops roll out to train stations pretty much
straightaway. The promise involved delivering this by
the end of the first term of government, and it sounded
pretty good. We will be lucky if there are 90 PSOs and
the cost has already more than doubled — the cost has
blown out by $199 million. We might be lucky if there
are 90 of these officers on railway stations.
It is clear — Nationals members are now coming into
the chamber — that The Nationals and the Liberal
Party cannot manage money. They cannot manage the
economy. They put the state and the economy to sleep.
They have deliberate political strategies that are
incompetently handled. What we have seen is the
results — that is, jobs bleeding from the state; the cost
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of projects like the rollout of protective services officers
blowing out; cuts to health; cuts to education; and cuts
to TAFE — cuts to the important things that matter to
the Victorian people. All we get from the members of
the other side are laughter and giggles. I think the
Victorian people know that this is a serious matter; they
know this is not something to laugh about. I hope at the
next election the Victorian people make sure that this
government is a one-term government.

I was absolutely impressed that our Treasurer would
stand up, put aside all the other stuff and deliver a
sustainable budget — and that is what he has done. I
see members of the opposition laughing and joking.
Unfortunately it is not a laughing matter. If we want to
think about waste and the blow-outs, we need only
remind the Victorian people of myki, HealthSMART,
the desalination plant and the pokie licences. The list
goes on and on. It has been an absolute disaster.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill
2012. I will begin my contribution by talking about the
absolute fairytale we have heard from the opposition. It
is very interesting that the member for Bundoora
completed his contribution by saying that the
government cannot manage money. I am not sure what
government he was actually referring to; it may have
been the previous Labor government. We can all be
very certain that a Labor government, whether it be a
state government or federal government, absolutely
cannot manage money.

We have taken care of business, and we have ensured
that we will manage a sustainable approach and deliver
a sustainable budget. Let me remind members that the
Treasurer has delivered a modest budget surplus of
$155 million in the first financial year, and we are
looking at a surplus of $2.5 billion in 2015–16. To
deliver that surplus we have had to make some hard
decisions. As anybody who has had to manage things
properly knows, you need to make hard decisions.
Those decisions have been made to ensure that we in
Victoria are sustainable, that there is confidence among
people who want to invest in Victoria and that we are
able to attract that investment, grow and ensure that the
years ahead look bright for this state. That is why the
Treasurer has made those hard decisions.

I question the content of that particular contribution.
One thing is very clear about our Treasurer: he can
manage money, and he has delivered a budget that is
responsible, sustainable and accountable and about
living within your means. Opposition members need to
get used to this, because if they have any chance of ever
governing the state again in the far distant future, they
will need to understand that they have to be accountable
for their actions. They do not have any approach in
relation to accountability.
I want to continue the fairytale. We have heard the
fairytale involving the former government. The
fairytale begins with a little boy attending school. He
was a little bit arrogant this little boy. This little boy
kept to himself and every now and again he would look
forward to making a big presentation. On presentation
day this little boy would get dressed up and put on a
nice little tie which would match the documents that
this little boy was going to present. He would stand up
at the presentation wearing his nice little tie which
matched the nice presentation documents and guess
what? The PowerPoint slides also coordinated with the
tie and presentation documents — they would all be
coordinated. This was not a school presentation; the
presentation was made on budget day. The little boy I
am referring to is the former Premier, John Brumby. He
took so much interest in the tie he wore and the
documents he presented that he lost the details of what
he was supposed to be delivering — that is, a
sustainable budget. This government has put aside spin
and the safety vest and has got on with delivering for
Victoria.

If members look at what has been delivered to us, they
will realise that at the moment we have a Prime
Minister who comes from Victoria and who you would
think would be standing up for Victoria. Instead she has
ripped the guts out of Victoria by taking $6.1 billion in
GST revenue. Not only were we left with an absolutely
disgraceful mess by the previous government but we
have also had $6.1 billion taken from us.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I hear members opposite
asking, ‘How do you work that out?’, in terms of the
mess. I will keep saying that it is by looking at budget
blow-outs, the desalination plant, myki and pokie
licences — all those projects that were great ideas but
were not properly costed and not properly accounted
for. One of the things that our Treasurer did when he
came into office was make sure that if we were going to
invest in major projects, we would ensure that they
stacked up. The first thing we did was implement a
high-value, high-risk unit in the Department of
Treasury and Finance to cost projects to make sure they
stacked up. We would not just put up a project, say it
was going to be fantastic and then work out that a
desalination plant would cost us $2 million every day
for the next 20-odd years. We will not put those sorts of
projects together. We will ensure that projects are
properly managed.
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We have to look at the particular mess we were left in.
From 2000–01 expenditure growth averaged 7.3 per
cent a year while revenue grew by only 6.9 per cent.
These figures obviously do not stack up. They mean
that year in, year out the government was spending
more than it had. We have made some hard decisions
about the Victorian public sector. The current approach
of opposition members is to say, ‘We will reinstate
those 4200 jobs. We’ll put them back because — you
know what? — we’ll just keep on spending. We don’t
care about where we get it from’. It is as if they believe
money comes from an ATM: you just put in your credit
card and out it comes. They are not worried about the
fact that someone has to pay for these jobs. If members
look at what happened, they will see that year in, year
out the government was spending more than it had.
Unfortunately that cannot go on forever.
What the Treasurer has done in this budget is reduce
expenditure growth from 7.3 per cent to 2.9 per cent.
Over the forward estimates the 4200 jobs would equate
to a deficit of $10 billion. We have just gone into
surplus, and those opposite have said, ‘Let’s just create
a deficit of $10 billion’. There is absolutely no question
that that level of spending is unsustainable and reckless.
It reflects the reckless government that we had over
11 years. You would think members of that reckless
government would have learnt their lesson. There is a
lot of new talent on the back bench. You would hope
they would turn around and say, ‘We wouldn’t have the
same approach this time, because we wasted our
opportunity last time’.
I want to finish this contribution by adding a few things
that show how responsible our Treasurer has been in
preparing this budget. Our budget does not offer jobs
for mates, as Labor Party members in government have
been very good at doing. Many times they would look
around and say, ‘What electorate can we look after?’. I
would like to give members a list of a few things that
are funded in the budget. A number of funding
announcements in this budget are focused in the
western suburbs, which is a welcome improvement for
Labor voters, who have been treated with such
contempt over a number of years.
Some of the announcements in the budget include a
$14 million upgrade for Galvin Park Secondary College
for the refurbishment and enhancement of school
facilities; $13.7 million for work at Werribee Open
Range Zoo and Melbourne Zoo; a $14 million upgrade
of the West Gate Bridge; a $12.5 million upgrade of the
West Gate Freeway; a $15.1 million upgrade of
Sunshine Hospital; $3.85 million for the upgrade of the
Sunshine psychiatric unit; $4 million for the
regeneration of Laverton P–12 College, including
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construction of its new gymnasium; and $15 million to
develop the business case to look at the east–west link.
Do you not care about people in the west?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Through the
Chair!
Mr SOUTHWICK — Members of the Labor Party
had 11 long years to care about their constituents in the
west, and they did absolutely nothing.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Melton
interjects. He had a lot of time to take care of his
constituents in Melton, and he did nothing. Now those
opposite carp, moan and whinge about what has not
been spent in the 18 months of our government, yet
they had 11 years to look after schools and do
something. Nothing was done.
I will finish my contribution by referring to TAFE,
because a lot of mistruths about TAFE have been
created by opposition members. A $400 million black
hole was left to us in TAFE. The Leader of the
Opposition sits there with his arms folded in defence,
because he knows he can get a great grab in the media
by saying, ‘Look at all this money that is being ripped
out of TAFE. Look at all the strife it has been left in’.
It is very easy to just open up the cash tin and say,
‘Here we go. Let’s create as many courses and
opportunities as we can but not have any that are
demand driven. Let’s just create some more
aromatherapy courses and some more beauty courses’.
They are all great courses, but we also want to make
sure that we create jobs and opportunities that we really
need at the other end. What we are doing in TAFE is
making sure that our courses are demand driven, that
there are jobs at the end of them and that we are not
creating false hope for our young people, because it is
very easy to bring through the input but have no output
at the end.
The Leader of the Opposition talks a lot about jobs, but
not once has he had any solution about jobs, except to
open it up, saying, ‘Let’s just throw it open. Let’s
reinstate the 4200 public servants’, without knowing
one thing about what we have to cut to fund it, how we
will fund it, where the money will come from and what
he will do to ensure that we still arrive at a surplus. That
is okay. If the Labor Party wants to bring Victoria into a
deficit and run a deficit, then it should tell us that. If the
Labor Party thinks that the future is to run us into
deficit, then let it go for it and let us hear it.
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Time and again we have heard opposition members
talking about jobs. Not once have they stood up on the
carbon tax. We have not heard one word about the
carbon tax, which is the tax that will harm Victoria the
most. This is an opportunity for them to stand up for
Victorians. If Labor Party members cared about
Victoria, they would stand up, they would talk to their
mates in Canberra and they would say, ‘This carbon tax
is a disgrace. We have got to stand up for Victoria, and
we are going to do something about it’. They are silent
when they want to be silent, they are loud when they
want to be loud and they are very good at telling
fairytales. They are very good at talking it up, they are
very good at their snaps and they are very good at all
the waste and mismanagement they displayed in their
11 years.
This Treasurer is a great Treasurer. He is delivering a
sustainable budget and he is delivering a responsible
budget. He is ensuring that Victoria will remain in
surplus, that Victoria is a great place to invest and that
Victoria is a great place to live. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I thought I might
open my remarks on the Appropriation (2012/2013)
Bill 2012 by looking at the differences between the
Labor Party and the Liberal-Nationals government in
relation to our priorities for the northern suburbs. There
is no way to see this more clearly than by looking at the
investments in the northern suburbs of Melbourne, and
the west for that matter, by this government.
This government does not have any members in the
Legislative Assembly of this Parliament representing
the northern suburbs. What has the government come
up with in this budget to invest in the northern suburbs
and the west of Melbourne? There is half a billion
dollars for a prison and a bit of an upgrade to the
Children’s Court and the Magistrates Court in
Broadmeadows. This is a government that seems to
think that the priorities for people in the northern
suburbs are criminal justice responses and that the only
thing people in the northern suburbs deserve is money
for more prisons, money for courts and money for
justice responses. That seems to be what this
government thinks are the priorities for people in the
north.
I can assure this house that, as a Labor member of this
Parliament and as a northern suburbs MP, people in the
north aspire to a hell of a lot more than money for
prisons, money for courts and criminal justice
investments from a Liberal-Nationals government.
What we want is what other people in Victoria want.
We want investment in schools, we want investment in
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hospitals and we want investment in public housing.
That is what we want in the northern suburbs of
Melbourne.
However, that is not what we have seen from this
government, which does not have an understanding of
the northern suburbs and does not have any
representation of the northern suburbs of Melbourne in
the Assembly. Is it any wonder that it got it so wrong in
this budget for the northern suburbs of Melbourne on
what people in the north aspire to and what they expect
their hardworking taxes to be spent on for their benefit
and the benefit of their families?
Let us look at public housing, particularly in Heidelberg
West in my electorate. These residents were fortunate
enough to get an increase in the pension due to their
local federal member for Jagajaga, Jenny Macklin, the
Minister for Families, Community Services and
Indigenous Affairs. No sooner had that been done than
the Treasurer ensured that there would be an increase in
public housing rents to swipe that pension increase
away from public housing tenants in Heidelberg West.
Before they had an opportunity to benefit from that
increase, they suddenly found that the public housing
rent was being increased by the Liberal government.
Let us look at Rosanna Road. This government refuses
to provide any public consultation processes on how we
can deal with the livability issues in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne by having a look at truck
curfews, load limits and speed restrictions for heavy
vehicles along Rosanna Road, which is the area where I
live. Many people in my community are divided by this
road down the middle of the electorate when trying to
get their kids to school, trying to go to shopping and
trying to get to train stations. They cannot get across
Rosanna Road. It is unsafe, and this government and its
statutory authorities such as VicRoads, which is
probably the most unaccountable organisation in
government, are refusing to act. This government has
let VicRoads run riot, do its own thing and not provide
any support for the local residents in the Ivanhoe
electorate to deal with heavy vehicles and truck traffic
along Rosanna Road.
Let us look at schools in the Ivanhoe electorate. Not
one school has received any funding or investment
from this government in the past two budgets. That is
two budgets now that we have had no investment in
schools. Our schools had plenty of investment from the
previous Labor government. A new Charles La Trobe
P–12 College has been built. Stage 1 was funded by the
Labor government. There has been not one cracker, not
one cent of capital funding in two budgets now for the
Ivanhoe electorate.
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Let us look now at the work that is being done by
Places Victoria, which was set up by a local upper
house member, Matthew Guy, the Minister for
Planning. What have we done in relation to Places
Victoria other than change the name and put Peter
Clarke in charge of the organisation? Places Victoria
has walked away from Heidelberg West and walked
away from the memorandum of understanding to
redevelop the mall in Heidelberg West. This was an
opportunity to improve services, to create jobs and to
boost the value of the homes of people living in
Heidelberg West by having a project between Banyule
City Council and Places Victoria, as the key landholder and the key landowner, to redevelop the mall in
Heidelberg West.
No sooner was Places Victoria established by the local
upper house member, no sooner did we find Peter
Clarke — a former City of Heidelberg councillor who
should understand the value and importance of places
like Heidelberg West — in charge of the organisation
than it dumped the memorandum of understanding and
dumped Heidelberg West. Places Victoria says it is all
too hard.
I will tell you what Places Victoria is going to do to try
to recoup funds for this government. It is going to sell
off public sites; it is going to sell off public housing
sites, and it is going to sell off school sites. The
government is going to take those funds and invest
them in more prisons in the northern suburbs or fill the
black holes of trying to meet its ridiculous
commitments around protective service officers. The
people of the northern suburbs are going to pay the
price for that. They will find that their public assets are
being sold off, that this government is walking away
through Places Victoria from investment in the north
that creates jobs and livable places for people to prosper
and raise their families.
We should have a look at education and at the
scrapping of the education maintenance allowance
(EMA) component for schools — schools like Olympic
Village Primary School in Heidelberg West where
85 per cent of the students rely on EMA payments.
Suddenly schools that have received half of that
payment are having it ripped away from them. It will be
a very rude shock for those schools when they try to
fund school breakfasts, excursions or books for students
and they suddenly find that some 50 per cent of their
EMA has been lost.
The Austin Hospital is very well known to people in the
Ivanhoe electorate and to members of the government
who, in a previous incarnation under the previous
Liberal Premier, sought to privatise and sell this
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hospital. What has been the government’s commitment
and record in relation to the emergency department at
the Austin Hospital? The Austin Hospital’s last annual
report shows that in 2009–10 the percentage of
category 2 emergency patients seen within 10 minutes
was 88 per cent, but in its 2010–11 annual report that
figure had dropped to 69 per cent. In 2009–10, 77 per
cent of category 3 emergency patients were seen within
30 minutes. In 2010–11 that figure was down to 57 per
cent.
What does that mean? Quite clearly it means that
critically ill people who are waiting in the emergency
department at the Austin Hospital are not being seen in
the appropriate clinical times and that those figures
have dropped time and again because this government
refuses to invest in growth. The government will claim
that it has increased hospital budgets, but it is not
keeping up with the growth in the northern suburbs, and
it is not keeping up with the demand for services at
health service providers like the Austin. We knew only
too well the situation at the Austin in October last year,
and I quote from the Age of that time:
Austin Hospital executives begged for more resources to
make their emergency department safe last year after patients
were treated in chairs because of a shortage of beds.

That is the situation that is arising at the Austin Hospital
because there is not enough investment from this
government.
Sitting suspended 6.31 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr CARBINES — I thought I would recap for the
benefit of members the priorities that the Liberal
government has for the northern suburbs of Melbourne.
The fact that it has no representatives of the northern
suburbs in the Assembly could well explain why it has
not been able to hit the target in terms of the priorities
of the people of the northern suburbs. Members of the
Liberal government seem to think the priorities in the
budget of an investment in the criminal justice
system — half a billion dollars for a prison and an
upgrade to the law courts in Broadmeadows — is
something that people in the northern suburbs aspire to
have their taxes invested in.
People in the northern suburbs aspire to have
investment in their schools and health services; these
are the things they aspire to have their taxes and hardearnt money spent on by this Liberal government.
Unfortunately the government has no representatives of
the northern suburbs in this Assembly, which may
explain why it does not seem able to understand the
priorities that people of the northern suburbs consider to
be important.
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The Austin Hospital will be very familiar to members
of the government. They would remember how they
sought to privatise and sell the hospital when they were
last in government. That is what people in the Ivanhoe
electorate remember as a priority of Liberal
governments. Again I refer to the article in the Age last
year that points out the need for funding at the Austin
Hospital. It states:
Austin Hospital executives begged for more resources to
make their emergency department safe last year after patients
were treated in chairs because of a shortage of beds.

We need an expanded emergency department at the
Austin Hospital. We are seeing more people coming to
the hospital because of the growth in families in the
north, and we need investment in the emergency
department. However, under this government there is
nothing but the sound of crickets. That is all you hear in
relation to what is happening at the Austin Hospital. I
encourage people who consider themselves to be
supportive of people in the northern suburbs to give
some serious thought to what investment they are
prepared to make to health services at the Austin.
There have also been changes to the WorkCover
scheme. WorkCover was a great initiative of previous
Labor governments to institute a scheme for all
Victorians, but it is now being plundered by this
government to fill the black holes that it cannot fund to
meet its protective services officers (PSO) obligations.
It is swiping money from working people who rely on
WorkCover so that when they find themselves injured
at work or their family loses a loved one in the most
unfortunate circumstances because of an accident in the
workplace their kids or their husband or their wife is
looked after. There is a need for a fully funded
WorkCover scheme to support families in such
situations, not an underfunded WorkCover that has had
money stolen from it to prop up funding commitments
this government cannot afford to make.
While on the subject of the Ivanhoe electorate, I also
refer to the Heidelberg West police station, a matter that
is dear to my heart and to the heart of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services when we talk about
investment in justice and criminal justice services. Let
us look at what was reported in the Heidelberg Leader
of 27 February this year. The police minister is reported
to have said on 774 ABC Melbourne in relation to the
Heidelberg West police station that there was ‘a
shopfront, which is available for the folk at West
Heidelberg, which is supplemented by many additional
patrols in the region’. That is totally incorrect. What we
know is that the police station in Heidelberg West is
closed. It has been closed under this government, and
despite claims by the police minister it remains
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closed — and there are no services available for the
people of Heidelberg West.
I also refer to a letter that was received on 17 May 2012
from Dean Stevenson, the superintendent and divisional
commander of the north-west metro region. The letter
states:
… as you are aware the Heidelberg West police station is
currently under review and until a decision is made as to its
future, the directional signage will remain in place.

