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ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 1 May 2012
The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Qantas: maintenance jobs
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the Premier’s statement in this place
that he would meet with ‘the people who matter’ to
save Qantas maintenance jobs at Tullamarine and
Avalon, and I ask: given today’s revelations that up to
1000 jobs may be axed, will he now meet with Qantas
workers, the real people that matter, and tell them what
he is doing to save their jobs?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for her question. I have to take issue with one of the
presumptions in the question, which is that there were
revelations today. If the member thinks these were
revelations in today’s media, then the member is not in
touch. The material that was made available in the
media this morning was made available in February
and again in March. Since Qantas made its initial
announcement that it was reviewing its maintenance
facility, we have been working with the stakeholders
and with Qantas at both Melbourne Airport and Avalon
Airport with a view to ensuring that Victoria has the
best possible chance of getting the heavy maintenance
facilities here in Melbourne. Some people might wish
to talk it down — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member for
Monbulk wants to see the rest of question time out, he
should be quiet.
Mr BAILLIEU — The member for Monbulk
interjects — —
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announced that with the new profile of the fleet it is
purchasing, it will not require the same maintenance
levels that exist. As a consequence, the maintenance
requirements will be reduced, and there will be fewer
jobs. Qantas has made that clear, and the unions have
acknowledged that. It is our commitment to work with
the stakeholders, including Avalon Airport, Melbourne
Airport and Qantas.
Someone was out there today suggesting that we
provide all the details of our discussions with Qantas,
which are part of a commercial decision and a
commercial negotiation, and put those in the public
arena.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is the first question
of question time, and already I have had to ask
members on a number of occasions to be quiet. The
next person who speaks will be out — except for the
Premier if he is answering a question.
Mr BAILLIEU — This may be a Marcel Marceau
effort! Some are out there saying we should put all the
details in the public arena. How naive — —
Ms Beattie — On a point of order, Speaker, while I
am not interested in interrupting a comedy routine, the
question was: will the Premier now meet with the
Qantas workers?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yuroke
should know that she does not get a chance to ask a
question a second time around as a point of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — It would be an act of
incompetence to put all the details out in the public
arena, but perhaps we should not be surprised by who
suggested that. I am reminded of an article on ‘The
city’, a Brisbane City Council website — —

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should
ignore all interjections.

Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked whether or not he would meet with
Qantas workers. It was a simple question, and he should
be required to answer it under standing order 58.

Mr BAILLIEU — I am just observing that the
member for Monbulk interjects.

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should
ignore interjections.

Mr BAILLIEU — That article refers to the
decision, and it reads:

Mr BAILLIEU — You are quite right, Speaker. I
am now in a position to remind the house that Qantas
has three maintenance facilities: at Avalon, at
Melbourne Airport and in Brisbane. Qantas has

The state government —

that is, the Queensland government —

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1874

ASSEMBLY

secured the … heavy maintenance facility for Queensland in
2002, after competing with Victoria and Auckland.

I wonder who had a senior role in the ALP at the time
that decision was made. I suspect there is some
sensitivity; there is certainly incompetence on that side
of the house.

Port of Melbourne: capacity
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My question is
to the Premier. Can the Premier inform the house of
action the government is taking to expand the capacity
of Australia’s busiest port, the port of Melbourne?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question. Certainly everybody on this side of the
house, and I suspect some on the other side of the
house, appreciates that the port of Melbourne is the
busiest and biggest port in Australia and is Victoria’s
gateway to the world. The port handles close to
38 per cent of the nation’s container trade. It is
estimated that by 2035 the number of containers
shipped through the port is expected to increase from
2.5 million to 8 million 20-foot equivalent units. By
supplying a sufficient level of container-handling
capacity, we are doing what is vital to managing this
growing national freight task efficiently and
competitively.
Last week I was pleased to join the Minister for Ports in
announcing the government’s $1.2 billion commitment
to provide additional container capacity at the port of
Melbourne. That commitment is to meet the state’s
short-to-medium-term needs. This builds on the
planning the government has already commenced for
the provision of container capacity at the port of
Hastings, something the previous government ignored.
The project is to generate about 2500 jobs — 700 direct
and more than 500 during construction, plus indirect
jobs across the state. That is according to a
PricewaterhouseCoopers study.
The new Webb Dock terminal will cater for the
equivalent of at least 1 million additional containers per
year. Victoria’s container trade, which has been
growing at around 6 to 8 per cent, needs this addition,
and it needs it urgently. That decision has been warmly
welcomed by the business community — certainly by
stevedores and those involved in the export and import
trade. Last year a record 2.5 million containers were
handled through the port; that is an average of nearly
7000 a day.
It is the right decision, it is a timely decision and it is a
decision that is absolutely essential to the economy of
this state. No-one could oppose that decision — save,
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perhaps, for someone who was really not up to it,
someone who wants to put a cork in the port. And what
did we get from the opposition? We said, ‘This is an
inappropriate thing to do. Don’t do it, don’t proceed’ —
and he is still sitting there doing it.

Aviation industry: maintenance facilities
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I ask: what is the Premier’s
understanding of the investment required to make
Victoria’s aviation maintenance facilities competitive
with those in Brisbane?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — Sometimes the
incompetence of some people in this chamber is
staggering.
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier opened up his answer with a blatant attack. He
was asked a very simple question about his
understanding of the investment required. All we seek
is an answer, not an attack.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — I suspect the member who took
the point of order is a bit sensitive to the subject.
Having been out there today to say, ‘Put all the details
in the public arena’, and having been scoffed at by
anybody in the business community who knows what
they are doing, the opposition is at it again. We know
what is required. We know what it takes to govern this
state, and it is very clear that the Leader of the
Opposition has not got any idea, nor does he have any
interest. He is a merchant of doom seeking to talk the
state down.
We will continue to work with Qantas and with the
stakeholders, and we will advance the case for Victoria
getting the heavy maintenance facilities. Indeed I would
have thought that the Leader of the Opposition would
know better. It is my understanding that the opposition
has had briefings on this issue from Qantas, and it
should be behind the government’s efforts in this
regard, not talking them down, not hoping and
anticipating — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Monbulk and the Leader of the Opposition to desist.
Mr BAILLIEU — Anybody who took the view that
the Leader of the Opposition is taking — —
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Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
apparently my interjecting is disorderly, and I fully
accept your ruling on that matter, but it was very
difficult not to interject when every part of this alleged
answer has been an attack on me as the questioner and
on everyone on this side of the house. We are off to a
pretty ordinary start for budget day. If the Premier does
not have an answer, he ought to sit down and spare us
this limp rot.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I do say to the Premier that he should
come back to answering the question.
Mr BAILLIEU — We are engaged in a commercial
negotiation. I have no intention of conducting that
commercial negotiation in the chamber or in the public
arena. Anybody who thinks that should happen is quite
clearly incompetent, and anybody who was observing
that incompetence would be entitled to think that they
could probably do a better job — and I would welcome
the backbench to come to the frontbench and do that
better job.

Regional Victoria Living Expo
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier, who is the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. Can the Deputy Premier inform
the house of the success of the inaugural Regional
Victoria Living Expo and of the community feedback
received from across regional and rural Victoria?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for his very timely
question. When I was in Echuca with him late last week
we were in expectation of a great weekend, and I can
tell the house it was an absolute blinder! Everybody
saw it as such. It was a wonderful event, and I am sure
we will see much more success arise from it.
The event was held over last weekend — 27, 28 and
29 April — and it gave Melburnians who are
considering the option of moving to the regions the
opportunity to come along and meet with the 48 rural
councils, together with more than 130 exhibitors from
the regions of Victoria who were there to provide
various displays as to their regions’ attributes. Bearing
in mind that just late last week I released some figures
resulting from recent research that indicated that
something like 11 per cent of Melburnians — some
450 000 people — are actually considering moving to
the regions in the next three years and another 39 per
cent are considering doing so at some stage in the
future, the opportunities for us in the regional parts of
Victoria are absolutely huge.
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We as a government have dedicated $3 million to the
expo over the course of our first four-year term, and I
am thrilled to be able to say that at the expo all 48 of the
rural municipalities were represented, and as I said,
more than 130 exhibitors were there. Over 8000 people
attended over the three days. I want to thank the many
ambassadors who loaned their various talents to the
weekend’s events. Amongst them were Athol Guy,
Margot Spalding, Billy Brownless, David Mann — that
man about town — and Bronwen Clark, and there were
a number of others who came along and contributed so
well to those three days.
I also pay tribute to the councils, the many councillors
who attended and the departmental staff, who really
threw themselves into this three-day event. Importantly
a large proportion of the visitors to the expo were
family groups. A number of mayors and councillors
have reported back to us since the expo that they have
received inquiries from a vast array of people with
different forms of expertise who are now actively
pursuing the prospect of being able to move into
regional Victoria.
On Saturday night I had the great pleasure of presenting
awards to three of the exhibitors. That included an
award for the best council stand, which went to the City
of Wodonga, an award for the best commercial stand,
which went to the Bruck Group in that great Rural City
of Wangaratta, and the minister’s award, which went to
the Rural City of Mildura and that region.
The feedback from the councils has been absolutely
wonderful. I will quote just a few bits and pieces. A
representative of the City of Wodonga said:
… the City of Wodonga has in excess of 150 known …
people to follow up in order to provide additional
information, including further information on jobs, business
opportunities, lifestyle and housing options.