Is there a review under way into the Heidelberg West
police station, who is conducting it? When are they
going to report? Are they seeking any community
consultation? When will the minister table the report on
the Heidelberg West police station and its future? The
station is currently closed, and the minister has misled
the Heidelberg West community in the statements that
he made on radio when he said there is ‘a shopfront,
which is available for the folk of West Heidelberg’. It is
totally false. It is incorrect. He is not across his
portfolio, he is not across his brief and he is misleading
the people of Heidelberg West.
But the people of Heidelberg West are a lot more savvy
and a lot smarter than he gives them credit for. They
know they do not have a police service. They know that
not only is this government jacking up their public
housing rents but it is also swiping their pension
increases from the federal Labor government, closing
their police station, using Places Victoria through their
upper house MP and local member, Minister Guy,
flogging off vacant public housing land and flogging
off vacant school sites to plug the black hole in the
budget caused by the mismanagement of the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services of the commitment
by the government to place PSOs on railway stations.
Let me add that just last week I received an email from
a local constituent who said the 7.23 a.m. train from
Darebin barrelled through their station, ignoring local
commuters, because it had to get to Flinders Street
station on time. Not only is the government not
providing adequate public transport services but it is
also having trains fly through the Ivanhoe electorate,
ignoring people who are waiting on the platform, in a
dishonest attempt to say that trains are arriving on time
at Flinders Street. They are doing this by not stopping
at the stations and not adhering to the timetable and the
contracts that were signed between the government and
Metro Trains Melbourne.
We now have instances of local residents standing on
the platform waiting for a train service that is already
11 minutes late and then barrels through to Flinders
Street. Heaven help you if you wanted to get off at
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Darebin to go to Ivanhoe Grammar School and you
were coming from Eltham or some other place in the
north. You would suddenly find that the only place the
train stops is Flinders Street station.
The Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE at
Heidelberg West may lose $25 million in services
because of the funding cuts to TAFE by this
government. The government does not care about
working people. It does not care about giving young
people an opportunity. It is too busy trying to plug the
black hole caused by its mismanagement of its
commitment to PSOs around train stations by ripping
money out of TAFE. As I said earlier in my
contribution, the government seems to think the only
commitment it needs to make to the northern suburbs is
half a billion dollars for prisons. We want money to be
invested in schools, hospitals and transport services in
the Ivanhoe electorate.
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — This is, as we have
heard, a very tough but very responsible budget, and
one that includes significant capital investment. As we
know, capital investment means jobs. The highlight of
the budget in my electorate of Gippsland East is the
$10 million commitment to the new Bairnsdale
Secondary College. This school was established when
the former Bairnsdale High School and Technical
School combined. Over recent decades the combined
facility has become run down and has been generating
an increasing maintenance bill. The education facilities
for students have been far from ideal, and this has been
reflected by not only the school council but also the
principal, teaching staff and the wider school
community.
Prior to the 2010 election I was delighted for the then
shadow Minister for Education to visit my electorate of
Gippsland East. After we had waited for 11 years for
some good news about the redevelopment, our shadow
minister was able to announce a pre-election
commitment to the Bairnsdale Secondary College
rebuild. The announcement in this year’s budget is
significant, but this is the second school in my
electorate to receive a commitment, the other one being
the Toorloo Arm Primary School.
For the benefit of members, Toorloo Arm is a small
community just east of Lakes Entrance. While it is a
small community, it is one of the fastest growing areas
in the electorate. The primary school at Toorloo Arm
was nothing more than a mishmash of portables. It was
totally inappropriate. I was very fortunate to have that
school funded in last year’s budget, our first one as a
government. I am therefore delighted to have the
second school funded in our second budget.
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The announcements about these schools, in particular
the one about the Bairnsdale Secondary College, have
been extremely well received by parents, students and
the wider East Gippsland community. Bairnsdale
Secondary College is the biggest secondary college in
my electorate, and we have been waiting for many
years for an upgrade. News of the upgrade was very
well received.
Since the announcement in the budget, the education
minister has been back to my electorate once again,
where he met with members of the school community.
He also visited Toorloo Arm, where the primary school
is under construction, which is great news, and was able
to visit other schools in my electorate.
I will now touch on the many other significant
announcements made in my electorate since the budget.
These have been across a wide spectrum and are very
important to the economy of my local community in
Gippsland East. The announcements include funding of
$300 000 towards improvements to the Paynesville
town centre. The improvements include a significant
upgrade to the Gilsenan Reserve area and more parking
in the Paynesville CBD, which is critical given that
Paynesville is a popular tourist area. They also involve
the opening of another road where presently only a road
reserve exists. This will allow for much better access in
and around the Paynesville CBD.
We have also announced $60 000 for safety railing on
the Avon River bridge at Stratford as part of the
Gippsland Plains rail trail. This is a relatively small
investment — although $60 000 should never be
scoffed at — for what will be significant outcomes for
the region. The Gippsland Plains rail trail runs through
much of Gippsland, but people who were embarking on
the rail trail were not prepared to come into Stratford
because it was simply unsafe to cross the Avon River
bridge with no safety rails. Again this improvement is
something that the local community has been lobbying
for for many, many years. We were delighted to have
the Minister for Public Transport announce $60 000 in
funding to put the safety railing on the bridge. This will
lead to literally hundreds and hundreds, if not
thousands, of cyclists using the Gippsland Plains rail
trail coming into Stratford, where they will boost the
town’s local economy, whereas previously they were
not able to do so.
We have received $150 000 to upgrade Apex Park at
Heyfield. There is also a contribution to come from
Wellington Shire Council, and that is part of a joint
project which is critically important to that town. We
have had $40 000 to assist Bulmers Farms at
Lindenow. The irony is that having had a chat with
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Mr Bulmer in the last 24 hours it is clear that threequarters of his crops are under water at the present time
and he is facing significant damage to those crops and a
significant bill as a result of the floods in Gippsland.
That significant investment of $40 000 is another
indication of this government’s very strong support for
industry in rural areas.
We have had $50 000 to upgrade the facilities at the
Lindenow Recreation Reserve and $100 000 to upgrade
soccer facilities at Howitt Park in Bairnsdale. Howitt
Park is another facility that is under water as we speak,
but I am sure that the light poles will keep the lights
well above the flood level height when they are put in.
That facility is used not only by the East Gippsland
soccer club but also by Little Athletics, and the lights
will be of sisgnificant benefit.
One very important announcement has been $115 000
for school holiday respite care in Bairnsdale. We have a
wonderful special school in Bairnsdale. However, a
problem arises when school holidays arrive, as there is
no structured care facility in place for families who
have children at the school, and often parents have to
take time off work, which is not ideal. Employers need
to be very understanding to allow people to do that. The
government’s announcement of $115 000 for a school
holiday respite care program will significantly help
those parents and families who have children at our
special school.
Last year we announced $300 000 to upgrade the
Glassford Street Kindergarten in Maffra, which
absolutely delighted parents. That money will assist the
kindergarten to achieve its 15-hour program once the
works are completed next year. We have also allocated
$166 000 to upgrade the Orbost Pre-school Centre and
$83 000 to upgrade the Swift’s Creek kindergarten,
which are both very important investments in our
region. I stress again that those investments mean jobs.
We also have new fire services in the region with the
retrofitting of a $143 000 tanker that was handed over a
fortnight ago to the Coongulla fire brigade. That is very
important.
One of the most beneficial announcements in recent
times has been the new transport services to Orbost and
Marlo townships in the east of the state. Orbost and
Marlo will now have 42 bus services a day that will link
up to the train service from Bairnsdale. For the first
time people in Orbost and Marlo will be able to use
public transport to get to and from Melbourne in a day
and also spend a significant amount of time in
Melbourne. This has been extremely well received. I
am pleased to say that I had the Parliamentary Secretary
for Transport in my electorate on Friday to formalise
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that announcement. While each year we await the
budget with bated breath, the fact is that many funding
announcements from government are now made
outside this process. I look forward to Gippsland East
continuing to receive its fair share of funds.
One other aspect of the budget that pleases me greatly
is the additional funding for the Mansfield Autistic
Centre and in particular its travelling teacher service.
Whilst that service is based in my parliamentary
colleague’s seat of Benalla, it is beneficial to families
across the length and breadth of Victoria. I have used
the service myself and cannot speak highly enough of
it. This service enables specialists to come and live in
homes with families that are impacted upon by autism,
providing enormous support to them.
This service operates in rural and remote areas where
there is either a shortage or lack of specialists, whether
they be occupational therapists, speech therapists or
behavioural therapists. The service enables therapists to
live in households and assist families with developing
home-based programs. It also provides a bit of respite. I
certainly hope the travelling teacher service continues
to receive an allocation in upcoming budgets and that
the level of support is increased.
Other positives for my region from this budget include
the commitment to continue and expand the planned
burning program, which is so important in the
protection of many of the rural and regional
communities in very remote areas of the state. I have a
number of affected communities in my electorate,
including Cann River, Mallacoota, Genoa, Goongerah,
Bonang and Bendoc, all of which are surrounded by
bushland and need a very strong burning program to
assist and protect them.
The large commitment to regional rail rolling stock has
also been welcomed. The train service is critical to
Gippsland East. To have an investment in regional
rolling stock for the first time in many years is very
important and very much welcomed.
This state, like all other jurisdictions in Australia, is
facing greatly reduced revenue with which to operate.
Over the decade to 2010–11 it has been well
documented that expenditure growth averaged 7.3 per
cent, yet revenue growth averaged only 6.9 per cent. On
top of that scenario we are now facing significant GST
and stamp duty income reductions. These are tough
times, and I am absolutely delighted that we now have a
government that is cutting its cloth to suit its purse at
the time; it is reining in spending and being responsible.
It was simply not an option for this state to continue
along the course of the previous government. If
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spending had continued at the levels of the past decade,
net debt was forecast to rise to almost $60 billion in the
next four years.
It is okay for members on the other side of the house to
talk about this service, that service and various funding
pressures, but this is a responsible budget from a
responsible government. I am not only a member of
Parliament but a father who is bringing up children, and
I would like to think this budget will benefit them. It
will benefit our younger community. We are not selling
the farm out from under future generations of
Victorians; we are being responsible in very tough
economic times. We had to change course. We had to
set a new path, and we have certainly done that. With
those words, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to express my complete
and utter frustration and disappointment with this year’s
state budget. We all know that voters at the best of
times maintain a sceptical view of politicians, but our
constituents in general are quite willing to offer us a fair
go, especially a first term government, which should be
full of steam and up and running with fresh ideas.
If voters were embarrassed by the 2011 LiberalNationals budget, they are outraged by this one. The
free credits handed out with the 2010 election victory
are now long gone. Even the daily papers, including the
Herald Sun, which is traditionally pro-conservative,
have started to refer to this government as only a oneterm government.
The Clayton electorate is doing it tough. It is a diverse,
multicultural electorate which includes manufacturing
and science hubs. Clayton community members just
want to get on with their lives, working and raising
their families. Many elderly residents assist with the
child care of their grandchildren, which is reflective of
the migrant tradition. University students who attend
Monash, Deakin, RMIT or Melbourne universities just
want to focus on their studies. They dream of securing a
job, buying their own home and raising a family.
What they all expect from their state government is that
it keep the economy ticking along in all areas, ensuring
that no group gets left behind. They demand a hands-on
and proactive approach, one which creates the right
climate for job creation and which steps in and takes
control when outside factors cause problems.
‘Disappointing’ and ‘inept’ are words Clayton electors
offer to me when they analyse this Liberal-Nationals
coalition government’s decision making. This state
budget is appalling beyond belief. The former Labor
government endured the global financial crisis, which is
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acknowledged as having been one of the worst
calamities this state has ever faced — and that was on
top of the state’s worst ever bushfires, floods and
droughts — and we took action. Labor created jobs and
invested in the job-creating infrastructure that was
required around the state. The final two years of the
former Labor government saw nearly 200 000 new jobs
created, and might I add, Labor handed over a AAA
credit rating to this government.
This Liberal-Nationals government just does not get it.
The Victorian economy revolves around jobs and job
creation. The only job creation I see now is in the
conducting of reviews into the past that are of no value.
I am not in the habit of providing advice to members on
the other side of the house, but I suggest to them that
rather than conducting reviews it might be best to just
listen more to the recommendations of the public
service. Governments change as per the will of the
people, but the public service continues on. There is no
need to start from scratch. This is purely time wasting
and an abdication of responsibility.
My local community is bewildered about the state
budget, but one thing is clear: behind the scenes the
Liberal Party is in turmoil. It is obvious that some
ministers are favoured over others, and I am going to go
through this. The budget item to stop the funding of the
whooping cough vaccine for family members of
newborns is disgraceful and a new low, especially
given that the Liberal-Nationals government in Western
Australia is extending this program. Urgent projects
promised by the coalition before it was elected are
partly funded in the budget — for example, Monash
Children’s hospital in Clayton, which is vital
infrastructure to provide adequate care for our youngest
citizens. This project has 400 ready-to-commence
construction jobs attached to it, yet the final stage of the
Dingley bypass appears to those opposite to be much
more important. This is obscene decision making, to
say the least.
Liberal members of the Assembly from electorates
further south of the Clayton electorate, from Mordialloc
and Carrum, and Liberal members in the other place
representing South Eastern Metropolitan Region have
highlighted in their budget speeches funding for the
final stage of the Dingley bypass but have been silent
about the lack of full funding for Monash Children’s
hospital. Obviously these local members and the
Minister for Health cannot cut it with the Treasurer.
These members forgot to mention that their promise
was to complete the Monash Children’s hospital and
the final stage of the Dingley bypass project by 2014.
Lack of funding in this year’s budget will push the
completion of the Monash Children’s hospital to an
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unknown date and the final stage of the Dingley bypass
project out to 2016.
The Minister for Public Transport’s promise to
complete 10 rail crossing upgrades in the first term of
government has been found to be a hollow one, except
of course for the crossings at New Street, Brighton, and
in Kerang, which were nos 223 and 394 respectively on
the Department of Transport’s priority list. I have made
reference to this in the chamber before, and some
ministers were very unhappy and tried to stop me
mentioning it.
My fellow local residents are appreciative of the
planning moneys allocated towards the elimination of
the Springvale rail crossing. This crossing, I remind the
house, was no. 1 on the Department of Transport’s
priority list, but the department remains sceptical about
whether it will actually be eliminated before November
2014, as promised. My understanding of the budget
papers is that the Springvale rail crossing elimination
project was included as one of three such crossings, the
other two being in Mitcham. The money allocated
towards the three crossings is, in round figures,
$53 million for the next financial year, with
$294 million required in future years.
I am, however, extremely concerned about the member
for Mordialloc’s mention of these crossings in her
speech in this place on 22 May 2012, when she said:
Then there is $349 million to replace with bridges the
Springvale rail crossing and two other rail crossings in
Melbourne.

I stress the word ‘bridges’. I think local shopkeepers
and residents would be alarmed to find out that the
Springvale crossing is going to be replaced with the
second-rate option of a bridge. It is obvious that the
member for Mordialloc and the Liberal Party are
completely out of touch with reality.
Meanwhile, crossing no. 8 on the Department of
Transport’s priority list, at Clayton, is still in nevernever land. At this juncture it is only appropriate that I
should mention a the member for South Eastern
Metropolitan in the other place, Inga Peulich, when in
opposition, was jumping up and down about every
second week about the Clayton crossing. One has to
wonder why she now keeps so quiet. Is it because she
now has a bigger, better pay packet as a parliamentary
secretary and the people of Clayton are of no concern to
her any more, especially in regard to the crossing?
The question is: why has an application for federal
funding assistance not been completed for the whole of
the Pakenham and Cranbourne lines, especially with
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these lines almost at capacity and with freight numbers
expected to increase out of Western Port in coming
years? I can only assume that this is just due to laziness
and ineptitude. The budget allocation for disability
access to our public transport system is now only
$5 million per year, representing a reduction since 2010
of over 80 per cent. What can we assume from this?
There is certainly a lack of compassion towards people
with a disability on the part of this government.
I note that the Huntingdale–Rowville study appears to
have reached a dead end too, but I am grateful that the
Minister for Public Transport has seen the light and
extended the Huntingdale station–Monash University
shuttle bus service first proposed and campaigned for
by Labor.
The lack of schools funding in this budget is appalling.
Clayton South Primary School had plans approved and
ready for tender prior to the 2010 state election, but
since the election there has been no funding and no
action. Funds had already been spent on detailed
plans — a sheer waste of taxpayer’s money. Clayton
Primary School closed at the end of 2010 due to a lack
of enrolments, yet there have been no positive
initiatives such as converting the site into an English
language school or a community-based centre, as has
been proposed by community groups.
The Clayton electorate is in the upper house electoral
region of the Parliamentary Secretary for Education, to
whom I referred earlier, yet she appears oblivious to the
area. She also appears to be on the outer with the
powerbrokers in the Liberal Party. The budget cut to
the education maintenance allowance for families that
are really struggling beggars belief. It seems that the
Treasurer’s view is that these people do not vote for the
Liberal Party so the government can just cut them off
from the community.
Following last year’s funding cuts to secondary schools
for the Victorian certificate of applied learning, this
year we have vicious TAFE cutbacks. This is
destructive policy that will come back to haunt this
government. These cuts will reduce funding to 80 per
cent of TAFE courses, and I am fearful that Victoria
will become the laughing stock of Australia. The
implications of these savage cuts will affect us well into
the future and will see fewer apprenticeships being
taken up.
The list goes on. There is no capital funding to expand
kindergartens that are bursting at the seams, and there
has been a raft of cuts to early intervention programs
designed to assist vulnerable families. Hospital waiting
lists are soaring. There are funding cuts to Victoria’s
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road safety action plan and a reduction in road incident
response units, whilst vehicle registration fees and fines
have been increased. There is no new funding towards
the VicRoads bicycle program, and $46 million from
gambling revenue that had been earmarked for sport
and recreation programs has been allocated to general
revenue.
Perhaps the biggest disgrace is the lack of funding in
this budget for social housing. The budget papers show
that next financial year there will be no new funding to
build any new public housing, and the Opening Doors
program to improve services for the homeless has had
its funding slashed from $7 million to $1.7 million a
year. The public housing waiting list for our most
vulnerable Victorians, many in the Clayton electorate,
is just getting longer.
I seem to be very negative about this year’s budget, but
in keeping with the tradition of giving credit where
credit is due, particularly in the area of multicultural
affairs, I salute and commend the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship for taking up the
initiative of the previous Labor government and
continuing — in fact bringing it back, because last year
he was not successful in bringing this program back
into being — the Cultural Precincts and Community
Infrastructure Fund. This is very important because
Labor had increased funding for the program from
$9 million to $12 million just before the election. We
missed out last year, but this year the minister has seen
fit to bring it back and give to the community. I think it
was a wise move to take that cue from the Labor Party.
The minister should be complimented for working so
hard in his portfolio to try to at least uphold the
tradition of Labor supporting the myriad ethnic
communities in Victoria. Full credit should be given to
him.
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Gaming) — I support
the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. This is an
excellent budget from a coalition government which
has found itself in very challenging financial times.
Some of those challenges have been caused by external
events, such as commonwealth government reductions
in GST revenue to Victoria, and some of them have
been caused by factors external to this country,
including the ongoing effects of the global financial
crisis. But frankly some of the problems we are facing
in this state are problems we have inherited from those
sitting opposite during their 11 long, dark years in
government.
As the Minister for Gaming, I note that one of the most
obvious failings which has hurt the people of Victoria
most was the criminal failure of the former government
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to realise full value for the lucrative 10-year gaming
machine licences. The Auditor-General found that the
Victorian Labor government gave away these valuable
10-year licences for $3 billion less than they were
worth. Labor sold them for a $981 million. The
Auditor-General found that the midpoint for fair value
for these licences was $4.1 billion. So it is quite — I
was going to say ironic, but that is not quite the
word — sickening to see members opposite such as the
member for Clayton stand up in this house of the
people and complain about a lack of funding and a lack
of infrastructure in their own electorates when it was
the criminal incompetence of the government of which
they were a part that dudded Victorian taxpayers out of
$3 billion.
How many schools could have been funded with
$3 billion? How many roads could have been fixed
with $3 billion? How many hospitals could have been
built with $3 billion? How many police stations could
have been built with $3 billion? How many grade
separations of level crossings could have been
undertaken with $3 billion, had Labor not lost that
amount of money? The coalition in its second budget in
office is seeking to undo some of the horrendous
damage that was done to this state by those who came
before us. It really just goes to show, as the Deputy
Premier is wont to say, that Labor cannot manage
money.
There was a blow-out of over $1 billion with the
regional rail link. Who would have thought that you
would design a railway system and railway tracks but
not budget for rolling stock and for signals? That would
have been done by the same sorts of geniuses who
budgeted for a new Royal Children’s Hospital without
providing for IT. Did they expect the doctors and
nurses to use carrier pigeons to get patient records from
room to room? Labor budgeted to build a hospital — it
was just a shame there would be no computers in it. It
reminds me of an old Yes Minister episode in which
some doctors were proudly showing off a new hospital
to Minister Jim Hacker and saying, ‘That would be a
great place if it wasn’t for all the sick people there’.
This is the sort of absolute incompetence that we have
had to come into office and try to fix up.
These are only some of the issues on the budget bottom
line. What about the budget bottom line for Victorian
families? What about the ones who are struggling to
pay their water bills, the ones who will now be bearing
a burden of $2 million a day for the next 27 or 28 years
for Labor’s white elephant desalination plant? It is a
plant that will hang like a millstone around their
collective necks and on none more so than the neck of
the man who was Minister for Water but also minister
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for finance in the former Labor government, the
member for Lyndhurst. That is right, the person whose
great idea it was to create this big, expensive white
elephant was also the man in charge of the purse
strings — the man who was supposed to be in charge of
making sure Victorians got value for money.
As the Minister for Water in the coalition government
mentioned today, this Holding tax of $2 million a
day — because it is a holding tax; it is the tax that
Victorians now have to pay simply to keep the
desalination plant going, and it does not even account
for paying for the water that might come out of it —
will be something that Victorians will live with for a
generation to come, and they will not easily forget it.
Despite the constrained financial circumstances, this is
a very strong budget that delivers a lot of positives for
the people of Victoria, including those in my electorate.
Last week I was particularly pleased to make a
telephone call to the vice-president of Sunnyside
Kindergarten in East Malvern and announce that the
Baillieu coalition government had been able to provide
a funding grant of $300 000 towards its expansion. That
is $300 000 towards a $700 000 project which will be
delivered with support from the Stonnington council.
This is a terrific initiative for local families in my area.
Sunnyside is a great kindergarten. The project will in
effective allow the kindergarten to be doubled in size.
Given that there is a bit of a baby boom going on in
Stonnington, it is a terrific initiative and it will be a
piece of terrific infrastructure for local families.
The budget is also good in that it delivers $8 million for
a new, state-of-the-art fire station in the Malvern
electorate. The current fire station on Waverley Road is
the subject of a lease, and that lease is set to expire in
the next year or two. I am delighted that the
government has secured $8 million to ensure that when
a new site is appropriately located and goes through the
planning processes, the funding will be there to make
sure the people of Malvern and surrounding areas get a
state-of-the-art fire station.
I have visited the brave men and women down at
station no. 24. Something that was not apparent to me
until they took me through and explained what they do
is that not only do they protect our homes and
properties from fire but they often act in a first
responder capacity for medical emergencies. If you find
yourself suffering from medical trauma and your life is
at risk, it may well be the local fire station that sends
down its unit to keep you alive until it can get you to
hospital. The $8 million is a terrific investment in the
safety and wellbeing of those in the Malvern electorate,
and I congratulate the Deputy Premier.
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We are also seeing $200 000, as announced by the
Minister for Education, for a feasibility study into a
government secondary college in Stonnington. I
congratulate my colleague the member for Prahran for
his work on that as well. Certainly a lot of families in
the Stonnington area would like the option of sending
their children to a government secondary college. That
is not an option which exists at present. There is
Melbourne High, which is only for boys and only from
year 10 onwards. This option would be welcomed by
families, and we are pleased that the government now
has the money on the table to do the feasibility study.
I acknowledge also that $10.5 million is being delivered
for a major rebuild of Ashwood Secondary College,
where a number of families from my electorate send
their children. I pay tribute to the very hard work of the
member for Burwood, who has been instrumental in
making sure that money is delivered in this budget. It
really does go to show what you can achieve when you
have an energetic, young and active member for
Burwood, and isn’t he a breath of fresh air, Acting
Speaker?
In terms of some of the macro settings of the budget,
we have delivered a surplus of $155 million for the
forthcoming financial year. As importantly, we have
locked in Victoria’s AAA credit rating. Look at what
has happened in South Australia, where there has been
a long-term Labor government. Its debt, its spending,
its mismanagement and its waste have finally caught up
with it, and it has lost its AAA credit rating.
Queensland is in all sorts of bother. I acknowledge the
terrific efforts that Premier Campbell Newman and his
team are making to try to sort out the mess, but the
long-term mess left by former premiers Peter Beattie
and Anna Bligh has got Queensland into all sorts of
economic bother. Victoria can stand tall and proud. We
have locked in our AAA credit rating, and that
$155 million surplus in 2012–13 will rise to over
$2.5 billion in 2015–16, which is a terrific effort. I pay
tribute to the Treasurer for his great efforts in crafting
such a strong budget in difficult financial
circumstances.
An important issue to members of my electorate and, I
believe, to people in all electorates, is the $336 million
package for protecting vulnerable children. For my sins
I happened to be on duty at the table when the shadow
Treasurer was giving his budget reply. He kept talking
about the most vulnerable Victorians, but the one group
he failed to mention — the group I would have thought
would be the obvious candidates as the most vulnerable
Victorians — is that of our vulnerable kids who are in
danger because of their family circumstances. They are
the most vulnerable Victorians, and in a difficult budget

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

in challenging financial circumstances this government
has made the biggest investment in this state’s history
to protect those most vulnerable Victorians.
In my portfolio of energy and resources there is more
than $9 million for a package to facilitate low-emission
transition. We will see the carbon tax come in federally
on 1 July. We have already seen 200 jobs under review
at the Energy Brix briquette factory in the Latrobe
Valley. We are starting to see some of the negative
impacts of the carbon tax on the state of Victoria. The
Victorian government does not want to raise power
prices; we want to try to take the pressure off power
prices. We do not want to throw people in the energy
industry out of work; we want to try to keep them in
work. Even though we are swimming against the tide of
federal Labor’s policies, we will do what we can to
make sure we can keep the lights on. We can try to
keep people in work, and we can try to put downward
pressure on power prices where possible.
We also saw delivered the start of the $250 million state
government contribution towards implementing the
recommendations of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission and the Powerline Bushfire Safety
Taskforce. Members who lived through Black Saturday
would know the importance of making sure we
improve the safety of electrical assets in bushfire-prone
areas. We have made the hard decisions that the former
government squibbed out of. They were decisions that
the former government said should not be made and
recommendations of the bushfires royal commission
that they rejected. We said we would find a way to
implement them and do it in a sensible way, and that is
what we are doing.
It is disappointing to note that the federal government,
despite being asked to match the Victorian
government’s $250 million on a dollar-for-dollar basis,
has decided to deliver Victorians precisely nothing —
not one cent. When you think about the amount of
money that the federal government wastes almost daily,
the fact that it has refused to support Victoria — it has
refused to give us one single miserable dollar towards
improving the safety of those bushfire-prone electrical
assets — is an indictment of it.
This budget also delivers $150 million over four years
to fund the establishment of the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation. To put that in context, the
former government’s package for taking action on
problem gambling delivered much less than that. In fact
our package of funding for the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation represents a 41.5 per cent
increase in support for problem gambling treatment and
counselling, communications and advertising, and
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research. This government believes that the community
wants to see more done to tackle problem gambling,
and we are putting our money where our mouth is. I can
think of very few budget lines that get a 41.5 per cent
increase, but we are doing that with tackling problem
gambling.
In consumer affairs we have seen the delivery of
another coalition election commitment — that is, our 5star rating system for liquor licensees. With our demerit
point system we will be hitting quickly those who
decide to continually break the law in relation to
serving drunks, serving minors or having drunks or
minors on their premises. We have the stick there, and
it is a much bigger stick than previously existed, but we
also want to reward those good licensees — that vast
majority of responsible licensees who run a tight ship
and who do not serve kids or drunks and do not have
them on their premises. With our 5-star rating system
we will be delivering liquor licence fee cuts of between
5 and 10 per cent for sustained, continued good
performance and for avoiding any infringements in
relation to the service of alcohol to drunks or minors.
I believe this has been a very positive budget for the
people of Malvern. It has been a very positive budget
for the people of Victoria. It is one which I think is the
right budget for the times. These are challenging times,
but I am proud to say that I am a member of a
government that has risen to the challenge. We have
funded those areas that need to be funded. We have
found extra funding for the most vulnerable Victorians,
committed to the biggest infrastructure spend in this
state’s history and brought in WorkCover premium cuts
to make it easier for employers to employ. This is a
budget which is right for the times. It is a budget which
sets Victoria up for a stronger future, and I commend it
to the house.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I am grateful to
have the opportunity to speak on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012. Unfortunately I do not think that
there are too many opportunities for the people that I
represent contained within this budget. This budget is a
failure. They are not my words; they are the words of
the Treasurer. By his own admission and by his own
criteria his budget is a failure. The Treasurer said:
The budget is about driving economic activity, productivity
and jobs.

But at the same time the Baillieu-Ryan government’s
budget has delivered no jobs plan and the forecast for
employment growth is zero. In a way the budget is
about jobs, but unfortunately it is about losing them.
For example, more than 26 000 jobs have been lost
across regional Victoria since the Baillieu-Ryan
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government was elected. That is a hell of a lot of
families who will not see anything from the budget.
These are families in which a member has lost their job
and they cannot be hopeful of getting another one as
there is zero jobs growth. The reason for this is
simple — there is no jobs plan and no growth forecast
at all for employment.
This budget is apparently about jobs and apparently
about productivity, yet it raises the number of public
servants to lose their jobs to 4200. Again I say that is
4200 families who will have one less member working.
One less member will be helping to contribute towards
the mortgage, to pay the bills, to buy the food and to
pay the school fees. It is also going to be a whole lot of
people who will not be using our local services.
These cuts to the public service are going to hit Ballarat
very hard. In fact I think this is going to hit Ballarat a
lot harder than it will metropolitan centres. I think there
will be disproportionate effect on Ballarat because we
have the Glass House there. We have a number of
regional offices located in my city. There is a higher
proportion of people working in the public service in
Ballarat than in Melbourne. Consequently I am really
worried about the future of the Ballarat economy when
hundreds of jobs will be lost from the city of Ballarat.
The effect of the cuts will be harsh, and they will hurt
families. Despite what the government says, they will
impact on services — services will be reduced.
These 4200 jobs do not include the jobs that will go as a
result of the TAFE cuts. I want the house to know that
it is estimated that up to 100 jobs at the University of
Ballarat will go, and it could be more. These are jobs
that the university does not want to cut, but it will be
forced to because of the state budget.
I will return to the topic of TAFE later, but I want to
touch on a couple of other matters in my area that I
think are important, the first being Eureka Stadium. We
all know the economic value of AFL games, and as I
have mentioned in this house before, as has the Deputy
Premier, this is no more so than in regional centres, yet
there is no money in this budget for the redevelopment
of Eureka Stadium as a sports and entertainment
precinct. The Baillieu government has chosen not to
invest in Eureka Stadium, which will be a
disappointment for more than 20 local organisations
that have been working towards the upgrade of this
sports and entertainment precinct. It will also be a
disappointment to the people who would have been
employed on that project.
I would like to talk about the first home bonus. Rather
than supporting jobs in Ballarat, the Baillieu
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government is winding back support for construction of
new homes by scrapping the first home bonus and of
course by sacking public servants as well. The first
home bonus not only provided support for first home
owners who purchased newly constructed homes but
also created thousands of jobs across the state. Ending
the bonus will hurt families and destroy construction
jobs. I have heard that there is already a local downturn
in new home construction, and I am concerned that the
decision will further impact on construction jobs,
particularly in my area.
In terms of families, the bonus was the difference
between building and not building. It was the difference
between construction jobs and unemployment. It was
also sometimes the difference between a couple settling
down and starting a family and that couple deciding to
wait.
I will spend a bit of time talking about education. It is a
topic that is dear to my heart; I really believe in
education. I will start by quoting an opinion piece in the
Age entitled ‘Baillieu’s education cuts hurt those who
most need help’. It says:
If you were to choose just one weapon to fight entrenched
disadvantage, the sort of grinding poverty and unemployment
that passes from one generation to another, that weapon
would be education. Study after study confirms that education
opens doors — to jobs, higher incomes and even better
health.

I believe that to be absolutely true, and that is why I
cannot comprehend these unprecedented cuts to
education. I do not get why the government would
attack education. For example, the School Start bonus
is gone. It was means tested to target the most
vulnerable families in our community last year, and it is
gone this year.
I turn now to the education maintenance allowance,
which was attached to families and given to schools.
That school component is gone. I do not know if the
government understands or comprehends what that
actually means to families and schools. The elimination
of the School Start bonus and the slashing of the
education maintenance allowance are two cruel blows,
and they will affect the most vulnerable families in our
community.
I worry about the schools in my community that will be
affected the most, like Delacombe Primary School. It is
a fantastic school, and like most schools it has
amazingly dedicated teachers and support staff who go
out of their way to give all students an innovative,
accessible, fair and just educational and developmental
experience. At Delacombe Primary School 80 per cent
of the students are budgeted to receive the education

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

maintenance allowance. That goes towards materials
and supplies, swimming lessons and the Stephanie
Alexander kitchen garden program. Like most other
schools in my electorate, the school has made
considered decisions to ensure that all children have
access to the same experiences regardless of their
challenges or circumstances.
This cruel cut has the capacity to divide a school into
the haves and the have-nots. I can only imagine what
that would do to a child’s capacity to learn and develop
and how that would shape them into adulthood. I try to
imagine how a child would feel walking into a school
knowing that due to circumstances outside their realm
of control they are not entitled to engage in the same
opportunities and curriculum as some of the students at
other schools. I understand that schools will do
everything they can to prevent that from happening, but
it is just one more hard thing they have to do.
My daughter went to Ballarat High School. It is a great
school. Those at the school estimate that this recent
state budget will wipe $70 000 from their budget. That
is money that supports students with excursions, books,
guest speakers and trips. Like the vicious cuts to VCAL
(Victorian certificate of applied learning), this will also
affect the most vulnerable students at that school.
I would like to turn to TAFE and the $20 million that
has been ripped out of the University of Ballarat and
our economy. That is $20 million that is not going to go
to salaries or assisting young mums, unemployed
people, carers, people with disabilities or engaging
older men in education and moving them towards an
employment or further education pathway. It is also not
going to go towards supporting our local businesses,
suppliers, schools, community groups, churches or any
other local group that upwards of 100 people — which
is the number that it seems will lose their jobs —
frequent and support. That is absolutely devastating for
my community.
I would also like to take this opportunity to express
some thoughts from the people who have contacted me
about TAFE. One constituent writes:
I am in my second year of TAFE and hope to go out into
industry next year. You are not only destroying TAFE by
cutting costs, you are destroying industry too.
Industry needs TAFE. What do you think is going to happen
in five years time when there is a skills shortage?
…
I am disgusted with the Baillieu government over the
unfolding disaster for TAFE.

Another writes:
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I work in tertiary education as an arts lecturer. I am dismayed
that the government I voted for has decided to blindly and,
dare I say it, naively slash the funding for TAFE and, as a
result, knowingly ruin the TAFE sector … on Friday I
witnessed the devastating effect that the cuts had on our
TAFE sector with the University of Ballarat being forced to
slash many of its courses. At the arts academy we have one
course left in TAFE. Gone is fine art, the music, the live
production. Gone is the only access to cultural development
that many of our local community had access to.
I wonder what experience Mr Baillieu or any members of his
family have had? I doubt any. I cannot believe that had he
witnessed firsthand the joy of the adult woman who trained to
get back to work after having her family. The special-needs
youth who for the first time felt a feeling of success as they
developed their film in photography? Are these people not
worthy of opportunity?

I could go on; I have been inundated with emails, as I
am sure every single member of this house has been.
I think there is an argument around the principle of this
decision. It is the principle of being a Victorian that I
want to talk about. Victorians look people whose lives
they have affected in the face. They do not go scurrying
around, avoiding the people they have made decisions
about. Last week there were four ministers in Ballarat,
including the Treasurer. The Treasurer had every
opportunity to meet with TAFE staff and students,
whom he had chosen to attack through the cuts. He had
every opportunity to look those people in the eye and
defend his decision and choice; they were just
downstairs. That is what he should have done. That is
what Victorians do; they defend their decisions to the
very people that those decisions affect — but not this
Treasurer. He was too gutless to look people in the face
and explain the choices he has made. How dare he treat
the people I represent with such contempt! They
obviously do not matter to him.
A member for Western Victoria Region in the other
place, Simon Ramsay, had the audacity to say ‘the party
is over’ when referring to the TAFE cuts. I spoke to
somebody at the University of Ballarat’s SMB campus,
formerly the School of Mines Ballarat, last week, who
said the overwhelming feeling of grief down there was
wearing him down. If Simon Ramsay ever set foot on
that campus, he would realise there is not a lot of
celebrating there. Perhaps he could think about it on the
long drive from Warrnambool to Ballarat sometime. At
least his colleague the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills had a sudden flash of decency and
apologised about the cuts; however, he then took it
back. He should apologise, and he should keep
apologising, and in between apologies he should turn to
the Premier and ask him to reinstate the funding,
because that is what should happen.
I believe the Premier is going to be in Ballarat on
15 June, and I call on him in his capacity as not only
Premier but Minister for the Arts to meet with the

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2566

ASSEMBLY

teachers and students of the arts faculty. I call on him to
look them in the eye — as Minister for the Arts and as
Premier — and explain to them why they are no longer
worthwhile or relevant. He can explain why the
diploma of ceramics and its staff and students are no
longer worthwhile or relevant. He can explain why the
certificate II in engineering/production technology and
its staff and students are no longer worthwhile and
relevant, and he can explain the same about the
advanced diploma of music and its staff and students.
He can explain why the certificate IV in music and its
staff and students are no longer worthwhile or relevant,
why the certificate IV in visual arts and contemporary
craft and its staff and students are no longer worthwhile
or relevant and also why the diploma of visual art and
its staff and students are no longer worthwhile and
relevant. Then all the TAFE staff and students — all
those who benefit from TAFE in our local economy —
can explain to the Premier why he is no longer
worthwhile or relevant and why he no longer deserves
to be Minister for the Arts.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — It has been
said that socialism is a good idea until they run out of
your money. Over the last decade in Victoria we have
seen revenues increase by 6.9 per cent and outlays or
expenditure increase by some 7.3 per cent, which has
clearly been an unsustainable position.
When I was first elected to this place unemployment
was running at the rate of 11.3 per cent. The Labor
Party had been in office in this state for years, and in
Canberra the Labor Party had been in office for an
equivalent period; it was 9 years and 10 years
respectively. What did I see, going from house to house
and door to door? I saw the despair of people who were
not able to get work. I saw the despair of migrant
families who were sending their children back overseas
to find employment and to capitalise upon the tertiary
education studies they had undertaken. I saw businesses
that were struggling.
As I look across the landscape of the Sandringham
electorate today I see a number of businesses which
were once strong manufacturers in my electorate and
which performed work that has now been transferred
overseas. There was Johns Perry, which at times
employed more than 300 people at a structural steel
plant and a lift division in Bay Road, Sandringham.
There was Gale Australia, which has relocated to
another suburb in a changing economic environment.
There was T. E. D. Engineering Group, started by a
Hungarian migrant who came to Australia with his
hopes, his suitcase, his hands and a preparedness to
work and who ended up owning the factory where he
started work and doing the design tooling for the
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Boeing 777 for Boeing in Seattle; the manufacturing
was undertaken in Melbourne and the parts were
transferred to Seattle.
These were examples of enterprise and achievement
that were also delivered from a low-energy cost base
that enabled the Moorabbin district of Victoria to be the
manufacturing hub of the Southern Hemisphere, built
upon a cheap source of energy. As we move forward
we see that a range of imposts are being imposed on
Australian industry, in particular in Victoria, which has
a large reserve of cheaper energy, with a carbon tax set
to kick in that will be just another cost burden with no
net environmental outcome in terms of global concerns.
This is something I have taken a position on in this
chamber for a long time now. Unilateral action taken by
this nation with no net impact on the global
environment is folly at its best and folly at its worst.
The impact on workers who will lose their jobs through
the movement offshore of Australian manufacturing
will extend the unemployment queues and reduce the
light work horizons of many Australian workers.
When I first entered this place there was the rhetoric of
Treasurers — ‘This is the dawn of a new economic
golden age’, ‘This is a budget that will bring home the
bacon’, ‘I will not let there be a recession’, ‘With
myself at the levers there will be a soft economic
landing’ and then, later on, ‘This is the recession we
had to have’. There was a lot of Don Watson and other
speechwriters in those Treasury addresses, but for my
electorate the reality translated as a very high
unemployment level and a disregard for the realities of
the conduct of business. The current Victorian budget is
in the context, I might add, of some difficult global
circumstances that the Australian nation and the
Victorian government confront. There is also the
position of reduced federal GST returns to Victoria and
the position of reduced tax revenues coming to the state
through stamp duties and land tax due to changing
economic conditions.
The government has had a focus on generating a
balanced budget. A number of people may not
necessarily understand the importance of a balanced
budget — why not borrow more money? The answer to
that question is that if you borrow more money, there is
more by way of debt to repay, which ultimately reduces
the money available to spend on health and education.
When I first came to this place one of the highest
commitments in the Victorian state budget in the
1992–93 period was the interest bill on borrowings. It
consumed more than most of the other heads of
economic expenditure in this state, which transferred
the burden onto another generation. Under the wise