The mayor of Mildura said:
We are really pleased the state government gave the regions
the opportunity to display what makes living in rural and
regional Victoria so fantastic.

Representatives of the Golden Plains Shire Council
said:
The state government made it … easy for us to showcase how
we offer life as it should be in Golden Plains. The expo
exceeded all expectations, and we were really pleased to be
part of it.

Similar comments came from the Towong, Moira,
Campaspe and Alpine shire councils. The comment we
had from Campaspe Shire Council — and I am just
quoting this — was:
This is bloody unreal — I have been run off my feet.
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That is the quote!
I am able to tell the house that there was enormous
enthusiasm for this great event over the course of these
three days. We are going to ensure that we continue to
conduct it over the next couple of years. It has been a
wonderful event. The best is yet to come.

Economy: government policy
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
comments made by the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade last night, in which he said that there
was a fifth pillar to the Premier’s four-pillar economic
strategy, and I ask: will the Premier detail for the house
each of the five pillars that make up his four-pillar
economic strategy — a strategy that sees only
Tasmania with a higher unemployment rate?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When we have some
quiet I will call the Premier.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question. I think even the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade would concede that
he had a slip of the tongue in that regard, as has been
reported.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — Fifth and fourth — not too much
difference. In good humour I think he would
acknowledge that, but I am delighted to have the
opportunity to remind the house that we have
committed to a responsible budget. Unlike the previous
government, which left an unsustainable budget behind,
we have committed to a responsible budget and to
building budget capacity over time.
The second approach is a focus on productivity —
again, something that the previous government ignored.
Indeed productivity declined under the previous
government, but we have committed to it. I have been
surprised at the silence of the opposition in regard to
occupational health and safety and construction costs.
Let us help — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — The Leader of the Opposition
has two fingers up. He has got two to go, has he?
Mr Andrews — He has got four up.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr BAILLIEU — Speaker, in good humour the
Leader of the Opposition is giving me the finger, I
suspect.
The third approach, as we have said many times, is to
grow our economy and grow our markets, and that is
what we have been doing. The fourth is to assist
industry in transitioning and restructuring. There you
have it. That is what we have said in this Parliament
many times. I am prepared to afford anybody a slip of
the tongue, but not incompetence such as comes from
the Leader of the Opposition.

Melbourne Youth Justice Centre: upgrade
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. Can the minister
inform the house of action the government is taking to
improve youth justice facilities at Parkville after years
of neglect?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for Evelyn for her
very important question and for her interest in the
futures of vulnerable young Victorians. In October
2010 the Ombudsman’s Investigation into Conditions
at the Melbourne Youth Justice Precinct report was
tabled in Parliament. As members opposite may well
remember, he found the Parkville precinct to be ‘dirty,
unhygienic and ill maintained’, and actually in breach
of a number of international and national accords and
standards. His report was absolutely shameful reading.
Page after page showed how young people had been
failed by the former government.
The Ombudsman gave us 27 recommendations, which
we have been working on. These were in addition to
eight themes that were part of Neil Comrie’s report,
which had been handed to the then government earlier
in the year. I am very pleased to be able to say that we
have now committed to and completed all 27 of the
Ombudsman’s recommendations and we have
completed action on all the major action items out of
Neil Comrie’s report. The whole of the precinct has
been refurbished. It is a much safer and healthier
environment now. I was very pleased last week to open
the single entry point and a new, improved reception
and security centre. Importantly we have invested in
what was an undervalued and underskilled workforce at
Parkville.
The Ombudsman was also scathing about the state of
the education provided. Many residents who were there

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 1 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

for up to two years were getting no education or only a
few hours of education per week. In fact most of the
detainees at the Parkville precinct spent every day
watching television. We have a statutory obligation in
relation to the education of teenagers, and we know that
education can make a real difference. How could
anyone have expected young people who had been
incarcerated to develop aspirations, to hope for a job or
even to develop their skills in an environment that was
not helping them to achieve that?
The Baillieu government has not only remedied the
educational system at Parkville but we now have a
model we believe to be national best practice and
potentially international best practice. With the
leadership of the Minister for Education, along with
that of Brendan Murray and Maddie Witter, we now
have a new model of education configured for
disadvantaged young people in a custodial
environment.
We have to recognise that most of the detainees in the
youth justice system have been involved in significant
truancy, and two-thirds of them have been expelled or
suspended from school. Since the first day of school in
mid-February the results have been quite stunning.
Attendance is at 100 per cent for 25 hours a week, and
classes are being conducted in an orderly fashion.
Thirty-four of the first 52 students reported having read
a book independently for the first time in their lives
since the school started.
In terms of reading and numeracy skills, there has been
a reported increase of two years in the first two months.
These are absolutely substantial results. Magistrates of
the Children’s Court are donating books to the library,
and we have pathways to ensure that when children
leave the custodial environment they are getting
incorporated into the broader education system.
As a result of the changes we have made at Parkville,
critical incidents and violent assaults have dropped by
more than half. This is a great outcome. This is an
investment in young people and in broader community
safety. I am very proud that we are drawing a line and
closing the disgraceful Labor era at Parkville by
providing a better future for young people.

City of Casey: councillor conduct
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — My question is to the
Minister for Local Government. I refer the minister to
multiple revelations at the City of Casey, including an
alleged secret payment authorised by the member for
Mordialloc when she was the mayor of Casey to settle a
sexual harassment matter, the alleged bullying of
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councillors and the attendance of Victoria Police at the
last council meeting. What further evidence does the
minister need before she will act and appoint a
municipal inspector to this dysfunctional council?
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I thank the member for his question. As I answered the
last time the member asked me a question on this
matter, these matters are being looked at, and it is not
appropriate for me to make any more comment while
they are under investigation.

Waste management: government action
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — My question is to the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change. Can the
minister update the house on action by the Victorian
government to increase the recycling of organic and
food waste and to reduce waste going into landfill?
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank the member for Hastings
for his question and for his interest in the important
issue of waste management. An Auditor-General’s
report handed down last year demonstrated that the
previous government directed very little attention to the
issue of waste management, saying that:
The reasons for underachievement —