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

leadership of the state Treasurer and the Minister for
Finance there has been a focus on returning the budget
to a position of surplus. It gives us the economic
flexibility to move laterally to provide for better
outcomes and no obligation to repay debt this year, next
year and into future years as far as the economic
conditions will provide.
Another aspect of the Victorian government’s focus is
improving productivity. If Australia is to remain
competitive as a nation, it has to provide onshore jobs.
It needs to be improving not just at the rate of its
competitors but at a rate greater than its competitors if it
is to remain competitive in the marketplace. The
government has an ongoing commitment to improving
productivity and doing things better so we can maintain
improved methods and processes of production in the
manufacturing sector through low energy costs. We can
provide real jobs rather than artificial job creation
schemes, which was a feature of the local economy
20 years ago.
A third aspect of the focus of the Victorian government
is to build export markets. That will stand as one of the
greatest leverage achievements of the Baillieu
government — that is, its move to look at external
opportunities to facilitate and leverage local businesses
that on their own may not have the capacity to enter an
export market due to the cost. Through the synergy
between government and the private sector working
together, good outcomes can be built.
Recently I met someone from a small business in my
electorate who had been on a trade mission to the
Middle East. He was full of praise for the good work of
the Baillieu government in the assistance that had been
given to him, which was generating good work
opportunities. There are the established outcomes of the
trade mission to India, and there is the forthcoming
trade mission to China. It is through that active
engagement that there will be scope to provide stronger
horizons for Australian industry if we remain footloose
and flexible, if we have a low production cost base and
if we look at innovation and how we can do things
better as a state and as a nation.
The suburb of Sunshine was named after the Sunshine
combine harvester, which was a product developed
through the vision, creativity and imagination of
H. V. McKay. At one point he employed 3000 people
in the suburb of Sunshine. During a drought period they
had manufactured goods but there was no market for
them. There was not the resource base 108 years ago
for the Australian marketplace to take on board that
equipment, so H. V. McKay sent his brother to
Argentina on a ship with a range of machines so that he
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could use his enterprise and innovation to keep the
business operation going. He made a great contribution
to the employment base of Victoria in his day.
I will focus on some key items in relation to local
budget initiatives. One of them is the $155 million that
has been committed to work on the Dingley bypass that
will link two major manufacturing hubs — that is, those
hubs in the Moorabbin precinct and in Dandenong. This
is an investment for the future that will facilitate traffic
movement, redirect a volume of traffic off suburban
streets, which cope despite peak demand, and provide
greater efficiencies in the city of Melbourne.
A number of members in this chamber had the privilege
of being on deck during the Kennett years when
CityLink was developed and the Bolte Bridge was
constructed. That has been of enormous benefit to
Victoria in facilitating the movement of freight goods
and individuals across Melbourne, one of the great
cities of the world. The Dingley bypass investment will
be a great boon, and it forms part of a record level of
infrastructure expenditure in Victoria. A record level of
infrastructure expenditure in this state is being
undertaken in strategic projects and programs.
The next matter I will focus on involves a number of
commitments that were made at the last state election.
Firstly, it was said that a future Liberal government
would reopen the New Street, Brighton, railway gates.
That might be best described as a work in progress, and
there is an allocation for it in the current budget. The
next issue relates to the traffic lights operating at the
corner of Nepean Highway and Bay Road, where
millions of dollars have been extracted from the local
community and small businesses. The fulfilment of the
promise involved a review being undertaken of the
operation of that set of traffic lights.
Late last year legislation which was passed by members
of this chamber enabled the appointment of a new road
safety camera commissioner. More work will be
undertaken in relation to that particular issue. I note for
the record and say in passing that in relation to the
unusual flow of information involving statistics about
fines relating to the period before the last state election
of 2010 I look forward to the road safety camera
commissioner providing a good analysis of the reasons
why there has been a change in the outcome.
The other day I was at a local school council meeting.
We discussed educational resources in the district.
Sandringham College needs some good attention. The
coalition government committed some $6 million of
investment and reinvestment in Sandringham College,
which has three campuses. I look forward to that money
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being delivered on the ground once a master plan has
been finalised and pedagogy has been developed that
will best suit the three campuses located locally in
Highett, Sandringham and Beaumaris. That will be an
important investment.
It is also worth noting that for three-quarters of the last
30 years or so Labor governments have been in office.
When I visited a school in Coburg, which is in a Labor
heartland electorate, a number of years ago I found it
quite remarkable and staggering to see walls that had
been punched in, downpipes that had rusted and weeds
that had grown out of the spouting. This was an
educational setting that was the responsibility and in the
jurisdiction of a Labor government for over a decade. It
was a shocking learning environment. There is arguably
meant to be a strong correlation between the quality of
a built environment and student learning outcomes, yet
that school in Coburg was in an appalling condition.
Much work still needs to be done on Victorian schools
due to the maintenance backlog in this state to bring
them up to a good standard that provides the best
possible learning environment for Victorian students. I
look forward to that future investment taking place.
There is also an investment proposed for the Southland
station, and there have been a number of projects that
have already been delivered, including the maintenance
and refurbishment of the Sandringham Primary School
sports area, with the regrassing and upgrading of the
playing area to a value of $95 000. There have been
some road safety treatments in Bay Road,
Sandringham, to the value of $250 000, improving
safety in the proximity of a local shopping centre and a
local school.
There has been a recent commitment by the Minister
for Roads to reduce the speed zone near two major
schools in the area, Sandringham East Primary School
and Sandringham College, for a modest expenditure.
This will reduce the speed during school
commencement and conclusion times to 40 kilometres
per hour, which was a request that was put to the
former Labor government. What happened to that
request? It was declined. The request was resubmitted
to the current Minister for Public Transport, and a
cogent case was presented — the good work of keenminded parents who were concerned about incidents at
this crossing — and the minister resolved that this was
something we could do something about. This work
will be completed shortly, giving great security to
people in the local area.
There has been the recent announcement in relation to
the Livingston Kindergarten in Highett of some
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$230 000 to convert and upgrade this fine learning
precinct for young children. There is also the
$1.6 million that has been contributed to the Southern
Mental Health Association for intensive home-based
outreach to be supported over a four-year period for the
first time in this area.
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012 and to condemn
the Baillieu-Ryan government for its lack of
recognition, respect and provision of opportunities for
Victorians, in particular for residents of the western
suburbs.
The handing down of the budget is a time for the
government to work towards a vision for a better
Victoria. However, this budget demonstrates yet again
that the Baillieu government has no such vision. We
have already heard that the Premier cannot see beyond
his own front door, and sure enough the government
has presented Victorians with a blind budget — blind to
the suffering of thousands of Victorians who have lost
or are at risk of losing their jobs, blind to Victorian
students, including disadvantaged learners, seeking
alternative pathways to skills training, blind to our skills
shortage across the state and blind to the needs of our
commuters and to many other vulnerable members of
the community.
In a previous life, before politics, I was the assistant
secretary of the Victorian Trades Hall Council, and I
had the great honour of negotiating the first enterprise
bargaining agreement of the Blind Workers Union of
Victoria. Those blind workers negotiated for a good
10 months before we got an enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA), and I have to say that they were very
happy to be able to vote on their working conditions.
As a young person at the time, I went in there to put the
EBA to the vote and asked for a show of hands. The
result was unanimously in favour; however, when I
recorded the result there was a big uproar from the
crowd because they could not see each other vote. They
were visually impaired, so we had to recall the vote and
ask for the voices to carry that vote.
The reason I tell that story is because it is the voices of
Victorians that this government will hear at the next
election as a result of this last budget and budgets to
come, which I assume will continue to rip the heart out
of support for those most in need in our state. The
message that can be taken away from this budget is that
the Baillieu government has its eyes and ears closed to
the needs of Victorians.
I stand before Parliament today to lend members of the
Baillieu government a little bit of my own eyesight and
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to tell them what I am seeing and hearing about the
budget around the place and in my electorate. In terms
of the economy and employment, the Baillieu
government has been blaming its heartless budget cuts
on Labor’s legacy in tough economic times. I would
like to set the record straight about our actual
achievements during government: we maintained
Victoria’s AAA credit rating; every budget delivered
during our time in office had a strong operating surplus;
and net debt under Labor fell from 2.9 per cent when it
came into office to 2.5 per cent when it left office.
Payroll tax was cut from 5.7 per cent to 4.9 per cent,
creating the lowest payroll tax rate in Victoria for
36 years. Under Labor, Victoria had six WorkCover
premium rate reductions.
Contrasting this with the past two years of the
coalition’s economic record since taking office, under
the coalition net debt will be higher than it was ever
forecast to be under Labor, debt will more than double
and the operating surplus will be lower than it ever was
under Labor. Under the coalition more money will be
collected in fees and fines than was ever collected
under Labor.
The government’s own budget reveals that economic
growth has fallen from 3 per cent to 1.5 per cent. Whilst
the government claims it cannot control external
economic events, it can control how it responds to
them. That is a sign of leadership. It has long been
acknowledged by dominant schools of economic
thought that government austerity measures are not an
appropriate response to a slowing economy. The
government needs to be investing responsibly,
particularly in jobs, skills, job creation and job security.
Under Labor, Victoria had the highest jobs growth in
Australia. In the last 12 months of the Labor
government, the Victorian economy grew by
100 000 jobs, with 92 per cent of full-time jobs created
in Australia created here in Victoria. That has not been
the case in the previous two years. In its first budget the
coalition predicted that it would create between 50 000
and 55 000 new jobs each year. That has clearly not
been achieved. Instead, in 2011, 17 000 Victorians lost
their jobs.
Jobs are important not only for the economy and the
wellbeing of the state but also for families, particularly
in the western suburbs, where one job-holder can
support the entire family. Most Victorians are wanting
to earn a living to support their families and to
contribute to their community through employment.
One example of this is one of my constituents who
came to see me earlier this year. He worked in the car
manufacturing industry. He was close to tears, begging

2569

for support to ensure that his job continued so that he
could keep supporting his family and, most
importantly, his son while he is at school and into the
future. He wanted to put him through medical school.
He was doing extremely well and would have a bright
future as a doctor, which I hope will still be the case. It
was clear that the emotional and psychological impact
of job uncertainty was falling heavily upon his
shoulders. His sense of self-worth and security
depended so much on his job.
Why, then, has the government been inactive on job
losses? There have been more job losses in Victoria
than in any other state, particularly at the ANZ bank.
There have been more job losses with the collapse of
Hastie Group, and jobs have gone from Toyota and O-I
Australia as well as Qantas maintenance jobs being lost
from Tullamarine to Brisbane and Hong Kong.
There has also been a lack of support for small business
and franchisees. In just the past few months in
particular I have had come into my office numerous
franchisees who bought into their businesses in the past
few years and have been caught in the cycle of debt.
Some have borrowed up to $150 000 or $200 000 and
are now working for salaries of $8000 to $10 000 a year
because they cannot get out of their businesses. They
are trapped, and there is no other employment for them
to go to, even if they were to suffer the debt that they
are now facing.
Unemployment is now at 5.8 per cent, higher than in
any state in mainland Australia. We also have
extremely high rates of youth unemployment. Currently
the Calder catchment area has a higher rate of youth
unemployment than the city of Manchester in the UK
or Detroit in the US. There are also worryingly high
levels of unemployment linked to the lack of
commitment to VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied
learning) and TAFE funding. The data from the
commonwealth Department of Education, Employment
and Workplace Relations shows that the increase in
unemployment in Keilor is now up to 16 per cent from
December 2010 to December 2011, well above the state
averages.
However, not only has this government been inactive
on saving jobs and creating jobs, it has been actively
sabotaging employment by slashing thousands of jobs
from the public sector. In addition to this we are now
under the threat of losing thousands of TAFE jobs.
Certainly hundreds of jobs will be lost at the local
TAFE in my electorate, Victoria University, St Albans.
As recently as today I was briefed that potentially up to
106 courses will be cut because of the TAFE funding
cuts in this budget. Those 106 courses ran very well,
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were very well attended and were popular over the last
few years. For the courses that will remain there will be
a threefold increase in course fees. For example, for a
course that may have cost $2500 in the past, in the next
financial year students will face an increase of $6500
on top of that basic amount, which many have struggled
to even find in the first place to enter the TAFE system.
Compounding all of this are the devastating cuts to
VCAL amounting to $48 million, which adds to the
$290 million taken out of TAFE budgets. There is no
acknowledgement of the skills shortage we have in
Victoria. I have many a resident coming to see me
complaining that they cannot get a tradesman to even
turn up at their house. Nothing compounded this issue
more than the storm and hailstorm damage that we
received in the Keilor electorate on Christmas Day last
year, when 20 000 homes were damaged, millions of
roof tiles were smashed and ceilings collapsed. To this
day we have hundreds of homes that still have
tarpaulins on the roof.
The homeowners have not been able to get tradesmen
out to fix either their plastering or their roofing. In some
cases there are families who, since Christmas Day, have
been living with faulty electricity. There is nothing
more stark than going through a devastating event like
the hailstorm disaster that hit the western suburbs on
Christmas Day to show just how poignant the issue of
skill shortages is in Victoria, particularly in the trade
areas, when even six months down the track after a
disaster you cannot get a tradesman to fix your home. I
should just add that there are around 300 families in the
electorate of Keilor that are still unable to move back
into their homes since that storm because it is taking so
long to repair them due to the lack of availability of
tradesmen.
Premier Baillieu has also reneged on his pledge to make
Victorian teachers the best paid in Australia. I think this
matter will come to a head tomorrow, but certainly in
the schools I have been visiting over the last few
months this is something that constantly comes up. It
even came up when I addressed a footy club a couple of
weeks ago. I was asked whether this government will
commit to respecting teachers by making them the best
paid in Australia. Of course the reality is that whilst this
government has been in place our teachers’ pay has
slipped back. In fact if you were to become a teacher
today in Victoria, you would be tempted to look
towards New South Wales because the chances are you
could get about two grand more than you can here in
Victoria, and even more if you go to Western Australia.
But for many teachers it is an issue of respect and
acknowledgement of the hard and amazing work that
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they do every day in our classrooms. The reality is that
for the primary school years in particular our teachers
spend more time during the day with children than their
parents get to spend with them, particularly working
parents. It is those teachers who deserve to have the
inspiration of a well-supported career and the respect of
the state government; they deserve to be honoured by
being given what they were promised in the lead-up to
the last election — that is, a decent pay increase.
Also in this budget we have seen the cuts to the early
completion bonus support for businesses to employ
apprentices, which is a key initiative that has helped
apprentices throughout Melbourne’s west gain skills
and the necessary connections to secure a future career.
In summarising, I would like to talk a little bit about
what was offered to the Keilor electorate in
Melbourne’s outer western suburbs. I should just put
this in context: the lack of action and investment
through this year’s and last year’s budgets is
compounded by the fact that the western suburbs of
Melbourne have the fastest growing population not
only in the whole of Victoria but also the whole of
Australia. The areas of Melton and Wyndham are the
two fastest growing local government areas in the
nation. The Liberal Party’s budget papers reveal that
metropolitan bus patronage for the area grew by 16 per
cent in the last 12 months, with further patronage to
come of about 6 per cent over the next year. However,
we did not see one single new bus in the western
suburbs to accommodate this growth or the current
need.
In my electorate we did not see any new major
infrastructure projects. We did not see a single new bus
nor any increase in job security. There are fewer jobs
available and there have been cuts to the most
important community providers at the expense of the
significantly disadvantaged in my area.
The starkest lie that came out of this budget is a claim
that $15.1 million is being delivered for an intensive
care unit at Sunshine Hospital when in fact the detail in
the budget papers shows that only $3 million has been
committed. That did not stop Bernie Finn, a member
for Western Metropolitan Region in the other place,
from going out there.
The Baillieu government has no vision for the state of
Victoria. It has its eyes and ears closed to the Victorian
public. Rather than building or supporting the Victorian
community, the government’s appropriation bill is
simply dismantling everything that keeps Victoria and
Australia strong and that makes us the wonderful state
that we are.
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Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012. The 2012–13 budget has been
very much shaped by the economic challenges that we
face, the economic challenges of the present. However,
its focus is on securing the future, and that is what
important for Victorians. We need to look back to
recognise why we are where we are today, but we very
much need to focus on what is important for Victorians
for the future.
Victoria’s challenges are very real and they are
substantial. Global and national economic factors have
resulted in a softer economy and a significant reduction
in government revenue. These forces are placing real
pressure on Victorian businesses and families and on
the government’s capacity to meet community needs.
The government cannot and will not ignore these
realities, but nor can we afford to passively accept
them.
The budget sets out a clear plan to meet these
challenges and position Victoria to take full advantage
of the current and future opportunities. The budget is
about driving economic activity, productivity and jobs.
It is about rebuilding the state’s finances, which were
badly managed for 11 long, dark years under the
previous Labor government. It is about investing in
state infrastructure, enhancing front-line services,
taking new measures to protect the most vulnerable
Victorians and meeting the community’s needs in
health, education and community safety. To me this is a
very responsible and necessary approach, and as a state
and as a community we will be defined not by the
challenges we face but by the collective actions we take
as we approach them and deal with them.
However, in dealing with them and facing them we
need to reflect on the legacy that Labor has left us, the
financial mess that Victoria is now dealing with and we
as the government here in Victoria are dealing with.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr BLACKWOOD — A budget surplus based on
$13 billion, for example, flowing in from federal
coffers between 2008 and 2011, so do not talk about a
budget surplus.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BLACKWOOD — Over the decade to
2010–11 expenditure growth averaged 7.3 per cent a
year. Revenue growth averaged 6.9 per cent. We were
going downhill big time very quickly — going
downhill for 11 years. Between 2008 and 2010 an
increasing share of the annual capital spend was being
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funded from additional borrowing. A number of
projects faced significant cost overruns. Billions of
dollars were wasted, money that could have been spent
much better and much more wisely.
It is simply not an option for Victoria to continue down
this course, and that is exactly what the Treasurer has
dealt with in the way he has structured this budget. If
spending growth had continued at Labor’s levels over
the last decade, we would today be looking at an
operating deficit for the 2012–13 year of $4 billion. Net
debt would rise to almost $60 billion in just four years
time. This would be completely unsustainable,
irresponsible and inconsistent with a AAA credit rating.
I remind the opposition that the AAA credit rating is
being maintained because of the sustainable measures
the Treasurer has taken in last year’s budget and again
in this year’s budget. It would undermine the
government’s capacity to fund infrastructure, schools,
transport, hospitals and police if it were not able to
maintain that AAA credit rating.
Federal Labor’s unfair treatment of Victoria over the
distribution of GST means that there is less money to
fund infrastructure, key programs and community
needs. However, in spite of that, the coalition
government has delivered a budget that will drive
economic growth, generate jobs and deliver major
infrastructure projects and improved community
services.
In that context I reflect on rural and regional Victoria.
The coalition government is committed to investing in
and growing rural and regional Victoria to create new
prosperity, more opportunities and a better quality of
life. The regions account for a quarter of the state’s
economic output or around $71 billion a year. The high
Australian dollar has impacted on Victoria’s export
industries, including primary production and
manufacturing, which have a significant presence in
rural and regional Victoria. In fact in my area of
Victoria they play a major part in Victoria’s biggest
export, which is dairy products.
The 2012–13 budget builds on the significant
investment made by the government over the past year
and delivers on important new infrastructure projects,
including $42.2 million for the Western Highway,
$35.5 million for the Ballarat western link road and
additional regional rolling stock. This budget delivers a
record state infrastructure spend, as I have just touched
on. A record $5.8 billion state infrastructure program is
part of the 2012–13 budget.
Highlights of the transport and logistics program
include $350 million to be spent over four years to
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remove level crossings at Springvale Road, Springvale,
and Mitcham Road and Rooks Road, Mitcham, and to
construct premium railway stations and associated
facilities; $156 million for the next stage of the Dingley
bypass; $66 million to build the Koo Wee Rup bypass;
$49 million to duplicate Narre Warren-Cranbourne
Road between Pound Road and Thompsons Road;
$38 million to build the Ballarat western link road;
$42 million to continue the duplication of the Western
Highway between Beaufort and Buangor; $172 million
for rail maintenance for the regional freight and
passenger network; and acquiring additional carriages
to provide V/Line with a standard fleet of three-car
trains.
The coalition is also investing in planning and
development work for the east–west link, Melbourne
Metro rail project and development of Hastings as a
container port. Speaking of ports, there is the
development of a container terminal at Webb Dock,
funded by the Port of Melbourne Corporation and the
private sector.
The infrastructure program also includes $670 million
for the construction of a new 500-bed male prison at
Ravenhall and an additional 395 prison beds at existing
facilities, as well as $54 million to increase the capacity
of youth justice centres; $364 million for hospitals and
aged-care services, including $93 million to redevelop
the Geelong Hospital and to establish an integrated
cancer centre at the hospital, $40 million to redevelop
the emergency department of Frankston Hospital and
$46 million for a helipad and additional beds at the
Ballarat hospital; $200 million to build new schools and
upgrade existing campuses across Victoria; and
$49 million to upgrade infrastructure to accommodate
increased numbers of police and protective services
officers.
It is very important to the coalition to ease the cost of
living pressures on all Victorians wherever possible. In
response to growing cost of living pressures we are
delivering responsible and necessary support to protect
more vulnerable Victorians than ever before. Next year
35 000 additional households will access electricity
concessions, an extra 25 000 households will get water
and sewerage concessions, and more than
111 additional households will receive concessions for
municipal rates and charges. We have increased
funding for concessions to $647.1 million in this
coming financial year, in contrast to the $493 million in
Labor’s last budget.
The national disability insurance scheme is, once again,
a project that Victoria has taken the lead on, offering to
auspice the scheme here in Victoria and to push it at a
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national level. The central feature of the disability
budget package is a boost of $38 million to deliver up
to 400 new individual support packages. The coalition
government will also continue to deliver new and
innovative supported accommodation places for people
with a disability as a result of the $20.1 million over
four years provided in last year’s budget. This is further
to the recent announcement of more than $14 million
over four years from the coalition government for the
ongoing operation costs of 53 new accommodation
places to complement capital funding secured from the
commonwealth.
Regional infrastructure, which is so important to
country Victoria, is also a feature of the current
coalition government’s focus through the Regional
Growth Fund and other initiatives that we have
introduced. The budget delivered major investments in
key transport infrastructure and agricultural research
and development, as well as better hospitals and
schools and community safety initiatives for the
regions.
Key budget projects include $171.9 million for major
periodic maintenance of the regional rail network to
assist train reliability and passenger comfort. That is so
important for my area, because many families use the
rail system to commute to Melbourne to work and to
carry out other activities. The patronage on that line has
increased by well over 100 per cent in the last three
years. There is also a multimillion-dollar commitment
to purchase rail carriages to improve the capacity of our
regional services, $10 million over the next two years to
encourage the use of rail and freight to relieve road
congestion, $20.6 million to implement the second
phase of the coalition’s bushfire buyback scheme and
$2 million for the development of community fire
refuges in areas where there is no suitable
neighbourhood safer place location.
There is $10.4 million over four years for the
establishment of a vulnerable person’s register to help
equip local councils with the resources needed to
identify vulnerable people in the community in
emergency situations. In Gippsland, which is so
important to me, in terms of infrastructure spending we
have $10 million for the modernisation of the
Bairnsdale Secondary College, $7.5 million for the
modernisation of Mirboo North Secondary College and
$10.7 million to further improve the Warragul railway
station, and I will talk more about that a bit later. There
is also funding for overtaking lanes on the Strzelecki
and Hyland highways; a new multidisciplinary centre
for Latrobe Valley to improve responses to sexual
assault, which is a fantastic initiative; and the provision
of extra early childhood development workers.
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Also very important is the way we respond to the needs
of our small business community. WorkCover
premiums are one of the more difficult and pivotal
pressure points that small businesses face. Bear in mind
that small business is the biggest employer in Victoria.
WorkCover premiums are one of those cost imposts
that are sometimes very difficult pressure points for
small businesses. The Minister for Finance in his
wisdom decided to look at this in the budget, and he has
decided to decrease the average insurance rate for
WorkCover premiums by 3 per cent. That does not
sound like a lot, but in terms of the impact and the
pressure relief for small business it is significant, and it
will go a long way towards assisting small business
through this difficult economic period we are entering
into.
Senior Victorians are also very important to the
coalition, and there are significant measures in the
budget for them. For example, there is an additional
$72 million over the next four years for home and
community care services. That is to help keep senior
Victorians living independently in the community for as
long as possible.
In terms of the bushfire commitments that we are
honouring, and a lot of them are based on what came
out of the final report of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission, there is $20.6 million to be
allocated in the second phase of the bushfire buyback
scheme and $2 million for neighbourhood safer places,
which are very important to many communities in my
region.
In terms of our emergency services, which are very
important on the back of the bushfires and the floods
that we are again experiencing, there is significant
funding to assist them to continue in the great work that
they do and ensure that they can deal with the issues
that come before them as we go forward. As I said,
right at the moment we are experiencing significant
flood situations in Gippsland and East Gippsland in
particular.
I also mentioned the investment in transport in the
budget. I mentioned the Warragul railway station
precinct. That was a pre-election commitment —
$10.7 million for the upgrade of the Warragul railway
station precinct, which includes as part of that precinct
the car park and also a third rail crossing in the same
area. The $10.7 million is for the railway station car
park and works associated with that. It is very important
for the economy and the business community of
Warragul for that to happen.
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In closing, I indicate that we are facing very
challenging economic times, but this budget has
delivered on our pre-election commitments, and in
particular those commitments that were made prior to
the election for my electorate of Narracan. There is the
railway station upgrade that I spoke about before. At
the moment the hospital emergency department is being
upgraded, which was a pre-election commitment. That
will be finalised by October this year. The Lardners
Track level crossing upgrade is occurring as we speak,
and that will be finalised by September this year.
I commend the Treasurer for delivering an amazing
budget given the tough economic environment that we
are dealing with. On behalf of the people of Narracan, I
thank him for honouring the coalition’s pre-election
commitments and continuing to ensure that they are
delivered as promised.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — It gives me pleasure to
rise to speak in regard to the Appropriation (2012/2013)
Bill 2012. There come times in political life when you
hear many in the elite of political opinion saying that
there is no difference between political sides and that
we are in fact nothing more than a Tweedledee and
Tweedledum reflection of each other. This is not one of
those times. This is a time when you could not pick a
more demonstrable difference — a chasm — in terms
of opinion and desire.
Ms Asher — Financial responsibility and financial
irresponsibility.
Mr PALLAS — We hear from the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business at the table
that it is about financial responsibility. The problem for
the minister of course is that she does not appreciate
that the greatest responsibility that any government
bears for its community is in regard to its welfare. That
means balancing the finances with the effective
requirement to build a future for that very community.
We have heard much about sustainability but very little
about welfare and the interests of the community at
large. The 2012 budget has revealed the failure of this
government to think things through. This is an
unctuous, indifferent government, a government that
feigns concern for the wellbeing of Victorians, but
through its actions, through its lack of planning,
through its lack of conviction and its basic beliefs about
the way that a government should approach its time in
charge of a state, it is effectively doing a great
disservice to the people of Victoria.
The government is failing time and again. We have
heard speaker after speaker on the other side of this
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chamber talking about the 11 dark years. They become
a glowing light compared to what we have had to
endure under this government. Of course time is all
relative, and you could not get any more relative a
demonstration of the disregard for the people of this
state than what we have seen from this government. We
hear time and again that the highest priority for anyone
in Victoria at the moment is to make sure that we do
not see this state haemorrhaging jobs. We heard it from
those opposite when they were in opposition.
At the time of the 2009–10 budget we heard from the
then shadow Treasurer and now Treasurer that the no. 1
thing the government should do was develop a job
strategy to make sure that no more jobs fell out of the
Victorian economy. We did that. We actually produced
200 000 jobs in the 2009–10 financial year. We led the
nation in job creation — 92 per cent of all full-time jobs
created in this country in 2009 were created in Victoria.
We were the jobs capital of the nation.
What we saw replacing that was a government that
lacked not only conviction but effort and vision. Last
year the government projected that it would see up to
55 000 jobs created in Victoria over the 2011–12 year.
What an indictment and what a demonstration of failure
we saw from this government. Government members
demonstrated such over-bloated egotism about what
they could do, and when they had to look at the stark
reality of their capacities against their effort, Victorians
came up worse for it.
Indeed there are 16 000 fewer jobs in Victoria now than
there were at the start of the 2011–12 year, and it is
almost a mathematical certainty that we are unlikely to
create 71 000 jobs in the next week to reach that socalled target. The government does not stop there; its
level of failure in terms of the workforce has been
demonstrated time and again. There are over
49 000 fewer Victorians in full-time work than there
were at the start of the last budget year. Unemployment
is up 0.6 per cent since the last budget and the
participation rate in our economy is down 0.6 per cent.
Under this failure to meet its own expectations and its
own requirement of what constitutes success, what we
see is a government that continues to review, revise and
downgrade its expectations of how poorly it will
perform, and this year it has revised its target down to
7000 jobs.
Last year the government failed to meet its job creation
expectations. It estimated another 50 000 to 55 000 jobs
would be created, but of course we now know that
some 15 000 more Victorians are unemployed now
than when the Baillieu government came to office. The
Treasurer’s failure to mention jobs is a funny thing
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given his commentary in the 2008–09 and 2009–10
budget debates on the performance of the former
government, a commentary we would love to see
compared to the performance of this government.
We do not hear the word ‘jobs’ often mentioned by this
government because it has been an abject failure. It has
demonstrated by its own efforts a decided and
deliberate effort to strangle the life out of the Victorian
economy through its efforts to cast away jobs in the
public sector, to talk down the Victorian economy as
only it could do from government and to identify a
litany of excuses, jurisdictions and other things that are
at fault. This is a government that never loses an
opportunity to miss an opportunity.
The Treasurer’s failure in his first budget speech to
mention the word ‘jobs’ or to indicate that the
government was thinking about how to maintain the
jobs growth that Victoria had been experiencing up
until then has been followed up by a commitment to not
grow jobs at all — an outstanding achievement and a
demonstration that this government really does not have
a clue about what the principal responsibilities of its
custodianship of the state are all about. We heard from
the Treasurer when he was the shadow Treasurer that
jobs were the no. 1 objective in the 2008 budget. In a
speech he gave to the Committee for Economic
Development of Australia on 28 April 2009 he said:
When it comes to the economy, the Brumby state Labor
government has been sitting on its hands watching as jobs
disturbingly disappear from across Victoria on an almost
daily basis.
…
The government will be held accountable by Victorians on
how it handles the difficult financial and economic times
ahead and what it does to save and create Victorian jobs.
Therefore, a significant focus of the 2009–10 budget must be
on protecting and growing jobs for Victorians.
…
… the state government has a responsibility to encourage and
facilitate new investment and support business to maintain
and grow employment.
To reiterate, jobs must be the highest priority.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Minister for Corrections).
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — To reiterate, back then
the Treasurer, who was the shadow Treasurer at the
time, argued for what he thought the Brumby
government ought to do. He said the bottom line for the
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2009–10 budget was that the state government’s
performance would be assessed on how it dealt with the
growing jobs crisis. If that was a crisis, I wonder what it
is we are confronted with at the moment! Given
government members’ performance on this front over
the last year, this still seems to be a big task, but
apparently instead of working harder, government
members are just lowering their standards. Instead of
saying, ‘We failed to meet our previous target; we are
going to do better, and we are going to get there
eventually’, they in effect lowered the standard. The
standard they should be looking to is the 198 000 jobs
created in the two years before this government came
into office. How do they think their next two years in
office will compare, with an additional 600 jobs cut
from the public sector?
Before the election, the Premier promised he would not
cut a single job. Instead he has sacked 4200 public
servants, and he has cut $3.3 million from employment
programs run by the Department of Business and
Innovation. There have been record cuts to employment
programs, cuts to TAFE courses and the firing of public
servants. The government has advocated the minimum
wage not be raised, especially for the most vulnerable
Victorians. The government is keeping public servants’
pay below inflation rates, in effect providing a real pay
cut. The only plan government members have been able
to put into place is to make things harder for Victorian
workers.
Despite the Department of Business and Innovation and
the obsession of those opposite with talking about the
impact of a variety of federal government policies on
jobs, there has been not one word — not even one
concession — about the impact that the government’s
so-called 50 per cent increase in port charges will have
on business. Business has been prepared to speak out
long and loud about it. The stevedoring industry has
called the port licence fee the final nail in the coffin.
We have heard from Murray Goulburn that not only
have jobs been lost but it will be forced to pay $600 000
extra each year because of this government’s port
licence fee — a fee that in this place the Premier said
had the resounding support of industry. What a farce
and what a joke that has proven to be!
When we look at this government’s strategies, whether
it is the port licence fee or its strategy to provide
infrastructure, what we see is that this is a government
that has not planned its infrastructure strategies
sensibly. As ACIL Tasman recently identified in an
article in the Australian Financial Review, this is a
government that has failed to sensibly identify its
infrastructure investments and its priorities. But ACIL
Tasman is not the only one; BIS Shrapnel has said