on the part of the former government —
in relation to municipal solid waste encompass a lack of
effective planning, leadership, coordination and oversight.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is quoting
from a book.
Mr R. SMITH — Under the previous government
the landfill levy was wasted on a range of
awareness-raising programs that had very little to do
with managing waste in this state. When we came to
government I made a very strong commitment to the
waste sector and the waste industry that the landfill levy
would be reinvested back into that sector, as was the
original intent of the levy.
Victoria generates around 2 million tonnes of organic
waste each year, with about 70 per cent of that going to
landfill. Last week I was very pleased to be able to
announce for the metropolitan organics plan a total of
$3.8 million, funds that will be used to support a new
multimillion-dollar organics processing facility in
Bulla. The government will be working very closely
with 11 councils across the northern suburbs to ensure
that members of that very diverse community are
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educated on the best way to dispose of their organic
waste. Through bin standardisation, household support
and the upgrade of transfer station facilities, we plan to
get as much organic material out of landfill as we
possibly can.
As part of the use of the funding we will also be
undertaking a feasibility study to determine where a
similar facility can be located in the south-east. There
have been a number of problems around waste
management in the south-east, not the least of which
have been odour issues. We are going to make sure that
with that feasibility study we put in place a facility that
can deal with a lot of those issues. In addition we will
be investing another $500 000 to develop end markets
for recycled organic products to complement the
broader investment in the organics recycling facilities.
This $3.8 million comes on top of $5.5 million that I
announced previously for similar projects that will
target the processing of organics in regional Victoria in
areas such as Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and
Gippsland.
The reinvestment of the landfill levy into the waste
industry will provide tangible environmental outcomes
by accelerating the collection and processing of garden
and food organics to improve the long-term
management of organics across metropolitan
Melbourne. Of course the funding will stimulate growth
in the organics processing industry as well as create
jobs. It is anticipated that with the construction and
ongoing operation of the new facility in Bulla we are
going to be able to create around 50 new jobs, which is
great news for the area.
This sort of investment is what this government is
about. It is about generating long-term outcomes. The
previous government wasted the opportunity to invest
the landfill levy in the sector and, further to that, wasted
taxpayers money on a whole range of awareness-raising
programs that really did not generate any outcomes and
did not generate any jobs, and in the years of doing that
it really did not have anything to show for its
investment. In contrast, this government is about
getting on with the job and making sure that we invest
taxpayers funds in programs that have long-term
outcomes and long-term benefits for all Victorians.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. I refer the minister to
the appalling treatment of Deborah Walsh, the mother
of a teenager with Asperger’s syndrome, by the
member for Frankston, and I ask: how is it appropriate
that a mother seeking affordable accommodation for
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her 19-year-old disabled son is told, ‘Don’t bug me’; ‘I
have given you more than enough of my time’?
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question contained an imputation. I ask you to rule the
question out of order. Imputations can be made only by
way of substantive motion, and I ask that the question
be reworded by the member to remove the imputation.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Speaker, we
suggest that you do not accept the submission of the
Minister for Ports submission that there was an
imputation. That was in fact a direct quote from the
Herald Sun. ‘Don’t bug me’; ‘I have given you more
than enough of my time’ was a quote. That is not an
imputation.
Mr O’Brien — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Yan Yean used the term ‘appalling’. If that
is not a clear imputation, I do not know what is. The
standing orders are quite clear that there is only one
way in which an imputation can be made against a
member of this place, and that is by way of substantive
motion, not by asking a question. I ask you to rule the
question out of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, there
was no imputation. There is a direct quote, ‘I have
given you more than enough of my time’, and the
article goes on to say, ‘A spokeswoman for Mr Shaw
confirmed the conversation took place’. There was no
imputation. The behaviour was appalling.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker,
standing order 118 says in relevant part:
Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections
on … members of the Assembly or the Council are disorderly
other than by substantive motion.

It is in order to ask a factual question on the matter
concerned, but it is not in order to include imputations
of improper motives or personal reflections in the way
the question is put.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the member for Yan Yean to — —
Ms Thomson interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Footscray
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray can leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Footscray withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Questions resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Yan Yean to quickly look at the question and take the
imputations out of it.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. I refer the minister to
the reported treatment of Deborah Walsh, the mother of
a teenager with Asperger’s syndrome, by the member
for Frankston, and I ask: how is it appropriate that a
mother seeking affordable accommodation for her
19-year-old disabled son is told, ‘Don’t bug me’; ‘I
have given you more than enough of my time’?
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, my
understanding is that the way the question has been
worded this time is seeking an opinion from the
minister, and I ask again that you suggest that the
member reword the question according to the standing
orders, rather than seeking an opinion.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Speaker, if
government members wish to identify the grounds upon
which they object to this question, they ought to have
done so earlier before you requested that the question
be reworded. It clearly does not ask for an opinion. It
clearly asks whether or not that is acceptable behaviour.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the member to reword the question.
Ms GREEN — My question is to the Minister for
Community Services. I refer the minister to the reported
treatment of Deborah Walsh, the mother of a young
teenager with Asperger’s syndrome, by the member for
Frankston, and I ask: is it government policy that a
mother seeking affordable accommodation for her
19-year-old disabled son should be told, ‘ Don’t bug
me’; ‘I have given you more than enough of my time’?
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I am glad that — third time lucky — we
have finally got a question that is acceptable to this
house.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I reject the premise of the
question. For the member’s benefit I remind her that
this is a public housing issue and that as such the
community services minister does not have
responsibility for housing; that is something that
perhaps the honourable member should learn in relation
to ministerial responsibilities.
I understand the Minister for Housing is working
proactively with the family to try to resolve the housing
issues, as the government will continue to do with
anyone, including those with a family member with a
disability who needs accommodation and support. We
are dealing with years of neglect and gaps in relation to
disability housing — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk was warned earlier. He will not be warned
again.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — As a result of years of
neglect there are significant gaps in our capacity to
support people with a disability and provide appropriate
housing and supported accommodation. We will
continue to work with people with a disability and their
families and carers to make sure they get the support
they need. We will have an appropriate response to and
support for them so they can have good prospects in
relation to future housing and accommodation.

Migrants: government initiatives
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — My question is to the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship. Can
the minister advise the house of the action the
government is taking to assist new migrants to
successfully become part of the Victorian community?
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — I thank the member for Kilsyth for
his question and for his interest in ensuring that there
are programs that meet the individual needs of newly
arrived migrants and refugees to make sure they
become active members of the community.
As members will know, Australia’s migration intake is
about 200 000 people per year — 185 000 come under
the family and skilled categories and 15 000 are part of
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the humanitarian component. Victoria takes in about
30 per cent of all newly arrived migrants, which
equates to about 60 000 people a year, of which about
5000 are refugees. It is therefore no surprise that 44 per
cent of Victorians were either born overseas or have
one parent who was born overseas. Past Victorian
governments have supported and embraced newly
arrived migrants, as does the current government,
because it sees the enormous benefits migration
provides to Victoria, whether they be economic, social
or cultural.

met. We will continue to do so, because we believe that
migration is good for Victoria and good for Australia.
History has shown that we are a much better state for
having a large number of migrants settle in Victoria.

There are also challenges in relation to these new
migrants. As was the case in the 1950s, 1960s and
1970s, we face challenges as a result of this large
migration intake. There are 5000 refugees, and we need
to provide programs to make sure those refugees
become active in our community. That is why the
government is pleased to announce the introduction of
rights and responsibilities seminars — I launched the
first one in Bendigo a few weeks ago — to ensure that
migrants are able to understand and know about the
services provided by the government and that they
understand their rights and responsibilities, because you
cannot have only one side of the equation.

Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) introduced a bill for an act to amend the
Bushfires Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor Act 2011 to extend the operation of that
act, to amend the Country Fire Authority Act 1958
as to persons who are able to exercise the powers of
the chief officer of the Country Fire Authority
where an officer of the Country Fire Authority is
not present, to amend the Police Regulation Act
1958 as to appointments of deputy and assistant
commissioners and as to standards as to grooming
and clothing accessories, and to amend the Sale of
Land Act 1962 to require a vendor’s statement to
disclose when land is in a bushfire-prone area and
for other purposes.

Migrants and refugees, indeed all Victorians, have to
understand their rights as well as their responsibilities.
We have put aside $800 000 over four years to make
sure that the seminars that are provided across the state,
including in regional Victoria, provide the information
necessary to make sure that the settlement needs of
migrants are met. The seminars will cover issues in
relation to migration, law and order, the three tiers of
government and safe driving. They will also provide
information on volunteerism and on many more issues.
They will be specific to each region — each seminar
will be different depending on the region in which the
seminar is delivered.
As well as that, the refugee support program was
introduced by the previous government at a cost of
$1.6 million per year. That also ensures that migrants
engage with the community and understand the
different types of services they can access. On top of
that is a leadership program for African youth to
increase their understanding of what it means to live in
Victoria and to improve their leadership skills so that
they can teach others to do the same.
To coordinate programs we have established the
settlement unit in the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. That unit ensures that there is coordination
between the three tiers of government and between all
government departments. We have a coordinated
approach to make sure that the needs of all refugees are

POLICE AND EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading

Read first time.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT
(SALARY RESTRAINT) BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) introduced a bill for an act to
amend the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Road Safety Act 1986 and for other purposes.

Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I ask
the minister for a brief explanation.

DUTIES AMENDMENT (LANDHOLDER) BILL 2012
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Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — The bill puts
in place the government’s policy announcement that it
would ensure that those hoon drivers who are caught
for a first offence of hoon driving attend a safety
course. That course is currently being developed by
VicRoads and will be in place as early as next year. All
first-time offenders will have to attend the course. They
will have to pay the full cost of attending the course
plus the full cost of government expenses in relation to
that course. The bill also tightens up on issues in
relation to the impoundment of vehicles, making it
easier for police to dispose of vehicles that have been
caught in the impoundment scheme in a quicker and
easier manner.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

DUTIES AMENDMENT (LANDHOLDER)
BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Duties Act 2000 to make further provision for the imposition
of duty on the acquisition of interests in certain land-holding
entities, to amend the Planning and Environment Act 1987 as
a result of changes to the Duties Act 2000, to amend the
Financial Sector Reform (Victoria) Act 1999 as a result of the
change of name of the Financial Sector (Transfers of
Business) Act 1999 of the commonwealth and for other
purposes.

Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — Can we get a brief
explanation of the bill?
Mr CLARK (Minister for Finance) — The primary
purpose of the bill is to give effect to changes to
land-holder duty that have previously been announced.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Minister for Finance) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Duties Act 2000 and the
National Taxation Reform (Consequential
Provisions) Act 2000 and for other purposes.
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Read first time.

MONETARY UNITS AMENDMENT BILL
2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Minister for Finance) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Monetary Units Act 2004 to
provide for the value of a fee unit, the value of a
penalty unit and the annual rate for the financial
year commencing on 1 July 2012 and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms D’AMBROSIO having given notice of motion:
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your ruling on whether the notice of motion that refers
to the member for Bentleigh should include her name. I
wonder whether that should be excluded from the
notice of motion.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house should be
aware that members are referred to by the name of the
district they represent. A corrected version will appear
on the notice paper.
Further notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
notices of motion 12 to 21 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:

Liquefied petroleum gas: pricing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of R. and L. Hamilton of Croydon North,
Victoria, 3136, points out to the house that:

BUDGET 2012–13
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the recent increase in the price of LPG in Victoria is
unjustified and is caused by blatant profiteering because:
a.

b.

c.

d.

the increase is not caused by the increase in the world
price of LPG as maintained by the fuel industry because
Victoria does not import any LPG;
as LPG in Victoria costs only about 3 cents per litre
(CPL) (2.087 CPL for naturally occurring LPG and
3.056 CPL for waste LPG collected from refineries),
after adding storage, distribution costs and profits, its
wholesale price is about 12 CPL and after adding retail
costs, profits and the new tax of 2.5 CPL, it can be
retailed for as low as 20.5 CPL; selling it for 80 CPL is
profiteering at an exorbitant and unreasonable level;
the ACCC advises that there is no legislation that
permits the fuel industry to base retail prices on world
prices (import parity price) or to add imaginary freight
cost from Saudi Arabia plus insurance and wharfage
costs, as none of these apply to LPG retailed in Victoria
as no LPG is imported; and
the threat by the oil industry that if it is not permitted to
sell at the world price, it can export all LPG sourced
from Victoria and not provide any for local consumption
is baseless because the government of Victoria will not
permit its citizens to be deprived of an essential natural
resource that belongs to the people of Victoria.

The petitioner therefore requests that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria either reintroduces price control for
LPG in Victoria or de-links the import parity price from the
retail price of LPG in Victoria, because:
a.

it is the responsibility of the government of Victoria to
protect the people from exploitation;

b.

introducing price control for LPG in Victoria or
de-linking a non-existent IPP cost from the retail price is
the responsibility of the government of Victoria and not
the federal government;

c.

there is no legislation that authorises the use of the IPP
to calculate the price of LPG in Victoria;

d.

it is probably fraudulent to include non-existing cost
factors when calculating the price of an essential
commodity, thereby misleading consumers and
law-makers;

e.

the price of LPG was controlled until 1991 and though
one of the justifications for deregulation of prices was
that it would reduce prices through competition, the
reverse has taken place; and

f.

the oil industry has proved itself unable to regulate itself
to provide reasonable prices.

By Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) (3 signatures).

Horsham College: redevelopment
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Business Horsham and residents of Horsham
draws to the attention of the house or points out to the house
the importance of the rebuilding of Horsham College.

Tuesday, 1 May 2012

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria consider the high importance of the
rebuilding of Horsham College as a matter of priority.

By Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (1141 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Kilsyth be considered next day on
motion of Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth).

BUDGET 2012–13
Budget papers
Mr WELLS (Treasurer), by leave, presented budget
overview; budget paper 4, state capital program;
budget information paper 1, regional and rural
Victoria; budget information paper 2, Victorian
families; and budget information paper 3, federal
financial relations.
Tabled.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 7
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 7 of 2012 on:
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012
Forests Amendment Bill 2012
Gambling Legislation Amendment (Transition)
Bill 2012
Independent broadbased anticorruption
Commission Amendment (Examinations) Bill
2012
Port Management Further Amendment Bill 2012
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tuesday, 1 May 2012
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
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Associations Incorporation Reform Bill 2011.

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:
Order under s 17B granting licences over:
Phillip Island Nature Park

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Message read recommending appropriation and
transmitting estimates of expenditure for 2012–13.

Sandringham Beach Reserve
Orders under s 17D granting leases over:

Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading

Albert Park Reserve
Mount Martha Public Park Reserve
Financial Management Act 1994:
Budget Paper No. 2 — Strategy and Outlook 2012–13
Budget Paper No. 3 — Service Delivery 2012–13
Budget Paper No. 5 — Statement of Finances 2012–13
incorporating Quarterly Financial Report No. 3
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Ballarat — C104

Mr WELLS (Treasurer) introduced a bill for an act
for the appropriation of certain sums out of the
Consolidated Fund for the ordinary annual services
of the government for the financial year 2012–13
and for other purposes.
Read first time.
Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

Banyule — C78
Benalla — C5
Boroondara — C170
Cardinia — C163
Darebin — C87
Knox — C116
Melbourne — C168
Monash — C66, C88
Moyne — C47
Statutory Rule under the Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 26
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 20, 26.

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 Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 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 Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012 will provide
appropriation ‘authority’ for payments from the Consolidated
Fund for the ordinary annual services of government for the
2012–13 financial year.
The amounts contained in schedule 1 to the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012 provide for the ongoing operations of
departments, including new output and asset investment
funded through annual appropriation.

Messages read advising royal assent to:

Schedules 2 and 3 of the bill contain details concerning
payments from advances pursuant to section 35 of the
Financial Management Act 1994 and payments from the
advance to Treasurer in 2010–2011 respectively.

24 April

Human rights issues

ROYAL ASSENT

Accident Compensation Amendment
(Repayments and Dividends) Bill 2012
Victorian Inspectorate Amendment Bill 2012

1.

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

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
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Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights and therefore 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 raise a human rights issue.
Kim Wells, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Introduction
The 2012–13 budget is shaped by the economic
challenges of the present.
But its focus is on securing the future.
Victoria’s challenges are real and they are substantial.
Global and national economic factors have resulted in a
softer economy and significant reductions 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 ignore those realities. But nor
can we afford to passively accept them.
This budget sets out a clear plan to meet these
challenges and position Victoria to take full advantage
of current and future opportunities.
The budget is about driving economic activity,
productivity and jobs.
It is about rebuilding the state’s finances.