2575

exactly the same thing — that is, increasingly business
is forming the view that this is a government that lacks
a vision and an agenda for creating investment.
We have seen stunt after stunt from this government.
We have seen the Premier attend a geotechnical drill
hole for a project that, conservatively, will cost
$12 billion, and not a dollar of real project has been
delivered. We have heard talk of a prison-led jobs
recovery. We have seen the Minister for Energy and
Resources talk up the prospect of creating jobs in the
export of brown coal in circumstances where
demonstration projects have not even started. This is a
government that grasps at any straw as it drowns in a
sea of indifference towards real action that might have a
practical and pragmatic effect upon the wellbeing of
Victorians.
This is a government that will never cease to take an
opportunity to fail to take an opportunity; what that
means is a government that must ultimately put its
priorities above the puerile and the immediate. We have
seen thought bubbles like super driverless trucks. We
have heard about the Geelong car trade, we have heard
about ferries on Port Phillip Bay and yesterday we
heard about flying boats. If this were not serious, if this
were not the business of government, people would
have every right to be outraged.
I want to spend just a moment on my own electorate to
look at how the community of Tarneit in the city of
Wyndham, the fastest growing in the nation, is being
dealt with by this government. What we have seen, if
we look at general government expenditure, is that
Wyndham, having a population of about
184 000 people, has received something in the vicinity
of $7 per head in new capital expenditure. Applying
that across the state of Victoria we see that the average
is $42 per head in new capital expenditure. If we were
to include the broader government sector — that is,
going beyond government departments — that figure
would rise to $97 per head in Wyndham but $465 per
head in the rest of Victoria.
We have seen that writ large. We have seen the
Minister for Planning proposing to put $20.15 million
into an interchange only on condition that the federal
government will match it, despite the fact that the
government is likely to reap a reward of about
$140 million for selling off land in that same area,
putting 2000 houses into my community and spending
not one cent on new roads. This is a government whose
priorities are puerile and a government that has turned
its back on those who need the greatest investment and
opportunity.
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Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — It is a great pleasure to
rise this evening to speak in support of the
Appropriation (2012/3013) Bill 2012, otherwise known
as the second Baillieu government budget. I want to
start my contribution by complimenting and
congratulating the Treasurer and his team on again
delivering a financially responsible budget that
addresses the needs of the state.
I want to divide my contribution into three broad areas:
I want to look at the financial and economic context, I
want to spend a few minutes looking at the legacy of
the previous government and then I want to look at
some specific initiatives, both local and state wide.
Turning to the financial and economic context in which
this budget was framed, everyone in this place and
everyone in the broader community of Victoria can
understand that Victoria is affected by significant global
and national factors. We have global uncertainty and
challenges in Europe. We have world growth slowing.
We have a whole range of uncertainties that cascades
right the way through the system down into the state of
Victoria.
We also have the challenge of the loss of $6.1 billion in
GST revenue over the four years from 2012–13. If you
say it fast, it perhaps does not sound that much, but if
you think about what that could be converted into, you
realise it is an enormous impost on the budget top line.
Some of that is clearly due to slower growth in
consumption and some is due to the reduction in
Victoria’s share of GST under the commonwealth’s
currently flawed model.
In relation to the decade to 2010–11 we can see that
expenditure growth has averaged 7.3 per cent per
annum. Over the same period of time revenue growth
has averaged 6.9 per cent per annum. You do not need
a doctorate in mathematics or accounting to work out
that you cannot keep spending more than you are
earning. Anybody with a household budget fully
understands that you cannot spend beyond your means
for a sustained period of time, because eventually it will
catch up with you. Despite that basic revelation, the
previous regime continued to spend over 10 years,
averaging those figures that I mentioned.
Moving forward, the expenditure growth the current
government is budgeting for is a modest 2.9 per cent,
and that is certainly going to be within the means of the
income growth also budgeted for the same period. We
cannot have the unsustainable economic position we
had previously. Chart 1.2 at page 5 of budget paper 2
starkly shows that basic trend and the percentages in
graphical form to illustrate how unsustainable the
previous regime’s management was.
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If that trend had continued, the operating deficit for the
2012–13 year would have been $4 billion — an
extraordinary situation. Clear action had to be taken to
address the many areas of unsustainable financial
management. Referring again to budget paper 2 we can
see that there are numerous charts and graphs which
show the trajectory the state was on and where it would
have ended up if clear action had not been taken by the
coalition government.
Touching quickly on a couple of points in relation to
the budget, I have been in the fortunate and privileged
position of sitting as a member of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, and I have heard a great
many details in relation to the budget. I have heard all
the ministers and indeed yourself, Speaker, present to
PAEC and outline many of the key aspects of the
various budgets for the different departments. One of
the things I want to touch on at the start is that the
budget before us generates substantially stronger
surpluses including an operating surplus of
$155 million in the 2012–13 year, rising over the out
years to a $2.5 billion surplus in the 2015–16 year.
There is a very clear trend, and again it is sound and
strong economic management that is resulting in those
forecast surpluses.
In terms of reducing costs for businesses a key aspect
has been cutting Victorian WorkCover Authority
premiums by 3 per cent. As other members on our side
have noted in their contributions to the debate, for all
businesses but particularly for small businesses this is a
significant cost reduction, and every little bit counts
when you are running a small business.
There is infrastructure spending of $5.8 billion. For
those who want more details about that spending, it is
contained in great detail in budget paper 4. We are
delivering a $58 million manufacturing strategy, which
is very important for the manufacturing sector in
Victoria. We are funding a new international
engagement strategy to expand Victoria’s export
markets, especially to the Asian region. We have heard
much about that, and we have already had several
overseas delegations. They have been very successful,
and there are others planned. That is a key way to
encourage investment and activity within the great state
of Victoria. We have maintained the AAA rating, and I
want to talk more about that in just a few minutes.
In addition to those matters we are protecting the most
vulnerable in the community. Members on this side
have eloquently outlined some of the key benefits we
are putting in place to protect the vulnerable in our
community.
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This is a responsible and disciplined budget reined in
by responsible and disciplined financial management.
The government has got a very clear economic reform
agenda which has been well articulated in this place
many times. It is founded on four pillars, and I will read
them onto the record tonight. The first is to create
significantly stronger budget capacity, and as I have
said before, that helps in terms of funding infrastructure
and other important matters within the state. The
second is to improve productivity through a range of
measures. The third is to grow export markets, and I
touched on that a moment ago. The fourth is to support
industries and employees in transition. We work to a
very clear agenda and a very clear plan. As an aside,
that epitomises members on this side of the house. We
work to clear plans and blueprints, and they can then
provide not only guidance but also measurement as we
move forward.
In relation to the Victorian economy I would be remiss
if I did not say there is a very dark cloud on the horizon,
and that is the Labor-Greens job-destroying carbon
dioxide tax. What a disgraceful situation that is, and as
the member for Sandringham correctly noted, it will
have no environmental impact whatsoever; it is simply
a wealth redistribution tax, as I mentioned on many
other occasions in this place during the course of last
year.
I now turn to the legacy of the previous government,
because we have heard contributions from the other
side that state that maintaining business as usual would
have been adequate and satisfactory. Rather than just
letting the spin and the endeavour to rewrite history
regarding Labor’s economic performance continue, I
want to drill down and look at what others have said
outside the government in relation to the economic
management of the previous government.
An honourable member — You haven’t got long.
Mr ANGUS — That is right. One of my colleagues
mentions that I have not got very long; I will have to
make haste. I just have a few classic examples. When
talking to people in the community I say to them that
the fundamental thing that is very often missing on the
other side is that they do not join the dots; they do not
realise that if you flush money down the drain, it is then
not available to spend on hospitals, police and all these
things — —
Ms Miller — You just get the credit card.
Mr ANGUS — Yes, that is right; other members are
saying they will just get the credit card, and that is
certainly what has been happening. But the point is that
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it is just not a sustainable position. One example of this
is documented in the Auditor-General’s report of June
2011 entitled Allocation of Electronic Gaming Machine
Entitlements. It states:
However, the project failed to achieve a satisfactory financial
outcome and there were serious shortcomings in the project
management.
The revenue obtained from the sale of the entitlements was
around $3 billion less than the assessed fair market value of
these assets. As a result of this very significant difference, the
allocation largely failed to meet its intended financial
outcome of capturing a greater share of the industry’s
supernormal profits.

On page 14, the report goes on to state that the auction
was ended prematurely:
The auction was closed while bids were still being placed.

Honestly, that is an almost comical situation. To think
that you have a free market option like that and you cut
it off and stop it before the people have exhausted their
bidding capacity. It is just unbelievable.
I now turn to the Ombudsman’s report of November
2011 entitled Own Motion Investigation into ICTenabled Projects, from which I would just like to read a
couple of extracts. When talking about ICT projects,
the report states:
Each of the 10 projects I examined failed to meet
expectations; most failed to meet delivery time frames; and all
ran over budget. The original budgets for these projects
totalled $1.3 billion. The latest estimated cost is
$2.74 billion — an additional $1.44 billion cost to
government.

Paragraph 14 states:
On average, projects will have more than doubled in cost by
the time they are finished. Two of the projects will have more
than tripled their original budgets …

That is unbelievable. The paragraph further states:
Together, the two largest projects will require almost
$600 million more than originally planned …

Paragraph 15 states:
There has also been abject waste.

Paragraph 16 states:
The overall figures quoted above are significant. They
represent many forgone hospital beds, trains, teachers, police
and child protection workers. It is critical that government
manages and reins in these costs if it is to achieve better
outcomes.

This is from the Victorian Ombudsman, in
consultation with the Victorian Auditor-General. The
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report goes on to identify five common themes in
relation to ICT mistakes and problems. They are
leadership, accountability and governance; planning;
funding; probity and procurement; and project
management. These are pretty basic. Basically this
report identifies good examples of everything that
could possibly be mismanaged and go wrong.
I turn to another Auditor-General’s report entitled
Public Transport Performance, which was tabled in
February of this year. It states:
The department was not prepared to effectively manage the
rapid growth in public transport patronage that happened
between 2004 and 2009. It did not have the capacity to
foresee this growth or fully understand the root causes of poor
performance. It was therefore unable to effectively deal with
the performance pressures.

This is just classic mismanagement. It is unbelievable
really. We now have to deal with the costs that have
been passed on to the community as a result of all of
these mess-ups.
I will read an extract from the Auditor-General’s report
entitled Government Advertising and Communications,
which was tabled in March 2012:
In 2008 the then government decided to reduce expenditure
by 10 per cent. This was not achieved either in real or
reported terms. Media spending continued to increase.

It just goes on and on. I also have here the AuditorGeneral’s report titled Access to Public Housing, which
was also tabled in March 2012. It states:
The operating model for public housing, with costs
increasingly exceeding revenues, is unsustainable.

It is not too hard to work out that if you have costs
growing faster than your revenues, it is clearly
unsustainable, but the Auditor-General had to point this
out as a result of the actions of the previous regime. The
report goes on to state:
It is unclear why the division has not introduced longer term
strategies to address this acute situation given that it had
developed over at least a decade. Since at least 2006, other
departments, including the Department of Treasury and
Finance … and the Department of Premier and
Cabinet … have also been aware of the deteriorating state of
public housing, yet this has not spurred action.