Tuesday, 1 May 2012

The economic and fiscal context
Victoria’s economy is being affected by significant
global and national factors.
World growth has slowed. The euro zone recession,
and concern about sovereign debt, has affected local
consumer and business sentiment.
The Australian dollar remains high by historical
standards, placing significant pressure on Victoria’s
manufacturing, tourism and education sectors.
Household spending is subdued, impacting on the retail
industry.
These factors have resulted in significant revenue
write-downs.
Compared with the estimates made in late 2010,
Victoria has lost $6.1 billion in GST revenue over the
four years from 2012–13.
Much of this is due to slower consumption growth, but
some is due to the reduction in Victoria’s share of the
GST.
Revenue estimates from GST and stamp duty on land
transfers have been reduced by $7.6 billion over four
years.
This represents an average of $1.9 billion a year, or
around 7 per cent of Victoria’s revenue from state taxes
and GST.
This is a bigger revenue hit than occurred during the
2008 global financial crisis.
However, from 2008, the commonwealth government
provided Victoria with significant stimulus funding.
By contrast, at present the commonwealth government
is withdrawing that funding and leaving a range of
national partnership funding programs in doubt.
This is the biggest fiscal challenge to confront Victoria
in two decades.

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.

But the fiscal practices of the past decade left Victoria
vulnerable to this shock.

This is a responsible and necessary approach.

Revenue growth averaged 6.9 per cent.

As a state — as a community — we will be defined not
by the challenges we face, but by the collective actions
we take to address them.

Between 2008 and 2010, an increasing share of the
annual capital spend was being funded from additional
borrowing.

Over the decade to 2010–11, expenditure growth
averaged 7.3 per cent a year.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 1 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

A number of projects faced significant cost overruns.
It is simply not an option for Victoria to continue down
this course.
If spending growth continued at the levels of the past
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.
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executive bonus scheme. Instructions will be issued that
where bonuses are paid, attention should be shown to
the need for restraint.
The government is constraining expenditure growth to
an average of 2.9 per cent over the forward estimates.
This compares with revenue growth of 4.4 per cent.
Despite global uncertainty, a softer economy and a
significant fall in revenue, the 2012–13 budget will be
in surplus by $155 million.
The budget projects surpluses in every year.

It would undermine the government’s capacity to fund
infrastructure, schools, transport, hospitals and police.

The forecast surplus will grow over the next four years
to $2.5 billion by 2015–16.

Strong state finances
Surpluses are not an end in themselves.
We had to change course, and we have.
Last year’s budget achieved $2.2 billion in savings and
constrained spending growth to 3.2 per cent on average
over the forward estimates period.
Last December, we announced a further $1.9 billion in
efficiencies focused on public service back-office and
administrative functions.
In this budget, the government is achieving a further
$1 billion in savings over four years.
These measures require difficult decisions.
The 2012–13 budget delivers further targeted
departmental efficiencies. In addition, savings will be
made in a range of program areas. These savings will
lead to a further reduction in staff numbers by around
600. The government will continue to protect front-line
service delivery.
It is important during challenging times that the
community knows its elected representatives and senior
public servants’ remuneration is consistent with
community expectations. Today I announce that
parliamentary and ministerial salaries will be limited to
a maximum 2.5 per cent increase for the next
12 months. In addition, allowances paid to the Premier,
ministers and parliamentarians will be fixed at their
current terms and conditions for the next 12 months.
The legislative nexus between the salary of a
commonwealth parliamentarian and that of a Victorian
parliamentarian will be severed. A review will be
conducted of the salaries, allowances and other
arrangements for parliamentarians.
The salaries of senior public servants will be limited to
a maximum increase of 2.5 per cent for the next
12 months. In addition, the government will review the

Surpluses are important because they build the capacity
to fund infrastructure and better services. They reduce
our reliance on debt and they help protect Victoria
against future economic shocks.
In 2010–11, more than half of the state’s infrastructure
program was funded by debt. Under the measures taken
by the government to improve the sustainability of our
finances, we will rely less on debt to fund new
infrastructure.
General government sector net debt is forecast to fall
from a peak of 6.5 per cent of GSP to 6 per cent by
June 2016.
In the face of economic challenges, it is vital to restore
strong state finances in order to build infrastructure,
ensure sustainable service delivery and keep our taxes
competitive.
It is not a realistic option to simply spend money that
Victoria does not have.
Strong finances underpin the government’s economic
strategy, improvements to front-line services and
measures to protect the vulnerable.
Economic activity, productivity and jobs
The 2012–13 budget promotes economic growth to
generate jobs and improve living standards for the
Victorian community.
It funds a record state infrastructure spend, cuts
business costs, keeps taxes competitive and invests over
$1 billion in skills.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
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It funds new programs to drive productivity growth in
Victoria’s manufacturing industry and enhances the
competitiveness of our agriculture and food sector.
And it unveils a new strategy to drive international
engagement — to help Victorian businesses realise the
export and investment potential flowing from the rise of
Asia and other emerging economies.

Tuesday, 1 May 2012

This vital road link will help reduce the burden caused
by heavy trucks in residential areas in the south-east.
It provides the final link in the arterial road connecting
the manufacturing hubs of Moorabbin and Dandenong.

High-quality infrastructure is a key contributor to
productivity growth.

Currently, one of the biggest infrastructure programs
under way in Australia is the regional rail link, building
dedicated rail lines for trains from Bendigo, Ballarat
and Geelong into Southern Cross station. When we
came to government, this project was beset by cost
pressures, including the glaring omission that no rolling
stock had been costed into the overall project budget.

The 2012–13 infrastructure investment of $5.8 billion,
after excluding the impact of fiscal stimulus projects, is
the biggest ever.

The government is delivering the project with enhanced
scrutiny under the high-value high-risk process.
Tenders have been let and work is commencing.

This includes important new projects with an estimated
value of $2.7 billion.

The 2012–13 budget will fund new rolling stock for the
regional rail network.

Overall, in 2012–13 there will be $41 billion in public
sector capital projects, including public-private
partnerships, under way in Victoria.

This will allow us to realise the benefits of the rail link,
reduce overcrowding and improve services across the
whole of V/Line’s network.

The new projects funded in this budget include
important transport investments which will help ease
congestion, reduce bottlenecks and increase the
efficiency of the supply chain for Victorian businesses.

The government will push for this rolling stock to be
manufactured locally.

Productivity-enhancing infrastructure

The development of a container terminal at Webb
Dock, funded by the Port of Melbourne Corporation
and the private sector, will increase capacity and
competition at the port and confirm Melbourne’s status
as the leading container port in Australia.
The 2012–13 budget funds solutions to three of
Melbourne’s most significant transport bottlenecks.
Level crossings at Springvale Road, Springvale, and
Mitcham and Rooks Roads in Mitcham will be
eliminated.
At present, during the 2-hour morning peak, the boom
gates at Springvale Road are closed for 50 minutes —
around 40 per cent of the time.
At Mitcham Road, they are down for 45 per cent of the
time, sometimes for up to 7 minutes at a stretch.
It has been estimated that the removal of these level
crossings — funded with $350 million over the next
three years — will reduce travel times in the area by up
to 25 per cent.
In addition, the 2012–13 budget funds the Dingley
bypass.

This represents a major boost to the livability of our
regional centres and a major boost to Victoria’s
manufacturing industry.
A further $172 million will be spent on regional rail
maintenance, improving the infrastructure which
supports both our freight and passenger services.
A series of road upgrades will improve safety and
reduce bottlenecks, particularly in high-growth areas:
the Koo Wee Rup bypass will be built with a $66 million
investment;
$49 million will be provided to upgrade the Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road;
$38 million will construct the Ballarat western link road and a
further $42 million will continue the duplication of the
Western Highway between Beaufort and Buangor.

It is important to ensure that Victoria’s road network
keeps up with a growing population and keeps people
and freight moving efficiently across the state.
CityLink was a major transformational project in the
mid-1990s. EastLink has improved the network by
linking Dandenong and the south-eastern suburbs to the
Eastern Freeway.
But in the long term, more needs to be done. We need
to link the Eastern Freeway to the Tullamarine Freeway
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to create a seamless freeway network and reduce the
congestion currently seen at Hoddle Street and
Alexandra Parade.
And we need to reduce the strain on the West Gate
Bridge by progressing a second river crossing to link
the Western Ring Road to the port.
The 2012–3 budget commits money to complete a
business case on the proposed east–west link.
The government will immediately commence
engineering survey work and geotechnical drilling as
part of this process and will progress relevant statutory
approval processes as a matter of urgency.
The business case is expected to be finalised in 2013,
allowing a funding decision to be taken. This project is
large and has the potential to transform Victoria’s
transport network. It requires a commonwealth
government contribution and possible private sector
involvement.
The government will be working hard to advance this
project in the interests of all Victorians.
In addition, the budget provides a further $50 million
for planning and development work in relation to the
Melbourne Metro rail project.
And $4 million has been provided to commence
planning for the development of Hastings as a container
port.
The government has implemented more rigorous
processes to improve infrastructure project delivery and
reduce cost pressures which have affected major
projects in the past. The government has also taken
decisive steps to improve productivity in the
construction sector through the new guidelines for the
building and construction industry to drive value for
money for Victorian taxpayers.
Medium-term fiscal strategy
Delivering the infrastructure needs of the state is costly.
It requires the government to maintain strong finances
to deliver projects without incurring unsustainable debt.
The 2012–13 budget sets out a medium-term fiscal
strategy to help make this a reality.
The strategy involves the following key parameters:
infrastructure spending of 1.3 per cent of GSP as a five-year
rolling average;
reducing net debt as a percentage of GSP over the decade to
2022;
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fully funding the unfunded superannuation liability by 2035;
and
running an operating balance of at least $100 million and
enough to be consistent with the infrastructure and net debt
parameters.