This is just unbelievable.
Then we have another absolute classic: the Melbourne
Markets relocation. The two key takeaways from an
Auditor-General’s report of March 2012 are that the
project is running six years late and that the project cost
of the market relocation is around double the
$300 million budget set out in the business case. That is
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the sort of legacy we have had to deal with, but there is
a litany of financial mess-ups. Clearly the other corker
is the desalination plant, which is still incomplete and
which is going to cost all Victorians $2 million a day
for 27 years. What a financial millstone that is — and it
reflects the fact that Labor cannot manage money.
We have heard a lot of bleating about the AAA credit
rating. That rating was lost by Labor in 1992 under
arguably the worst governments in Victoria’s history,
the appalling Cain and Kirner governments. It was
regained in 1998 under the Kennett government — and
the fact that Victoria still has a AAA credit rating has
little to do with the previous government. The strong
federal economy and the strong starting point kept
Victoria going during the many years of Labor
mismanagement.
That gives us a bit of context, because members on the
other side are trying to rewrite history and say what a
great job they did. They did not do a great job.
Independent auditors and independent people in the
system who look into these things financially and from
a management point of view have condemned the
previous government over and over again. I have
produced a sample of about six examples of Labor
mismanagement, but there are probably dozens of
others I have not time to touch on tonight.
This good solid budget is bringing things back into
appropriate order. Out my way in the Forest Hill area I
am very pleased about funding for the Mitcham Road
and Rooks Road level crossing eliminations in
Mitcham. That affects many of my constituents.
Similarly, the business case funding of $15 million for
the east–west link is an excellent investment and
highlights the fact that the coalition government does
business cases. It does not just run off at the mouth in
terms of getting projects going and announcing them
before it does the important work. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I am pleased to join the
debate on the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, as I
do every year. This is the 10th occasion I have joined
the debate on the appropriation bill in the time I have
served in this place and had the privilege to represent
the Yan Yean electorate, which is the most populous
and fastest growing electorate in this great state of
Victoria. During my contribution I will address the
many issues the budget raises within my portfolio
responsibilities of health promotion, disability services,
women and child protection.
I will begin by talking about what this budget does not
deliver for the electorate of Yan Yean. As I said, this is

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Wednesday, 6 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

the most populous electorate and fastest growing
electorate in this great state of Victoria. I have a very
sad duty to report that in terms of the infrastructure
spend for my electorate there is again zero funding for
new roads, zero funding for new public transport, zero
funding for health capital for new health beds, zero
funding for new community facilities or new sport
facilities and zero funding for new high schools. There
is one bright spot: the one school the government is
funding in this year’s state budget is in the most
populous and fastest growing electorate in the state, in
south Doreen. I am pleased to say that that is occurring,
which will do something to address the needs of this
rapidly growing population.
Members may well have read recent reports in the
Herald Sun in the last month, where officials from the
City of Whittlesea were reported as saying that the
growing population in the city of Whittlesea, a
component of the Yan Yean electorate, means there
will be a need for 25 schools over the next five years.
When we were in government before this huge growth
hit, we built five schools in five years, and we had a
plan to upgrade every existing state school across the
state by 2016, which this government has backed out
of. We had actually gone a fair way towards upgrading
those schools.
What we had last year from the government was
absolutely zero funding for any new schools to be built
in the Yan Yean electorate. I will say to the education
minister, who is at the table, that we thank the
government for the Doreen South Primary School that
will be built out of this year’s budget; however, the
community and the mums and dads and the primary
school students and secondary school students of
Doreen are asking, ‘Where is the high school?’.
We have two sites in this most populous postcode of
Doreen and Mernda — the fastest growing postcode in
the state. There is a site in Cookes Road, Doreen, and
there is also a site in Breadalbane Avenue in Mernda
for a P–12, but there is no activity in terms of building
those schools. There are some 1500 students of high
school age in that postcode and there is no sign of any
school being built.
Parents in Doreen are primarily sending their kids to the
nearest high school, which is Whittlesea Secondary
College, but sadly the students who live in this postcode
are having to be split up; kids who have gone to
primary school with each other are having to be split up
and are having to take a variety of modes of transport to
about five or six northern region state government
schools. The issue I want to address tonight, though,
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concerns those who are attending the Whittlesea
Secondary College.
To the horror of the parents whose children are
attending Whittlesea Secondary College and are
travelling there on a bus from Doreen, they got a letter
from the school last week which had been instigated by
government officials. The school had contacted the
government and said, ‘We have a serious issue with the
school bus from Doreen to Whittlesea. There is serious
overcrowding, with students having to sit on the floor
and travel through known kangaroo habitat in 100kilometre speed zones to Whittlesea Secondary
College, which is their nearest school’. When the
school raised its concerns about this and said it needed
assistance it was told by government officials that these
students would actually have to pay for what had been a
free service and that from Tuesday week they would
have to pay.
These are students whose families had not applied for
the conveyance allowance, which is a state-funded
allowance of some $600 a year that is available to
students to attend their nearest school if they live
beyond 4.8 kilometres from it, and we know this
government has the conveyance allowance under
review. Had these parents known that they would be
paying fares on this service, they would have applied
for that. Fortunately, at the 11th hour the departmental
officials have said that these students will not have to
pay from Tuesday week; they have got another month.
But what an outrageous thing it is that these parents
cannot get their kids to a local secondary college.
There are five new primary schools and a P–9 which
were built by our government, and we were prepared to
build a new secondary college, which this government
will not build. These students are being bussed to a
fantastic school in Whittlesea Secondary College, but
they are now having to pay fares at two weeks notice.
There are some families who have several children at
school, who are having to find several hundred dollars
to pay for concession cards, and this is not being
seriously addressed by this government. This is a big,
big flaw in the budget.
I have heard government members this evening talk
about cost overruns on major projects, but it is very
easy to talk about cost overruns when you have never
actually entered into a major project yourself, when
about three-quarters of the capital spend that is in your
budget has been initiated by another government and
when you have not had any ideas yourself. If you do
nothing, you are never actually going to be threatened
with a cost overrun, because you have not actually done
anything.
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The member for Tarneit outlined very clearly how his
community has been done over and that there are two
Victorias. This is a government that is not going to
govern for all the state: it is only concerned about those
who have the privilege of living in an electorate
represented by a government member.
I have talked about the local community, the lack of
roads and the lack of other investment, and that is a
pretty quick thing to get through. We have had no
increases. What we have seen since the introduction of
Labor’s South Morang train line is a huge reduction in
bus services to our area. We are the fastest growing
area in the state, but the postcode of Greensborough
now has 500 less weekly bus services, courtesy of this
government’s last budget. When the cuts in this budget
to the various departmental allocations actually flow
through, Lord knows what we are going to see if
communities like Greensborough have already had a
reduction of 500 weekly bus services. Communities
like Whittlesea and Kinglake have used the
Whittlesea–Greensborough bus service for decades to
connect to education and school services. Those
communities, particularly those that are fire affected,
without consultation were given no notice whatsoever
that that service would now go to South Morang and
run on a less regular timetable. That has been incredibly
difficult for the communities in that area, particularly
those trying to survive the difficult situation of bushfire
recovery.
On the matter of support for people with disabilities, I
find it incredibly disturbing that when the Minister for
Community Services was questioned at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing about the
15 respite beds committed to by Labor in 2010 for
communities in Whittlesea, Frankston and the Latrobe
Valley — the minister had been pushed by me and by
local community groups in the city of Whittlesea to
recant when she said that its five beds were an
unfunded election promise — she was forced to admit
that Labor had funded those beds and that they would
be delivered towards the end of this year. Regrettably
the communities of Frankston and the Latrobe Valley
are going to have to wait until the end of 2013.
When those longsuffering families who care every day
of the year for their family members with disabilities
need facility-based respite, this government is saying
that beds that were funded by our government in
2010 — and we have heard those on the other side
criticising those on this side for not delivering things on
time and on budget — will not be available. What
would you say to carers, to families and to people with
disabilities waiting for respite beds? It is pretty
simple — five beds in the Latrobe Valley, five beds in
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Frankston, funded in 2010. Why is this government
forcing those families to wait until 2013?
I want to focus particularly on the community of
Kinglake. Those who have been in this Parliament with
me during the journey since those dreadful events of
Black Saturday would know of my connection to the
Kinglake community. I was absolutely appalled to see
in the Department of Health section of the budget
papers the government doing a self-congratulatory
addition to the budget papers, talking about completed
projects. Because it does not have enough of its own to
discuss in the budget it added a section on completed
projects.
At the top of page 1, when dealing with completed
projects in the health budget, the document refers to the
Kinglake ambulance station. The Kinglake ambulance
station has not been completed, contrary to the fiction
in this government’s budget papers. It has not been
completed; it is a muddy building site. Those
hardworking paramedics who are supporting that still
vulnerable community are operating out of little more
than a shipping container at the back of the police
station in Kinglake. This government is telling fibs
about having completed that project. It has not.
Other things the Kinglake community has lost from last
year’s budget include three — not one, not two, but
three — Transport Connections projects. Those projects
connected people in these vulnerable communities to
medical appointments and to shopping in district
centres and allowed them to get out of their stressed
communities. But this heartless government has cut
funding for that. As of Christmas Eve last year this
government refused to continue funding the business
enterprise centre that was helping businesses get back
on their feet after the dreadful situation with the Black
Saturday fires. This government is blind to the suffering
of these people.
There have been cuts to the Victorian certificate of
applied learning, affecting young people in that
community. Schools at Diamond Valley, Whittlesea,
Yea and Wallan, which had not even established a
VCAL program, have had that additional support that
those traumatised young people needed to be connected
to education and the world of work cut by this heartless
government in last year’s budget.
Now in this year’s budget the government has delivered
heartless cuts to TAFE. These TAFE cuts will hit hard,
particularly when the federal government is introducing
a national disability insurance scheme about which this
government uses weasel words and says it supports. We
will not have the skilled workforce to support workers
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in the disability sector because Auslan and other
programs needed by the community have been cut by
this heartless government.
In addition, this week we have discovered that
community health, including women’s health, will be
subjected to cuts of up to 28 per cent. The most
disadvantaged people across the state — those who are
trying to give up smoking, to lose a bit of weight or to
be connected with and make a contribution to their
society — will be slugged with cuts.
This is a government that does not care. It has not
delivered on its commitments. This is an appalling
budget, and those opposite should hang their heads in
shame.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012. At the end of the day the budget
is not about one day in May; it is about effectively and
responsibly managing the funds of Victorian taxpayers.
Over the last two evenings I have listened with great
interest to the contributions of members on both sides
of the house. I am enormously surprised. From the
doom and gloom coming from the other side, there
would be no doubt that in Victoria there will be black
holes falling all over the place and there will be
electorates just sinking into the ground and
disappearing. It is absolutely incredible.
This budget will deliver a modest operating surplus of
around $155 million, but let me compare that figure of
$155 million to some of the projects that were left as a
legacy from the previous Victorian Labor government.
Let me start with a highlight that we have often spoken
about: myki. It has reported costs of over $1.3 billion,
which is about eight times the current surplus of
$155 million. There is also the Victorian desalination
plant. The annual service payments to the plant’s owner
and operator, AquaSure, of $19.37 billion over 30 years
equate to $645.6 million per year, or four times the
budget surplus of $155 million.
I refer to CenITex. In February 2009 — that was of
course before the election of the current coalition
government — CenITex received $16.4 million from
the government services division of the Department of
Treasury and Finance for services provided to the
efficient technology services program. During the
2010–11 financial year it received $11.3 million as a
capital contribution from the state government, and an
additional $68.8 million was also recorded as a capital
contribution from the state government. That is a total
of $96.5 million.
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Had the previous government not committed Victorians
to these types of projects, I am sure that the
$20.6 billion — which is 133.35 times the operating
surplus of this year’s budget — would have been well
and responsibly spent by this government on
infrastructure, health and education and on delivering
all the services the state needs. It is certainly not a
hypothetical. Just imagine what we could be doing
today if the former government had been more
responsible. Certainly with all those services — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr TILLEY — The doom and gloom continues
from the other side. I think Melton is going to fall into
one of those black holes soon if it keeps going.
As it is, even considering the commitments we were
stuck with, the government can deliver a budget
surplus. For 11 years Labor borrowed and spent, and
now the coalition government is left to make the tough
decisions to get the state back on track and to rectify the
financial wrongs of the previous government. I will
quote a former conservative prime minister from the
United Kingdom, Margaret Thatcher, who said:
The problem with socialism is that eventually you run out of
other people’s money …

That is as true now as it was then, and that is exactly
what happened over the 11 years of Labor government.
Putting it into context, it is 4015 days, 96 363 hours,
5 781 600 minutes. Let us break it down a little more. It
is 346 896 000 seconds, and you could count down
every one of those over those 11 years.
But I will get a little more local and talk about the great
electorate that I represent in this Parliament. Wodonga
Senior Secondary College will see an investment of
$10 million to fund the construction of new
administration and learning areas.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr TILLEY — When we hear the noise from the
other side, let us remember that the Wodonga
secondary colleges were the first of the senior
secondary colleges to amalgamate in Victoria. It has
taken a coalition government to deliver on the
arrangements that were made under a Labor
government many years ago. This will end the years of
substandard conditions due to water leaks and mould
and dangerous damage due to white ants.
Another great investment in education is Belvoir
Special School. This year there is $5.4 million for
stage 1 of that program of relocation to its new site and
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facilities. Some people from the other side do not
recognise that you can only spend so much in one year.
We have a commitment of somewhere in the order of
$11 million for the new school, but you can only spend
a certain amount of money for the building of that new
school in one year.

no doubt before the period that this budget covers is
over, it will be gone. It will be the demise of this beast,
and I am sure that members of this house and no doubt
others around the state of Victoria will be tempted to
stand and join me in a rousing chorus of Ding Dong!
The Witch Is Dead.

A long sought after project is the sealing of the Omeo
Highway, which was the first gazetted highway in the
state of Victoria. To this day it remains unsealed. In the
first four years I represented the electorate of Benambra
in this Parliament my requests continually fell on deaf
ears regardless of the community’s demands to see that
first gazetted highway in Victoria sealed, but it is now
being sealed by the coalition government. It will
provide opportunities for business, primary production
and tourism between Gippsland and the great electorate
of Benambra.

However, I should note that some members of the
community may mourn its passing. I speak of course of
the members of the Age investigative unit, who for
years have been the beneficiaries of an organisation
with more leaks than a sieve. It is an organisation that
seems to think that keeping a secret means telling only
one journalist from the Age investigative unit at a time.
At this point I should note that I use the terms
‘investigators’ and ‘investigative unit’ very loosely. I
have worked with some of the finest investigators not
only in the state of Victoria but also in this nation, both
in my former military career and in my service with
Victoria Police, and compared to them, the Age team
could not even solve their own paper’s crossword
puzzle. It is an absolute disgrace, and I am quite happy
to stand and place that on the record in this place.

Mr Dixon interjected.
Mr TILLEY — Absolutely, it is a goldmine
through there. People should go and visit those places.
There are fantastic opportunities.
We are seeing stamp duty changes which will address
the inequity of favouring a new home over an
established one, allowing individuals to take a step up
on the property ladder.
Going on to some of the general points, there is
$7.8 million over three years for roadside weed
management, which is something we have been
screaming about for many years. This will assist local
government to manage invasive plants and animals on
roadsides.
Time is getting away from me, but there is $34 million
in the budget for the establishment of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) and
associated bodies. Over four years that is a commitment
of something of the order of $200 million.
Far from a proud watchdog, what we have got in
previous budgets has been a vicious lapdog that has
served a political ideology and displayed partisan
loyalty. This lapdog is a half-blind dog with selective
deafness that would turn a deaf ear and a blind eye to
some and savage others unrelentingly. It is a grotesque,
half-breed Frankenstein’s monster that would turn on
anyone that it assumed had offended its political
masters. It would savage and destroy careers on the
flimsiest of propositions and bludgeon anyone who
dared question its existence or methods. It is an
unaccountable monster with a bad case of rabies, and
the time has come for that mongrel to be put down. I
am pleased that during the term of this government, and

If you ever visit the Office of Police Integrity to raise
concerns about dodgy crime statistics and
mismanagement, you are public enemy no. 1 and your
unblemished, internationally regarded reputation for
integrity and professionalism must be immediately
smeared and destroyed despite there not being a
scintilla of evidence to suggest any wrongdoing on your
part. If you refuse to accept the ruling regime’s dogma,
you are coercively examined and accused of
wrongdoing, yet strangely no criminal charges follow
despite your being accused of criminal behaviour.
Where has all this come from? It has come from those
members on the other side when they were in
government. Those members opposite should hang
their heads in shame while this government invests in a
broadbased anticorruption commission that will ensure
that corruption is thoroughly investigated and treated
appropriately.
Edmund Burke is quoted as having said, ‘All that is
necessary for the triumph of evil is for good men to do
nothing’. This is as true today as it was when it was first
articulated in the 1700s, and for the 11 years of the
former government all of those members opposite sat
and did nothing while it was allowed to triumph.
However, this government will not sit idly by; it will
ensure that the IBAC will turn over every rock and
stone in Victoria and shine a light on whatever corrupt
practices are hidden under them.
Covering some of the other general points that this
budget delivers, there is $19.5 million over four years
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for biosecurity, underpinning productivity and securing
market access for Victoria’s primary industries. As a
representative of a country electorate, this is all good
news.
On pages 60 to 64 of budget paper 3 is the water law
review, for which $4.8 million is allocated over four
years to conduct a review of Victoria’s water
legislation. This could be seen as an ideal time to look
at the upper catchment, which is predominantly in the
electorate that I represent, and to address the inequities
that are faced as a direct result of the previous
government’s farm dams legislation. At the upper
catchment, which I proudly represent, productivity per
megalitre of water is around $2700. The Goulburn
Valley is around $550. We will continue this work, and
I know from the way we work that this government is
not about one day in May; it is about how we roll the
budget out throughout the financial year. We will
continue to represent all Victorians, whether they be
downstream Victorians — the irrigators — or on the
upper catchment.
Continuing on budget paper 3, pages 70 to 72, I can
already see the work taking place in the Hume Freeway
rest areas because I frequently drive on the Hume
Freeway to come to Parliament. There are some
upgrades there; $6 million was announced so that
existing rest areas along the Hume Freeway could be
upgraded to provide additional truck parking spaces and
improve the amenities. In coming days there will be
significant announcements in the north-east of Victoria
in relation to addressing truck parking and fatigue
management issues. Although these measures are
already in the budget, I look forward to those
announcements. I reiterate: it is not only about one day
in May; it is about how we go through this year to
deliver to the whole of Victoria.
I turn to some of the things the Treasurer mentioned in
his speech, such as global uncertainty, a softer economy
and a significant fall in revenue — no thanks to the
Canberra mates of those on the other side. The 2012–13
budget will deliver a strong surplus of around
$155 million. It is not a realistic option to simply spend
money that Victoria does not have. That is where we
stand, responsible and proud, to ensure that we live
within our means.
The 2012–13 infrastructure investment of $5.8 billion is
the biggest the state has ever seen, after excluding the
impact of the fiscal stimulus package. Overall in
2012–13 there will be about $41 billion in public sector
capital projects, including public-private partnerships,
under way in Victoria. A stronger financial position
allows taxes to be kept at competitive levels.
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I remind members that more than one in four Victorians
live in regional or rural areas of Victoria. Rural and
regional Victorians deserve a strong representation in
government, and its centrepiece is the $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund. Once again, it is not about one
day in May; it is about how we perform throughout the
year. We look forward to seeing next year’s budget
from the Treasurer of Victoria.
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I am trying to think
of the right term to use to describe the budget, but to
use the Premier’s own term, and I have used it today
already, it is an unfortunate budget. The Premier tries to
use this term as a bit of an understatement whenever
there are job losses in the state. It is an unfortunate
budget in many ways. In last year’s budget we saw a
failure to invest in infrastructure, and in this year’s
budget we see a failure to invest in people. If you look
at history, you see that the decline of any great city,
culture or civilisation does not happen because of one
decision; it happens because of a series of decisions. It
does not happen overnight, but it does happen. Often
there is a turning point, and I think this budget is the
beginning of such a turning point.
If the government cannot invest in the TAFE sector at a
time of job losses and when it is acutely and desperately
needed, if it cannot make an investment in providing
pathways or gateways through the training and skilling
up of migrants or other vulnerable people who are
trying to enter the workforce, when will it make that
investment? I know there will be excuses. The
government will say the competitive model that we
introduced was one that was not sustainable, and it
probably needed some readjustment, but the issue here
is that the government decided to make the adjustment
without considering its implications.
The budget fails to invest in Victoria’s people. It
particularly fails in the Essendon electorate, whether it
be the lack of funding for Strathmore Primary School,
Moonee Ponds primary school and Essendon Keilor
College or the earlier cuts to the Victorian certificate of
applied learning, which will affect the likes of Ascot
Vale Special School. These cuts will have a significant
impact.
Likewise, there is a failure to invest in infrastructure,
particularly around transport, disability access along the
tram lines and the interchange between the tramlines
and the rail system, including the SmartBus service.
The transport services are there, but unfortunately there
is a lack of integration between them to provide access
for people with a disability. Not only is there failure to
invest in infrastructure, but there is failure to invest in
people at a time when we have an ageing population
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and we are trying, as a community, to be more inclusive
rather than exclusive. This budget highlights the
differences between the two political streams in this
place. I have to throw The Nationals in with the
conservatives. The difference is that we are inclusive
and the conservatives are exclusive. That has been
reinforced by this budget.
When you look back at history you can see there are
often sequences of events that all happen at one point in
time. Members cannot pretend not to know about
events because there is a series of art exhibitions taking
place in Victoria as we speak. I would have thought the
ministers could have put some of these together. There
is Napoleon — Revolution to Empire at the National
Gallery of Victoria; The Wonders of Ancient
Mesopotamia at the Museum of Victoria, and down at
Geelong there is a small exhibition entitled In Search of
the Picturesque — The Architectural Ruin in Art. Each
of these is about the decline of an empire, civilisation or
city.
You have Napoleon, who was a leader of sorts, but his
personal failings and idiosyncrasies let him down in the
end. You have Mesopotamia, a magnificent civilisation,
which declined and disappeared. Down at Geelong is
this art exhibition about architectural ruin in art. I
suspect we have a Premier who enjoys the thought of
the architecture of ruin because, if he has a design for
this state, that is the nature of it. I suspect that if he has
not been reminded by the Napoleon or Mesopotamia
exhibitions, he would at least be reminded by the
exhibition at Geelong — if he ventures down there —
to appreciate and understand the art of ruin, which
highlights civilisations in decline. That is what we see.
Unfortunately what we see from the Premier is what I
like to describe as the Easter Island impact. Again I will
refer to art. Anybody familiar with Easter Island will
know that there are 800 statues on the island. They are
known as the Moai statues, and nobody is quite sure
why they are there — a bit like the Premier. The
Premier is not sure why he is there. Do members know
what the correlation is here? Unfortunately the Moai
statues look almost identical to Ted Baillieu. They have
the square jaw and the low brow and they are
statuesque, but they have nothing to say and nobody
knows why they are there. Not only that, there is no
civilisation around them. The civilisation has declined.
Once upon a time Easter Island was home to thousands
of people. In 1917 it was home to about 250 people.
The decline of the empire there was significant. There
was a decline in civilisation. It did not happen overnight
or as a result of one decision; it happened as a result of
a series of decisions. The entire civilisation was
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eradicated. If members of the Liberal Party and The
Nationals happened to venture into any one of these
galleries to be reminded of the decline of civilisation
and if they happened to read about Easter Island and
looked at some of those statues, they might see
800 statues that look identical to Ted Baillieu.
The only difference is that Ted Baillieu blinks a bit
more often than the statues. But he does not have
anything more to say. He may as well be an Easter
Island statue, because what we see is a Premier who
offers nothing, says nothing, gives nothing and does not
invest in his people or his infrastructure. That really
reflects the commencement of the decline of this state,
and we see it. We see it in job losses. We see it in the
numbers of people losing their jobs in the
manufacturing sector.
Just to make it worse, the government says, ‘Let’s have
people lose their jobs in the education and training
sector as well as stopping other people entering the
workforce by not allowing them to retrain or be
educated through the training system’. This is what is
known, in terms of civilisation, as the decline of
empire. The exclusivity of this government reinforces
that what we will see over the next few years is more of
the same — more exclusion, less inclusion and, in a
sense, the decline of empire.
Just to prolong the analogies about art — —
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr MADDEN — And this might be of interest to
the member for Benalla, because I am sure he has been
to a lot of art galleries in his time. In case he has not, I
will mention that one of the most impressive pieces of
art I have ever seen is a great political statement that
hangs in one of the great republics of the world, France.
It hangs in a gallery there. It is a monstrous painting of
a massive scale, measuring 18 feet by 23 feet. It is
called the Raft of the Medusa, and it was painted in
1818–19 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MADDEN — I am coming in from a long runup. The Raft of the Medusa was painted by Théodore
Géricault in 1818–19. Its importance was in reminding
the French public that when they had done away with
Napoleon and King Louis XVIII had been invested and
crowned King of France, there was this great tragedy
when the Méduse, a naval ship — —
Ms Miller interjected.
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Mr MADDEN — If you listen, you might learn
something about a bit more than politics — maybe a bit
more about economics and a bit more about art, if you
would deign to listen.
When this ship ran aground most of the 147 people on
board lost their lives, and the event became an
international scandal. Thirteen days later, 15 of these
people were picked up on a raft. The monarchy was
blamed for this event. Part of the impression this
magnificent painting leaves you with is how the
authorities could have left those 15 people floating on
the ocean, stranded without food, resorting to
cannibalism as they tried to survive.
Dr Sykes — Can you swim? Or would you just
stand on the bottom?
Mr MADDEN — Bill, I recommend that maybe
you go and look at some art one of these days.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member will refer to honourable members
by their correct titles.
Mr MADDEN — If those opposite go and look at
this artwork, it will remind them what governments
need to do and that they cannot leave their citizens
stranded and floating in the middle of wherever it might
be. Yet that is what this government is doing. It is
leaving the most vulnerable stranded and marooned,
and not only marooned — —
An honourable member — Adrift.
Mr MADDEN — But adrift. The government has
cut them adrift and is leaving them stranded to make
their own way in life, but unfortunately some of these
people are the most vulnerable people, including the
youngest people. What you see in that painting and
what the message of this painting is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MADDEN — I would recommend that you all
have a decent look at it, because it will remind you of
your obligations as members of a government. What
those opposite have forgotten in this budget is that they
have obligations to the people of this community. It is
one thing to keep dotting your i’s and crossing your t’s
and say, ‘Gee, we have a lovely, beautifully bound
document written in lovely ink. It has beautiful
formatting’.
Unfortunately, for many people on that side of the
chamber, their understanding of civilisation, culture and
history goes to just the formatting of a document, not
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even the content. Whilst the document is well
formatted, that is as far as their understanding of art and
civilisation goes. Their idea of a good budget is a
document that is well bound, has a nice cover and is
well formatted; unfortunately they do not understand
what their obligation to the greater community is. They
do not understand that their obligation is to the most
vulnerable and to make sure that they do what they
should do and not what they have done in this budget.
Their obligation is to make sure they invest in people
and infrastructure, and in this budget they have done
neither.
What we will see is more people in Victoria cut adrift
and left to resort to their own devices at a time when
they need government support and the government is
not prepared to give it to them. The best support those
opposite can give them is to build a few more jails —
‘Let’s build a few more jails because that’s going to
work, isn’t it? Not only that, let’s build a few more jails
because when people don’t have jobs, when they are
vulnerable, when they are under pressure and when the
rates of domestic violence rise, we’ll put them in jail’.
That is what those opposite will do. That is what they
are happy to do.
They have neglected the community. They have not
invested where they needed to. They think the
document looks beautiful. That is as good as it gets.
Unfortunately what we see is one statuesque Premier
who looks like one of the Moai from Easter Island, who
sits alone on an island of his own, ignoring what needs
to occur. Unfortunately he will find himself in the same
position as those statues: isolated in his own ocean
without any support.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MILLER
(Bentleigh).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship).

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.
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Westernport Highway–Thompsons Road,
Cranbourne West: upgrade
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to raise a
matter this evening for the attention of the Minister for
Roads, who is also the Minister for Public Transport. I
call on the minister to take action to upgrade the
intersection of Westernport Highway and Thompsons
Road in the electorate of Cranbourne. During peak
hours vehicles on Thompsons Road wishing to get onto
the busy Westernport Highway or heading east will
build very long vehicle queues moving at a snail’s
speed from Westernport Highway to DandenongFrankston Road. Unfortunately some residents heading
in that direction will go all the way back along
Dandenong-Frankston Road to get onto the unsealed,
dusty Glasscocks Road to save around 20 minutes
during peak hours.
During my term with the previous Labor government I
had the pleasure of working with VicRoads on
identifying the need for this notorious intersection to be
upgraded. This road needs an upgrade and needs the
upgrade now to ease congestion and improve road
safety. Talking about arterial road upgrades like
Westernport Highway and Thompsons Road, local
residents in the electorate dearly welcomed the previous
Labor government’s investment of $31 million to
upgrade Thompsons Road between the Frankston
Freeway and Dandenong-Frankston Road, a further
$22 million for upgrading the section between the
South Gippsland Highway and Narre WarrenCranbourne Road and the $18.4 million duplication of
Westernport Highway from Cranbourne-Frankston
Road through to North Road.
The people of my electorate are benefiting from the
significant investments made by the previous Labor
government, which included a whopping $551 million
in road investments in the city of Casey and the city of
Frankston. That is over half a billion dollars in road
upgrades. It is quite unfortunate that after 18 months of
its first term of government the Baillieu government is
yet to commit to upgrading a single arterial road within
the electorate of Cranbourne.
Recently I engaged in an electorate-wide survey.
Overall there was a great response to it. Many residents
in the city of Casey and the city of Frankston, which are
both parts of my electorate, strongly agreed that this
intersection is in dire need of upgrading to ease
congestion and also improve road safety. They agreed
that an upgrade is needed as a matter of urgency. Many
residents who have attended my electorate-wide mobile
offices, which travel frequently, have approached me
demanding that this notorious intersection be upgraded
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as a matter of urgency. I urge the minister to take this
request seriously and make the provision of the needed
funding to upgrade this intersection a priority.

Tourism: Marysville
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise to call on the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events. The action I
seek is for her to support tourism activities for the
communities located in and around Marysville. I want
her to assist by providing continued marketing
assistance to events being held in these areas.
As we know, these areas were impacted by fires. These
areas are on the road to recovery, but there is still quite
a way to go; there is a way to go in relation to economic
recovery. When these events that attract tourists to the
area are run, it is a great help to these towns in enabling
them to economically recover by providing assistance
for marketing activities. The cost is often quite
prohibitive, and the towns cannot undertake it
themselves. I know of a number of events that have
been previously funded. In October last year I know the
minister made funding available to support a lot of
events, which included support for marketing the
Marysville Sparkling Wine Festival, which was
innovative and a nice little fit there. Other events
include the Kinglake Produce and Artisan Market; the
Bushrodders Rod Run and Billy Cart Derby, which is
an event that is local to me; and the Alexandra Spring
Carnival and Market Day. Unfortunately the event
Rockin’ on the Mountain at Homewood was washed
out on more than one occasion.
Lots of events — some 15 events — received some
marketing assistance last year. Events are starting to hot
up again, and therefore there are a number of things that
are worthy of support, including the Alexandra Truck,
Ute and Rod Show. I attended this event last year. This
year it will be the 16th event. It is a huge event for the
town. Food businesses and accommodation businesses
do roaring trades. Last year was one of their biggest
events. At this event you can smell the power, the fuel
and the testosterone associated with men and their
trucks. You could see nearly 3 kilometres of trucks
lined up in the streets. One of those trucks was owned
by the family of the member for Narracan. These
blokes typically bring their big shiny trucks that have
matching colours and little flames up the side of them.
It is really quite an event.
There is a great woodchopping event as well, which is
supported by VicForests. There are senior and junior
axeman as well as some women. Some of these guys
stand on the ground as they chop wood and others scale
a pole and do things. It is a terrific event that starts with
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a dinner on the Saturday night; everyone then comes to
town for the main event that actually happens on the
Sunday. I think the event would benefit from support
from the Minister for Tourism and Major Events, and I
seek this support from her.

Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road, Cranbourne
North: traffic management
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and concerns the Sierra estate in
Cranbourne North. The action I seek is for the minister
to arrange for a VicRoads representative to visit the
Sierra estate and meet with the Sierra estate committee.
The committee was formed when a group of residents
came together to discuss improvements that were
needed to make their neighbourhood a little bit better
and to enable it to be finished off properly. It is a most
attractive estate in Cranbourne North. The residents are
very proud of their new homes. They all have important
issues they want addressed, including various traffic
matters that happen on the Narre Warren-Cranbourne
Road. Their immediate priority list includes issues in
relation to making a right-hand turn onto Narre WarrenCranbourne Road when exiting the estate, crossing
Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road near the estate, the
lack of footpaths on the east side of Narre WarrenCranbourne Road and the duplication of Narre WarrenCranbourne Road.
Since this list was drafted, there has been substantial
progress in addressing these traffic issues. Firstly, the
strong community campaign to duplicate Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road has shamed the Baillieu
government into funding the project, but I say thank
you. Secondly, and as part of the duplication, VicRoads
has advised that there will be dedicated paths for
pedestrians and cyclists along the eastern side of Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road just as there should be.
These are big wins for the community, particularly the
chairperson of the Sierra estate committee, Albert
Middleton, who is known kindly by his neighbours as
the Enforcer. The committee has two immediate
priorities yet to be addressed which directly relate to the
safety of both pedestrians and motorists.
Pedestrians should be able to cross Narre WarrenCranbourne Road safely, and motorists should be able
to make a right-hand turn out of the Sierra estate.
Residents would like to be able to cross the road safely
just to have a cup of coffee at the new shopping centre
in Thompsons Road. I put these issues to VicRoads in a
letter some time ago and received a response with
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advice that the duplication project will include changes
to the intersection at the entrance of the estate;
however, no further details were provided.
It is essential that VicRoads meet with the Sierra estate
committee to hear its members’ concerns loudly and
clearly and experience firsthand the traffic problems
they face on a daily basis. These traffic issues are soon
to be compounded by the long-awaited major
expansion of Casey Central shopping centre. The
committee members are Albert and Jan Middleton,
Chris Brimble, Phil Carr, Simon Pearton, Pam Begley,
Andrew Mercieca, Fesolai Alamu, known as Ron, and
Jean Claude De Perindorge. I share their concerns about
the traffic issues that they experience on a daily basis,
so whilst substantial progress has been made in recent
weeks, I ask the minister to arrange for VicRoads to
visit the Sierra estate and meet with the good folk of the
Sierra estate committee.

Waaia Football Netball Club: funding
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. I ask the minister to consider the Waaia
Football Netball Club community in its application for
an $85 000 grant for a much-needed sports pavilion
redevelopment. The Waaia Football Netball Club in the
electorate of Rodney has plans to redevelop its ageing
pavilion and establish a facility of a high standard for
the club into the future. The club plans to refurbish and
extend the change rooms for all players, including
improved shower and toilet amenities, a new female
umpires room, a medical room, adequate storage and a
gymnasium. The people of the Waaia Football Netball
Club need to remain competitive in their league, and to
attract and retain players they need the best possible
facilities.
The history of the Waaia Bombers dates back to 1894.
The club has played across many leagues, and it settled
in the Picola and District Football Netball League in
1935, where it has since won 10 premierships. The
most famous Waaia Bombers AFL export to date is
North Melbourne’s Kangaroo legend premiership
captain Anthony Stevens.
Throughout its long and decorated history the Waaia
Football Netball Club has remained strong in a
competitive sense but has struggled to maintain the
upkeep of its ageing facilities and infrastructure. In
Waaia and across the Rodney electorate sport and
recreation is not only a healthy pastime for constituents
of all ages, abilities and backgrounds, it is a way of life.
Being active in a country community is a way of
keeping connected through involvement as a
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participant, spectator, volunteer or commercial
enterprise.
Research shows that being active helps us fight against
wider community problems associated with obesity,
diabetes and heart disease. In addition, becoming
involved in sporting groups helps keep us engaged with
the community and at a lower risk of loneliness,
disengagement and depression. Football and netball
clubs across my electorate provide an environment of
health and fitness, teamed with community spirit and
togetherness. They are the heart and soul of the
community.
I commend the Victorian coalition government’s
continued support of our many football and netball
clubs through its country football and netball program.
This program was established in 2005 along with the
Australian Football League, AFL Victoria, the
Victorian Country Football League and Netball
Victoria and has provided a significant boost to
hundreds of clubs since then. In this time the country
football and netball program has contributed $5 million
towards some 150 projects worth more than
$11 million in total.
The coalition is committed to having more Victorians
more active more often, and I believe this can be
achieved through continued support of initiatives like
the country football and netball program. Funds to
support the Waaia Football Netball Club would benefit
all current players and members, and I ask the minister
to support this worthy program for Waaia.

Special schools: playground surfaces
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is that he direct the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development to reconsider its stance
on having bark chips as a standard outdoor ground
surface for special schools and fund the replacement of
bark chips with suitable matting.
Recently I met with parents and the principal of
Bendigo Special Developmental School in Kangaroo
Flat, who have expressed to me their concern that
students at the school have ingested bark chips and
have had to be hospitalised as a result. They are very
worried that it is only a matter of time before a student
chokes on the bark chips. Letters regarding this matter
have been sent to the minister and a member for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place, Damian
Drum. The replies have been standard departmental
replies that have failed to address the serious concerns
that the parents and the principal have raised. Parents
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have been very disappointed with the responses as there
has been no addressing of the significant health and
safety issues of students picking up and eating the bark
chips, irrespective of the level of supervision.
Why do the students do this? Because many children
with special needs such as those with autism spectrum
disorder also suffer from pica, a persistent craving for
and compulsive eating of non-food substances. Pica in
humans has many different subgroups which are
defined by the substance ingested. Some of the most
commonly described types of pica are eating earth, soil
or clay, ice and starch, but they include other substances
such as cigarette butts and ashes, hair, paint chips and
paper.
There are no known methods of preventing pica.
However, once pica is known or suspected, measures
can be taken to reduce further ingestion of non-food
substances. Removal of that substance from readily
accessible areas is the most obvious response, followed
by close supervision of the child or adult with pica.
This issue needs to be looked at with some empathy
from the government. Recently one parent wrote to me,
saying:
You in the government do not have my son after school
hours, you do not take him to hospital for scans and
procedures because of the chip bark and its complications,
you do not sleep with him in his room because he cannot
sleep from the pain from bowel blockages.

What I ask of the government and the minister is to
have the bark chips removed altogether from the
playground areas at this school and consider their
removal from other special schools, for the sake of
these kids and to prevent a tragedy. Why should the
quality of life of some children be compromised when
there is a solution, which is to allocate funding to have
the bark chips replaced with suitable matting? I urge the
minister to reconsider having bark chips as a suitable
ground surface in special schools and to allocate
funding to have the bark chips at the Bendigo Special
Developmental School replaced completely.
The teachers, who do an amazing and commendable
job in supervising and caring for these children with
special needs at recess and lunchtimes, should not have
to concentrate exclusively on watching students who
may ingest bark chips in the play areas. My
understanding, from what people at the school have told
me, is that they need around $200 000 to replace the
bark chips with matting right across the school
playground. I understand also that there are other
special schools that could do with the replacement of
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bark chips with matting in their playgrounds. I urge the
minister to consider this matter.
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growth and to provide the opportunity for access to
public education in the electorate.

Schools: Mornington electorate

Planning: Bundoora development

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am very pleased to
rise this evening to raise a matter for the Minister for
Education. He is, of course, a Mornington Peninsula
colleague of mine and is aware of the growth that has
occurred in recent years across the peninsula. The
action I am seeking from the minister is that he review
the plans of the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development for the provision of public
secondary education in the Mornington electorate and
adjoining areas with a view to ensuring adequate
provision to meet likely increased demand, given the
high numbers of senior students in primary schools.

Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning.
The specific action I seek is for him to call in and refuse
a planning application that has been lodged with the
Darebin City Council for the site at 1091 Plenty Road,
Bundoora. People in the northern suburbs might better
know this site as the former Smorgy’s, a fantastic allyou-can-eat restaurant in Bundoora.

The Mornington Peninsula has seen sustained growth
for many years, in fact going back to the 1960s. In the
past two decades its growth has moved on even more
quickly than in the past. It has certainly not moved on at
the pace of the growth areas — nothing like the Caseys
or the Wyndhams of the world, but still it has had
substantial growth. The growth has been across the
electorate but particularly in the east Mornington and
east Mount Martha areas. Twenty years ago those areas
east of the Nepean Highway were simply paddocks.
Now they are well-established sections of the towns,
with high numbers of young families.
We have seen growth in the number of schools in the
electorate. Ten years ago Benton Junior College was
built. In 2007 Balcombe Grammar School was
established, and it has grown enormously. That is a
private school of course, but once again it is benefitting
from the demand. We have very high participation rates
in junior sport. The Mount Martha Lifesaving Club, the
Mount Martha Junior Football Club and Little Athletics
all have high member numbers. Certainly the anecdotal
evidence suggests there is likely to be continued high
demand for some time.
I should say we also are lucky enough to have two
excellent secondary colleges, the Mornington and
Mount Eliza secondary colleges. Sarah Burns, the
principal at Mornington, joined the school in 2007 and
has done a fantastic job in turning it around and really
getting it humming. More recently Geoff Petrie at
Mount Eliza Secondary College has done a fantastic
job. The school had great results last year so it is well
positioned, but it is also likely to see a significant
increase in demand in the next few years. I seek the
support of the minister in ensuring that there is an
appropriate number of places available to deal with the

Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr BROOKS — No, there is no whack here for
you tonight, Bill; it is a serious matter that I want to
raise on behalf of my local community.
A planning application has been lodged for that site for
a major development of five residential towers, with
three of the towers some 10 storeys high and the other
two 7 storeys high. That is a significant increase on the
size and scale of building development in that precinct.
The site fronts Plenty Road but backs onto the beautiful
Bundoora Park. The park precinct is a beautiful part of
Melbourne’s northern suburbs. It is the largest regional
park in the northern suburbs and attracts some
750 000 visitors every year. It includes the significantly
historical Cooper’s Settlement, the children’s farm, the
golf course, the historic Bundoora homestead,
sportsgrounds and picnic areas, and is a fantastic place
for families to enjoy on weekends. The amenity and
vista of that parkland are threatened by the scale of this
development.
The Darebin City Council has already begun the
process of developing a Plenty Road integrated land use
and transport study which would guide development
along the entire Plenty Road corridor, including this
site. That planning work, which has begun, is expected
to be completed later this year. It would seem to make
sense that this development be at least held in abeyance
until the planning work, which will include community
consultation, is completed.
The minister has made a number of call-ins in his time
as Minister for Planning, including the Dromana Bay
Life Saving Club application, which was no doubt an
important local issue, but I do not think anyone could
argue that that was a more important or significant
application to be called in than this one, which will
impact on Bundoora Park in the northern suburbs. So I
ask the minister, who represents the northern suburbs in
the upper house, to take a keen interest in this issue and
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to call this planning application in so that at the very
least the applicant is able to make a decision about how
he or she proceeds once the planning work has been
done by Darebin council.