These parameters are interlinked. More infrastructure
can be funded if the state’s finances are kept strong.
Cutting business costs
A stronger financial position allows taxes to be kept
competitive.
Today I announce that WorkCover premiums for
Victorian employers will be reduced by 3 per cent from
1 July 2012.
This will generate savings for Victorian businesses and
entrench our competitive position as the state with the
lowest workers compensation premiums in Australia, in
addition to an outstanding workplace safety record.
This is on top of the government’s commitment to cut
red tape, particularly benefiting small business.
Supporting key industries and exports
The budget funds new programs to enhance
productivity, secure jobs and support Victorian
industries.
Manufacturing is central to Victoria’s economy and
will continue to play a major role as a source of
employment and economic output into the future. The
sector is the largest source of full-time employment in
Victoria.
The industry is facing challenges — including a high
Australian dollar and the new impost associated with
the carbon tax. The Victorian government is strongly
committed to manufacturing and has a detailed strategy
to improve the industry’s competitiveness.
Last year, the government released its manufacturing
blueprint, A More Competitive Manufacturing Industry.
That document outlined a new model of industry
support based on lifting firm-level productivity through
closer grassroots business engagement. The
Department of Business and Innovation is opening new
government business offices in Ringwood and
Tottenham.
An additional $58 million will be provided to support
manufacturing, including:
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working with medium-sized manufacturers to help them
achieve world-class service standards including through
certification;
$25 million to provide incentives for local manufacturers to
invest in transformative new technologies — effectively using
the strong dollar to their advantage in retooling for the future;
additional support for business-to-business networks to assist
with the sharing of knowledge, information and technology;
$9 million for small manufacturers to provide better access to
information and government programs.

The budget also funds additional support for Victoria’s
highly successful agriculture sector.
The budget injects $61 million into a new agriculture
and food industry plan to help the sector maximise the
opportunities from improved prices and better climatic
conditions.
The strategy focuses on improved biosecurity, as well
as innovation and productivity across our dairy, grains,
red meat and horticulture sectors.
As the global population grows, and incomes rise,
Victoria’s agriculture and food producers are well
positioned to benefit.
But they are not alone. Opportunities will emerge from
the rapid growth in the Asian middle class. New
markets, new possibilities, even new industries will
emerge over the coming decades.
It is vital that Victoria be well positioned.
The government is taking steps to unlock Victoria’s
energy resources in order to boost exports.
The government has also strengthened trade and
investment ties with China, India and the Middle East,
including significant trade missions.
The 2012–13 budget commits $50 million to an
international engagement strategy to further support
businesses in their efforts to tap into new export
markets and attract new investment.
Investing in skills
A key to increasing productivity and generating jobs is
a skilled workforce.
The budget commits $1 billion over four years to
Victoria’s training system. This funding helps to meet
the massive growth in enrolments which has occurred
since the move to a demand-driven model.

Tuesday, 1 May 2012

The previous government introduced that
demand-driven model, but failed to forecast its true
cost.
Between 2008 and 2011, enrolments increased by
44 per cent. Expenditure on training subsidies also
increased by 50 per cent over that period.
This trend was financially unsustainable, and it was not
clear that the spending was being well targeted to
deliver the right outcomes for students or the economy.
So in addition to making a substantial new investment,
the government is ensuring that funding is sustainable,
focused on quality and promotes competition.
High-priority courses will see an increase in their
funding rate. Funding for certificate III and IV courses
in skills like carpentry, bricklaying, plumbing,
engineering, automotive, children’s services, aged care
and disability will rise.
All apprenticeship courses will see an increase in
funding.
Other courses will have their funding levels reduced,
reflecting the massive growth in enrolment in recent
years.
Quality oversight will be improved, and the funding
rates for TAFE and private training organisations will
be aligned to promote competition and choice. The
government will work with our TAFE institutes to help
them adapt their business models where necessary,
helping to ensure a strong future for our TAFE system.
Supporting regional and rural Victoria
The government is proud to include strong
representation from regional and rural Victoria.
More than one in every four Victorians lives in a
regional or rural area and they deserve strong
representation in government.
The government’s strategy has as its centrepiece the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund.
The strategy includes a focus on major regional centres,
but it also extends beyond them to towns and small
country communities.
The 2012–13 budget continues the government’s record
of investing in regional Victoria, with a particular focus
on generating economic growth and employment —
building stronger and more resilient regional
communities.
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The agriculture package, the manufacturing strategy,
purchase of regional rolling stock and the large
commitment to regional rail maintenance are examples
of this approach.
In total, $199 million is committed to upgrading
regional and rural hospitals.
The 2012–13 budget commences phase 2 of the
Northern Victoria Irrigation Renewal Project.
The budget provides additional funding for forestry
roads and continues the successful mode shift incentive
scheme to encourage freight to be carried on rail rather
than road.
Regional Victoria has a diverse economic base,
incorporating agriculture, tourism and manufacturing.
The outlook for our regions is strong, and the
investments being made by the government, through
the Regional Growth Fund and continued in the
2012–13 budget, are vital to realising those
opportunities.
The government’s package of economic measures — a
record infrastructure spend, a better transport network,
reduced WorkCover premiums, a manufacturing
strategy, the agriculture plan, the international
engagement strategy and the $1 billion skills
package — all contribute to growing the economy,
boosting productivity and generating jobs across the
whole state.
Better front-line services
Ultimately, a strong economy and strong government
finances underpin the ability to fund services for the
Victorian community.
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The government is reducing the headcount of the VPS
in non-front-line roles.
The government is also working to improve the
flexibility of our workforce. It is important to keep our
experienced, high-quality staff on the front line and
give them avenues for promotion and advancement that
don’t force them into administrative roles.
This is particularly the case in areas like child
protection and teaching.
More must be done to free up local decision making
and service delivery.
To help achieve this, the government recently
announced the Better Services Implementation
Taskforce.
The task force brings together experienced executives
from the public and private sectors to oversee
revitalised services that will deliver better outcomes for
all Victorians.
These measures will empower staff and give them
autonomy and flexibility, to ensure that Victorians have
access to services which meet their individual needs. In
particular, this approach is vital to meet the needs of
indigenous and culturally and linguistically diverse
communities.
Health
It is important that services keep pace with a growing
population.
The budget provides an additional $1.5 billion for
health and aged-care services.

It is our efforts to deliver a responsible budget position,
despite tough conditions, that are the key to maintaining
high-quality, efficient, sustainable services.

Over the next four years, $883 million is provided in
increased funding for the public hospital system. The
budget also provides $364 million of new infrastructure
investment for health and aged-care services.

In order to enhance those services, we need to be
efficient — removing waste and mismanagement and
focusing on priorities.

The government will fulfil its election commitment to
continue and expand the Vision 2020 initiative to raise
awareness about eye health.

The government has always put priority on service
delivery.

Mental health service capacity will be boosted through
a range of investments, including to modify, refurbish
and redevelop community-based mental health
infrastructure.

We need a strong front-line workforce, backed up by
efficient and streamlined head and regional offices.