Benalla electorate: sporting facilities
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It is a pleasure to rise and
make my request after that passionate and enthusiastic
presentation by the member for Bundoora. My issue is
for the Minister for Sport and Recreation, and I ask that
he continue to support sporting clubs in Benalla with
continued access to the provision of grants for the
facilities that are much needed to support our sporting
clubs that are often the focus of communities in
regional Victoria, particularly in the electorate of
Benalla. I will identify two or three in my electorate
that would benefit from support should the minister be
able to assist. First of all we have the Dederang Mount
Beauty football netball club, which needs new netball
courts for the ladies to be able to play netball safely and
to participate in the competition in what I think is the
Tallangatta and district football netball league.
I should say there has been persistent lobbying by
Gerry Stow and Doug Connors from the Dederang
Mount Beauty football netball club. The Alpine shire
has been very supportive, and I have been in there
putting my support behind the club’s requests. The
Mount Beauty Soccer Club is also in the Alpine shire.
The president, Ron Crawford, has been actively seeking
support from our government to help with the
upgrading of the club’s pitch, irrigating the pitch and
also upgrading of the toilet facilities. Whilst the
minister is at the table, I should thank him — —
Ms Green — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
am sorry to interrupt the flow of the member for
Benalla, because I understand that his adjournment
matter is heartfelt, but only one matter can be raised
with each minister on the adjournment, and the member
should know that.
Dr SYKES — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, my request was for the minister to provide
support for sporting clubs in my area, and I was
providing some examples of where he may be ‘able to
assist.’
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! There is no point of order. The honourable
member has asked for one action, which is to support
sporting clubs with grants, and he is going through a
number of other issues.
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Dr SYKES — Acting Speaker, the elephant is not
the only animal in the jungle with a long memory. In
relation to access to grants, in addition to the Mount
Beauty Soccer Club, which is a very worthy club, there
is also the Mansfield Eagles Football Netball Club, who
I saw play last week at Euroa. They are very
competitive on both the netball court and football
ground. Our government has supported them in a
number of areas, and I seek continuing support for
upgrades to the netball court.

Ports: metropolitan container capacity
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — The matter I wish to raise
is for the Minister for Ports. The action I seek is that the
minister review the current plans to locate the
secondary, complementary metropolitan container port
at the port of Hastings and in so doing conduct a
comprehensive cost-benefit analysis of the value of an
investment in the port of Hastings as a complementary
container port, as opposed to a Bay West development.
There is growing concern within the freight and
logistics industry and a growing body of information
and advice about the serious transport disadvantages of
locating a secondary container port at Hastings, most of
which would be resolved by active consideration of
locating a secondary and complementary container port
at Bay West instead. AECOM has produced a study for
LeadWest which notes that Hastings has major
transport access challenges, being
100 kilometres south-east of the region on the far side
of the greater Melbourne area. Placing the port at
Hastings would increase reliance on the West Gate
corridor and create difficulties around providing a
standard access rail gauge.
The Australian Financial Review recently reported that
the Victorian Freight and Logistics Council and the
Property Council of Australia have now lined up in
support of a Bay West option. Bay West has the
advantage of being in closer proximity to most
importers and exporters and to excellent rail and road
connections to the rest of the state, presenting an
opportunity to relieve the pressure on the West Gate
Bridge and Monash Freeway and further develop the
employment options in the area. I note that this issue
has been specifically brought to the minister’s attention
several times, but every time he has dismissed it out of
hand, claiming it is an option that might be looked at in
50 years. At a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) hearing on 8 May the minister said
it might be considered as an option between 2050 and
2100.
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Given that the port of Melbourne is going to reach
capacity within the next 15 years, 50 years is a long
time to wait before proper consideration is given to
what might be the right option for Victoria. Given the
15-year time frame and the $12.5 billion budget that
would be needed to get Hastings right, an alternative
option needs to be established for a cost-benefit
analysis, and Bay West is the obvious one. Delaying
and avoiding is not in the interests of the exporters and
importers who incur extra costs and lose productivity
by having their goods transported hundreds of extra
kilometres across a major metropolitan area, or indeed
for Victorians who would have to contend with extra
freight on the already crowded highways and the West
Gate Bridge.
The Auditor-General, in his report to PAEC on the
delivery of significant infrastructure projects, has made
it clear that he believes the government announcing a
policy should not be the sole guidance for departments
in terms of looking at alternative options. We believe it
is important for the government to look at these issues.
The minister may express the view that his policy is
consistent with the previous government’s policy, but
of course Bay West has emerged only recently on the
back of export industry and community views. We say
it is appropriate that the government look at this in the
context of a viable — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Planning: permit process
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Planning. My request is that the
minister provide my constituents in the Mitcham
electorate with information in relation to the
prescriptive planning permit process.
The reason I request this information is that a member
for Eastern Metropolitan Region in another place,
Mr Tee, has at very considerable cost — and I hope not
to the taxpayer — mailed to Mitcham electorate
constituents a petition, stamped and self-addressed, and
a brochure fabricating the truth and scaring
homeowners by saying that this government could
devalue their house. The brochure and petition say that
this government is introducing a new ‘code assess’ law
that will stop homeowners being notified of multistorey
developments near them, that they will not be
consulted, that they will not have the right to appeal and
that they will not be able to go to the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal. He says that development
will be unrestrained.
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I am not sure where this fabrication of the truth came
from, but I expect it may be because the former Labor
state government introduced a policy on code
assessment in 2006. Labor’s 2006 Cutting Red Tape in
Planning document lists ‘Introduce a code assess track’
as action 1. It says:
… there would be no third-party notice or right to review.

Action 4 of that document is headed ‘Align notification
and review with impact’. The document proposes
having one class of notification where there is no
notification and review at all.
The amazing thing is that Labor’s planning spokesman
at that time, Brian Tee, was employed as an adviser by
the then Minister for Planning, Rob Hulls, when this
policy was introduced. Labor did not take a planning
policy to the 2010 election, so it is hard to know if
Brian Tee and Labor still support the policies from that
time.
But I think the most disturbing thing is that any MP
would want to send out something to the very people
they represent that is so alarming in relation to the thing
that in most instances is their biggest asset and the
biggest purchase they will ever make — their own
home. To say that this government would intentionally
devalue these people’s homes is an absolute disgrace.
My constituents need to hear the truth, not untruths. I
look forward to the Minister for Planning providing
them with information that is factual.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
my point of order relates to the point of order raised by
the member for Yan Yean during the member for
Benalla’s contribution. It has been a longstanding
practice in this place that because of the 3-minute time
limit points of order are taken at the end of all the
adjournment matters, otherwise we will have this
ridiculous tit-for-tat process where 3 minutes is
expended on points of order. It has been a longstanding
tradition in this place, and I ask that at this point, Acting
Speaker, you either remind the member for Yan Yean
of that practice, which is a courtesy to all members
wishing to raise adjournment issues, or alternatively
refer it to the Speaker for a more considered ruling.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The Minister for Innovation, Services and Small
Business is correct. Because there is a limited time for
adjournment matters to be raised, I suggest to all
members that they keep their points of order till the end
of the adjournment debate unless there are exceptional
circumstances — for example, if a member is attacking
another honourable member, either in this house or the
other house, that would be an exception that I would
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accept. But I agree with the minister, and I uphold the
point of order. Members should keep their points of
order till the end of the adjournment debate, and the
Speaker, Acting Speaker or Deputy Speaker can then
rule on the point of order.

Responses
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Seymour has raised a
request with me. She spoke about Marysville and
surrounding townships and called on me to understand
that tourism businesses in the area need encouragement
and assistance in their bushfire recovery efforts. The
member has been extremely active in her efforts to gain
support for tourism in the region, and the coalition
government completely understands the devastating
impacts of the 2009 bushfires on the regional tourism
industry.
I am pleased to announce in response to the member’s
request that $79 000 has been allocated from the
Marysville tourism and events marketing program
2011–14 to help promote 13 events and a workshop to
be held over the next 12 months. I am particularly
grateful for the support that has been given to this by
the member for Seymour, and I congratulate her on the
effort she has put in. This new allocation will bring the
total amount of support to over $150 000, as support for
another 15 events was announced in October 2011. The
funding is part of the coalition government’s
$1.7 million bushfire funding package for 2011–14 that
was announced in Yarra Glen in June last year.
Some of the events to receive funding include the 2012
Alexandra Truck, Ute and Rod Show, to which the
member referred; the 2012 Buxton Bootcamp; the
performance of Don Giovanni at the Marysville
Community Centre as part of Opera Australia’s 2012
Oz Opera; and the 2013 Australian Steelband Festival.
The allocation also includes $10 000 to market four
events being held at Lake Mountain. Again I note the
very strong support of the member for Benalla for these
events, which include the 2012 Christmas in July, the
2012 Cross Country Sprint X, the 2012 Lake Mountain
Alpine Resort Family Fun Weekend and the 2012 Lake
Mountain Cup.
These events have been developed and supported in an
attempt to improve the long-term viability and
resilience of tourism businesses in Marysville. The aim
is to re-establish a strong local brand and boost
visitation and the length of stay in Marysville and
surrounding townships. I again congratulate the
member for Seymour on her continued advocacy for all
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businesses, including tourism businesses, in her
electorate.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I am pleased to respond to the members
for Rodney and Benalla, who have raised matters with
me tonight. Firstly I will respond to the member for
Benalla, who is a hardworking member of Parliament
and is keen to see active and healthy communities in his
electorate. The Victorian government is ensuring that
these communities can be active by investing in highquality, accessible facilities across Victoria, giving
locals a place to become involved in sport and leisure
activities.
We are supporting clubs through programs such as the
country football and netball program, which funds
netball and football clubs to develop and improve
sporting facilities. I am pleased to inform the member
for Benalla that Mansfield Recreation Reserve will
receive $80 000 through this program to redevelop its
netball court, which involves the construction of a new
multi-use court and lighting facilities.
I am keen to see more women involved in sport, and the
construction of accessible and high-quality netball
facilities is a fantastic way to do this. That is why I am
also pleased to inform the member for Benalla that
through his hard work and the work of people like
Gerry Stow and Doug Connors the Dederang Mount
Beauty football netball club will receive $54 000
through this program to construct new netball courts at
its facilities. The popularity of the club is on the rise,
and programs such as the country football and netball
program help to ensure that clubs can continue to
expand and improve their facilities as their
communities grow.
The member for Benalla also raised the matter of soccer
facilities in his electorate. He can see how important it
is for communities to be involved in sport in a variety
of ways. With the rising popularity of soccer in
Victoria, the coalition government is supporting local
communities to enjoy soccer at their local clubs and
encouraging people to take up the world game.
Through the Strengthening the World Game program,
the Victorian government is supporting the growing
popularity of soccer in all areas across Victoria. I am
also pleased to announce, following strong
representation by the member for Benalla and the
support of people like Ron Crawford, $50 000 through
this program for the Mount Beauty Soccer Club. This
will fund the establishment of a soccer pitch, the
refurbishment of the oval surface, modifications to
improve access to toilet and change room facilities, and
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the installation of an irrigation system connecting
recycled water.

make decisions. The previous government would not
make decisions about how to expand that port capacity.

The member for Rodney raised a matter tonight in
regard to improving the sporting facilities in his
electorate, particularly at Waaia. Through conversations
I have had with the member for Rodney I am well
aware that Waaia was impacted by flooding this year. I
congratulate the member for Rodney for his hard work
and the passionate attitude he has towards his
electorate. I also congratulate him for fighting for what
is good in country Victoria — the people, the
communities, the work and the lifestyle.

In contrast, in the less than 18 months since being
elected the Baillieu coalition government — a
government that gets on with the job, makes decisions
and makes things happen — has made very strong
decisions about increasing port capacity. It has
announced a $1.2 billion expansion of capacity at the
Port of Melbourne Corporation to expand capacity at
East and West Swanston Dock and to develop a third
container terminal at Webb Dock. All of these
initiatives are important components in the provision of
short to medium-term capacity at the port of Melbourne
to cater for that increase in export trade. It is fortunate
that the coalition was elected to make those decisions,
because the previous government was simply unable to
make them — it was paralysed with fear in regard to
making those decisions.

A big part of this lifestyle is encouraging people to be
more active more often, and enabling community
members, especially women, as I said before, to
become involved in sport. I am pleased to inform the
member for Rodney that through the country football
and netball program $85 000 will be provided to
refurbish and extend changing rooms and provide
shower and toilet amenities, a female umpires room,
medical rooms, storage rooms and a gymnasium at the
Waaia recreation reserve sports pavilion.
Maybe we will see more sporting stars coming out of
Waaia like the former North Melbourne Football Club
captain Anthony Stevens. Maybe they will come from
the Waaia Bombers that the member for Rodney spoke
about, given the 10 premierships they have already
won.
I congratulate both the members for Rodney and
Benalla on their strong and active representation on
behalf of the sporting groups in their electorates. I look
forward to the communities in both of those electorates
being more active more often.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — It is a
pleasure to respond to the honourable member for
Tarneit on the issues that he has raised tonight with
regard to port capacity. The honourable member for
Tarneit, as a former Minister for Roads and Ports,
would understand the challenges of providing sufficient
capacity at our ports to cater for the growing import and
export trade, particularly in regard to containers. He
would understand that currently through the port of
Melbourne we are doing 2.5 million TEUs, or 20-foot
equivalent units. By 2025 that will be 5.5 million and
by 2035 it will be 8 million TEUs. That has been
known for some time. Unfortunately the previous
government, in which the member for Tarneit was the
Minister for Roads and Ports, had its head in the sand
about port capacity. It failed to make any decisions. It
dithered, it delayed, it procrastinated and it refused to

The previous government simply would not make those
decisions, and the port of Melbourne was getting to the
point where it was running out of time to expand its
capacity. Fortunately under the Premier we have a
government that is prepared to make the decisions that
are necessary to grow jobs and the economy through
our ports. We also made a decision to provide medium
to long-term capacity by developing the port of
Hastings. That will provide container capacity in the
years to come to serve the port of Melbourne and
Victoria.
Tonight the member for Tarneit raised the issue of
whether the port of Hastings should be developed or
whether there should be development at Bay West.
That was the subject of his contribution tonight. It was
interesting that he noted that Bay West has only just
emerged, as though nobody had ever heard of Bay
West prior to 18 months ago. I have known about it for
10 years as a proposition. Corio Bay has been there a
long time, Point Wilson has been there a long time,
Werribee South has been there a long time and Port
Phillip Bay has been there for a very long time, but it
seems that the member for Tarneit does not know
anything about those areas.
An honourable member interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — He’s got me; I am happy to be
got. The member for Tarneit says we should look at
Bay West and we should not look at Hastings. I want to
refer the member for Tarneit to a document entitled
Port of Hastings Land Use and Transport
Strategy — —
Ms Green — You sold the port of Portland.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member for Yan Yean is out of
her place, and it is unruly to make interjections.
Dr NAPTHINE — I am happy to take up the
interjection. The Kennett government sold the port of
Portland, and I am pleased to advise the house that the
port of Portland this year will have another record
throughput of trade, which is great for the port of
Portland, for the south-west of Victoria and for the
south-east of South Australia. The privatisation of the
port of Portland has been an enormous success for the
development and growth of that port.
But I am being distracted, Acting Speaker. I was
referring to a document entitled Port of Hastings Land
Use and Transport Strategy, which was printed in
August 2009 by the then Labor government. The
member for Tarneit, the Minister for Roads and Ports at
the time, said about the port of Hastings:
In planning for future economic growth, and consistent with
the Victorian ports strategic framework, the government has
confirmed that Hastings is the preferred site for a second
container port to supplement the port of Melbourne when it
reaches capacity in around 2030.
The port of Hastings is well positioned to serve as
Melbourne’s second container port.

The member for Tarneit was in here tonight saying,
‘Don’t develop the port of Hastings. Let’s develop Bay
West’. That is what he has been saying tonight. When
he was Minister for Roads and Ports in 2009 he said in
the foreword — —
Mr Pallas — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
do not mind the minister taking licence, it being as late
as it is, but my request of him was not to go to Bay
West but to perform — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Pallas — Just so that you know what you have
been asked to do — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! What is the point of order?
Mr Pallas — My point of order is this: the minister
was not asked to go to Bay West but to look at the costbenefit analysis of the two proposals, and one would
have thought that that was a vaguely reasonable idea
given the billions of dollars the minister is looking to
spend.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. The minister
was being relevant to the action that was requested by
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the member for Tarneit, but at this hour I ask that the
minister try to keep his answer as succinct as possible.
Dr NAPTHINE — I am being extremely relevant
and extremely succinct and am actually quoting from
the former minister for ports when he said in this
document:
No other port location offers the same overall advantages as
Hastings …

He goes on to say:
I am particularly excited by the proposition to develop the
port of Hastings …

He further says:
I look forward to working with the commonwealth, local
government and port managers to ensure this vision becomes
a reality.

Clearly the member for Tarneit had a conversion on the
way to Damascus — on the way to Bay West —
because when he was the minister and he had the
Department of Transport to offer him good advice he
said quite clearly that Hastings was the best port to
develop as our next container port.
Mr Pallas interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — Clearly this is a member of
Parliament who is prepared to say anything and do
anything to try to get a cheap headline. There is no
consistency; there is just hypocrisy: flip-flop, flip-flop,
this way, that way, whatever suits the headline of the
day.
The government has a clear strategy to develop
capacity at the port of Melbourne and to develop
capacity at Hastings. In the long term there are some
options to look at Bay West, and there are further
options in the long, long term as Hastings and the port
of Melbourne reach their capacity. However, there are
issues at Bay West. While Bay West is accessible to
transport, clearly there are issues in terms of channel
access and depth of that access to the port of Bay West.
There are also issues about the exact location of a Bay
West port.
Mr Pallas interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — ‘True!’, the member for Tarneit
says. The member for Tarneit comes in here saying,
‘Drop Hastings! Go to Bay West’, when his own
documents say quite clearly that Hastings is the right
decision. What we have is a clear situation where on the
one hand the previous government and the previous
minister failed miserably to address the issue of port
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capacity, yet on the other hand in 18 months this
government, under the leadership of the Premier, has
addressed port capacity with a proper plan to develop
the port of Melbourne capacity and to speed up the
development of Hastings as a second container port.
Those ports will deliver the capacity, the jobs and the
economic benefits we need. I hope the shadow Minister
for Ports gets on board with a government that is
prepared to make the tough decisions that he was not
prepared to make when he was on this side of the
house.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Bendigo West raised with me an issue
regarding the use of bark chips as a playground surface,
and especially regarding special schools in her
electorate. It is an important issue. Although I am not in
a position to provide her with $200 000, which is the
amount the school has asked for to resurface its
playground, I think it is an important aspect to consider
and take into account for future projects and any
refurbishments that are done at special schools.
Obviously it would not be relevant in a mainstream
school, but it is particularly relevant in a special school
setting. As I said, if projects involve refurbishments,
especially refurbishments to play areas, that is
something we certainly need to consider. I thank the
member for raising this issue with me.
The member for Mornington raised with me an issue
regarding the provision of secondary school places on
the Mornington Peninsula, part of which is in the
northern part of my electorate and part of which is in
his electorate. As he said, population growth in the area
has been profound, although obviously not to the extent
that Wyndham and the south-east have grown.
However, there certainly has been growth. I know a
number of residents in the area want to make sure there
are places available at a range of schools that are
accessible, including Mornington, Mount Eliza and
Dromana secondary colleges in my electorate.
As a result I have asked — and I will ask — the
department to look at the current population in our
schools and future population projections in the area as
well as at the capacity of existing schools and the range
of options that might be available to ensure that parents
and families have a choice of government school
education on the Mornington Peninsula. I thank the
member for raising the issue, because he is certainly a
great advocate for all aspects of community life on our
peninsula.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — I will refer all other matters to the
appropriate ministers for their direct response.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 11.59 p.m.
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