Key health investments include:
Under the previous government growth in head office
numbers outpaced the growth in front-line workers and
the population as a whole.

further development at the Sunshine Hospital to
improve services for people living in the western
suburbs of Melbourne;
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a new purpose-built facility, jointly funded with the
commonwealth, to replace the Charlton hospital,
which was extensively damaged in the 2011 floods;
the Frankston Hospital emergency department will
be expanded and reconfigured to improve its
capacity to meet current and future demand;
a $93 million major upgrade of Geelong Hospital;
and
additional beds and a helipad at Ballarat base
hospital.
A better justice system and safer communities
The government is taking steps to meet growing
pressures in the justice system and to strengthen
community safety.
Last year’s budget funded 1700 additional police and
940 protective services officers to increase community
safety.
The 2012–13 budget funds additional capital upgrades
to accommodate these additional Victoria Police
personnel, supporting them in their vitally important
work.
A new police station will be completed at Waurn
Ponds, co-located with the SES. There will also be a
new 24-hour police station at Emerald.
The budget also addresses much-needed upgrades in
Victoria’s corrections system.
It funds an additional 395 prison beds across Victoria’s
existing prisons, as well as a new 500-bed male prison.
It also provides more than $113 million over four years
for stronger management of known serious sex
offenders.
Further funding will strengthen the justice system
through measures to increase access and efficiency,
including funding for Victoria Legal Aid.
The safety of Victorian communities during bushfires
and other emergencies is also a paramount concern for
the government.
The budget delivers a range of measures to strengthen
our outstanding volunteer firefighting workforce in
rural areas, regional centres and on the urban fringe.
This includes additional funding for the Country Fire
Authority for more firefighting vehicles and
construction or upgrade of CFA rural fire stations.
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The planned burning program will be expanded to
reduce fuel load and protect communities.
The government will provide an additional
$200 million to progressively replace the highest risk
powerlines with safer technology.
Emergency communication will be enhanced through
upgrades to computer-aided dispatch infrastructure for
the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority.
Schools
A package of $200 million for school capital projects
will modernise and regenerate government schools,
providing new schools and school upgrades across the
state.
This includes important upgrades to Seaford primary,
Mirboo North Secondary College and Golden Square
primary.
A new school will be built at Doreen South to cater for
a growing population and further land acquisition will
occur in growth areas to plan for the future.
Victorian schools will benefit from an additional
$40 million in 2012–13 to fund enrolment growth.
And an additional $30 million over three years will
support specialist education.
In total, the 2012–13 budget delivers $1.4 billion in
new funding for early childhood development,
education and training.
Protecting vulnerable children
Last year, the government commissioned the
independent Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry. That inquiry made a number of stark findings
about the plight of vulnerable children and
recommended actions to start addressing the issues.
The government is developing a response to the
findings of the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable
Children Inquiry. To be released in 2013, this
broadbased strategy will focus on early intervention,
education and care, health services and the legal system
as well as core child protection services.
In this budget the government will provide
$336 million over five years to deliver front-line service
improvements across the health, education, justice and
human services portfolios to help meet the needs of
Victorian children and families in crisis.
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This includes three new multidisciplinary centres where
police, child protection workers and specialist
counsellors will be co-located and work together to
address the needs of victims.
Reform of child protection court processes to be less
adversarial and more child friendly is also a priority. In
addition the government is funding a new Children’s
Court at the Broadmeadows court.
Helping vulnerable families and children before they
reach crisis point is a priority for the government, with
ongoing support for early intervention,
community-based care and education programs.
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A stronger Victoria
Victoria has great strengths — a flexible,
knowledge-based economy, a skilled workforce and a
diverse multicultural community.
The 2012–13 budget helps position Victoria to meet
present challenges. It strengthens our finances and
better insulates Victoria against future downturns.
It promotes growth, productivity and jobs despite the
economic pressures which many of our industries are
now experiencing.

Environment and community assets

The government will continue to vigorously promote
Victoria.

The budget also funds a range of measures to improve
Victoria’s water management and promote strong
environmental outcomes.

And the government will advocate for Victoria against
decisions or proposals which have the potential to
disadvantage the state or compromise our future.

The budget provides:

That is why the government will continue to argue for a
fairer distribution of GST revenue.

$100 million to improve the environmental condition
of the state’s high-priority rivers, wetlands and
estuaries;
$50 million for sustainable water management,
monitoring and reporting systems; and
$10 million to promote improvements to the state’s
urban water use and establish the Office of Living
Victoria.
The government is committed to cleaner coal
technology that promotes economic development while
managing Victoria’s response to the commonwealth’s
Clean Energy Future reforms.
The government continues to invest in community
services and infrastructure.

If GST was distributed on an equal per capita basis,
Victorians would receive $900 million a year more than
is currently the case — $900 million for additional
roads, schools, hospitals or police.
The government will continue to push the
commonwealth government to commit to ongoing
funding of expiring national partnership agreements
where they have clearly increased ongoing service
demand.
The government will not sign up to the current proposal
for harmonised legislation for occupational health and
safety. It offers little benefit for Victoria to offset the
$3.4 billion of estimated costs, the majority of which
falls on small business. Victoria will continue to work
towards best practice legislation.

Community infrastructure investment includes funding
to maintain the State Athletics Centre at Lakeside
Stadium, the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre at
Albert Park and the State Netball and Hockey Centre at
Royal Park.

Conclusion

The Anzac centenary strategy will fund expanded
facilities at the Shrine of Remembrance to help the
shrine meet growing demand ahead of the centenary of
Anzac and World War I.

The government’s spending priorities are focused on
driving economic growth, generating jobs, improving
front-line service delivery and protecting the state’s
most vulnerable citizens.

Zoos Victoria will receive $13.7 million over two years
to improve outdated infrastructure at Melbourne Zoo
and Werribee Open Range Zoo.

This can only be done when the finances are sound.

Speaker, tough economic times and reduced revenue
call for discipline and careful decisions about
expenditure.

There will be no compromise when it comes to
delivering a responsible budget.
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Victorian families know that in challenging times you
have to act responsibly and eliminate waste. They
expect their governments to improve efficiency, deliver
better services and build a stronger foundation for the
future.

2.
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Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter act.

I commend the bill to the house.

Conclusion

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HOLDING
(Lyndhurst).

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does
not raise a human rights issue.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 3 May.

Kim Wells, MP
Treasurer

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2012/2013) BILL 2012
Message read recommending appropriation and
transmitting estimates of expenditure for 2012–13.
Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) introduced a bill for an act
for the appropriation of certain sums out of the
Consolidated Fund for the Parliament in respect of
the financial year 2012–13 and for other purposes.
Read first time.
Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) 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 Appropriation
(Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill
2012, 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 purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013)
Bill 2012 is to provide appropriation authority for payments
from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of
the 2012–2013 financial year.

Second reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be read a second time.

The bill provides appropriation authority for payments
from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect
of the 2012–13 financial year including ongoing
liabilities incurred by the Parliament such as employee
entitlements that may be realised in the future.
Honourable members will be aware that other funds are
appropriated for parliamentary purposes by way of
special appropriations contained in other legislation. In
addition, unapplied appropriations under the
Appropriation (Parliament 2011/2012) Act 2011 have
been estimated and included in the budget papers. Prior
to 30 June actual unapplied appropriation will be
finalised and the 2012–13 appropriations adjusted by
the approved carryover amounts pursuant to the
provisions of section 32 of the Financial Management
Act 1994.
In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of
the Parliament.
The total appropriation authority sought in this bill is
$101 175 000 (clause 3 of the bill) for Parliament in
respect of the 2012–13 financial year.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr EREN (Lara).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 3 May.

Human rights issues
1.

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

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.

Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012
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Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Amendment (Examinations)
Bill 2012.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That the resolution of the house of 8 December 2011 be
amended to extend the reporting date for the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee’s inquiry into the
benefits and drivers of greenfields mineral exploration and
project development in Victoria to no later than 22 May 2012.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, 3 May
2012:
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012.

In moving this motion I will perhaps just outline the
government’s intention for the program this week.
Obviously there has been notice given of a motion that
the government intends to proceed with debating today.
We will complete the day with a discussion on the
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012. Tomorrow the primary
industries bill and courts and sentencing legislation bill
will be available to be debated. It would be our
intention to start with primary industries and move on
to courts later in the day. Then on Thursday, as
indicated, and according to the normal traditions of the
house, budget responses will commence. As I
understand it, the shadow Treasurer will be giving the
principal speech in relation to those responses on behalf
of the opposition. Then we will proceed through the
day with further budget responses.

1893

Regrettably, my bill, the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Examinations) Bill 2012 is not available to be debated
by the house until Thursday. There was an opportunity
to bring the debate forward to Wednesday, but
unfortunately the opposition refused that. I thought that
was a bit bizarre.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — We agreed. You wanted to do
it, so fine. But the reality is that on Thursday there will
be a significant debate on the budget and there will be
only a very short time after lunch to debate the IBAC
bill before it is dealt with under the government
business program. As I said, it was a bizarre act by the
opposition. Its members had the opportunity to have the
bill fully debated on Wednesday. They chose to stick to
Thursday, notwithstanding that they understood that in
the normal traditions of the house Thursday would be
budget responses day.
The debate on the budget will of course continue into
the next sitting week. It would be our intention to have
it passed in the sitting week after that, which would
then leave enough time for the upper house to deal with
it, along with the other appropriation bill that has been
introduced today, before 30 June.
The government business program is confined to the
four bills I have mentioned. As I indicated, there will be
debate on the motion that is on the notice paper as the
first item of government business today, then the IBAC
bill will conclude government business at about
4 o’clock on Thursday.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to oppose the
government business program. It is quite outrageous to
me that on the day the government has brought down
its budget — and what a disappointing budget it is — it
has populated the government business program with a
notice of motion from the likes of the Minister for
Energy and Resources. Members of the government are
not capable of getting up and actually selling their
vision to the Victorian people. On the day we have
Qantas workers living with the unemployment sword of
Damocles hanging over their heads, the government
has put forward this government business program.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is a very narrow debate about the government business
program. It is not an opportunity to fling all sorts of
ridicule around the chamber. I ask you to bring the
member back to the government business program.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I was just about to bring
the member for Altona back to the motion before the
house.
Ms HENNESSY — My contribution to the debate
on the government business program goes to what the
government’s priorities on the government business
program are. Certainly the notice of motion that appears
on the notice paper under government business is pretty
compelling evidence of a government business program
that contains no vision and does not reflect the
challenges of the budget that the Victorian government
has handed down today.
The government does not want to talk about its budget
because it is in fact a deeply disappointing one. Instead
we have bills such as the Statute Law Repeals Bill
2012, a technical bill which dots the i’s and crosses the
t’s, and we have two other matters that are reasonably
technical in nature. The government simply has not
done the public policy work, except for its work on the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
bill; however, this is the sixth bill and it is a year late.
We are pleased to finally see what we hope will be the
penultimate piece of legislation debated on Thursday,
but again, the ineptitude and incompetence in
establishing what was one of its flagship institutions
must cause a high degree of embarrassment to the
government. Instead we see three technical bills on the
government business program. The government has
tried to fill the program with a government business
motion because the members opposite do not want to
talk about issues related to the Victorian budget.
In opposing the government business program it would
be negligent of me to fail to mention that we maintain
our objection to the Wednesday afternoons during
parliamentary sitting weeks being used for the
government’s second-reading speeches. On that basis,
we oppose the government business program.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
government business program. We have a list of bills
that are important. The Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012
deals with annual housekeeping, and it has to be done.
The Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2012, which amends provisions for the use of
agricultural and veterinary chemicals, is really
important to country people. The Courts and
Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 is
important — we need say no more about law and order.
Then there is the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) bill, and I will get
to that.

Tuesday, 1 May 2012

I would like to discuss some of those issues raised by
the member for Altona. Firstly, it is vital that we
discuss the carbon tax — this terrible impost on
Victorians. All are concerned about the impacts, and I
do not need to remind members on the other side of the
house how important it is. Some of the issues raised by
the member for Altona will not be helped by the carbon
tax. It will be an impost on business and a chain around
the neck of employers in this state.
I would also like to remind the member for Altona that
out of parliamentary courtesy we do not debate the
budget until the opposition has had adequate time to
prepare. Naturally we have business to do tomorrow.
The members opposite could have brought on the
debate forthwith and had the shadow Treasurer on his
feet delivering his reply now. He is very wise to have
adjourned the debate and gone away to prepare. The
Treasurer has outlined the history of this budget, and
there is much to explain about its past.
The IBAC bill is also important to Victoria. However, I
remind the opposition members that they chose to be
where we are now. On the Thursday afternoon of the
last sitting week they refused leave to bring the bill on
earlier, so we could well have been debating that this
evening had they wanted to. But no, they chose this, so
it is their doing and they will need to manage it and be
responsible for their actions. This is a good program,
and I am happy to support it.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to support the
manager of opposition business and the member for
Altona in opposing the government business program.
Today is one of the most important days in the
parliamentary calendar on which the government
announces its budget. What a dull budget it is. Rather
than allowing members to debate the budget and talk
about other significant issues in the state, the
government has decided to pull a stunt where we will
debate a notice of motion by Minister O’Brien — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will refer to
the member as the Minister for Energy and Resources.
Ms KAIROUZ — The Minister for Energy and
Resources. Rather than setting aside that time to discuss
important matters, the members of the government
have chosen to pull this cheap political stunt and blame
everybody else but themselves. Rather than discussing
essential services, the jobs crisis and a jobs plan for
Victorians or the population growth, they have decided
to head down that path.
There are a number of bills on the government business
program. These are technical bills without substantial
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policy. There is one bill that is very important —
nobody disputes that — and that is the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) bill.
We on this side of the house would like to debate it, but
we would like the time extended to debate it. Rather
than adjourning at 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, the
government can extend the sitting so we can debate the
bill. Nobody is disputing its importance, and we thank
the government for agreeing to debate this bill and
bring it on for debate on Thursday. It was not just our
decision; the government agreed to that as well. Rather
than going home at 4.00 p.m. like The Nationals
usually do — they always like to go home at 4.00 p.m.,
bags packed and ready and sitting in the car at
4.00 p.m. — we can extend the sitting on Thursday to
debate the IBAC bill and other important matters before
the house.
On that basis the opposition will be opposing the
government business program.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In strongly
supporting the government business program for the
week I would like to make the point that members on
the other side of the house did have the opportunity to
debate the budget. It was they who chose to defer
debate on this important piece of legislation that will
secure Victoria’s position as a global leader in a range
of fields and establish a strong basis of prosperity for
Victoria as we move into the future in challenging
global times. I note in passing that that particular bill
contains important infrastructure investment in the
completion of the Dingley bypass connecting
manufacturing hubs in Dandenong and Moorabbin, so
it becomes a very important issue in my region.
The other important bills before the house as part of the
government business program this week include the
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, which will reduce the
red tape burden in Victoria as the process is undertaken
to succinctly and evocatively recall aspects of
Victoria’s past. It is a bill that will be of interest to
members and allow them to focus upon matters
pertaining to their electorates which were considered by
this house in yesteryear, and it might also provide a
finer understanding of the platform for future legislative
reform.
The Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2012 is very important and will be of interest to primary
producers. It will improve the veterinary processes that
take place in this state and ensure that food has
appropriate prescriptions pertaining to it and that good
products will be supplied to the marketplace.
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The Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission legislation is just another aspect of a
tranche of bills that the opposition has been asking
questions about, including, ‘Where is it?’. They are
rolling through the houses of Parliament in good form
and in good time to ensure timely implementation. The
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012 is important as it makes a number of changes to
the justice system. Aspects of it deal with important
issues in relation to the Koori Court and judicial
education, and those issues should be brought before
the house in legislation to be enacted earlier rather than
later.
Other aspects of the government business program this
week are important to the deliberations of the house.
The government is in a position to introduce a
constructive legislative framework during the course of
this week. The opposition had the opportunity to debate
the budget this week. We on this side of the house are
ready to advance on it. The opposition elected to not
proceed with that opportunity by seeking to defer
debate on the appropriation bill. There could have been
strong and robust debate if the bill had been brought
straight on to the program. A number of members on
this side of the house have seen debates being brought
straight on to the program.
Opposition members had the opportunity to raise issues
of importance on behalf of their electorates, to point out
the finer features of the budget in their commentary and
to understand the legacy they had left the state with —
the $10 billion funds shortfall. We would have used the
funds spent on ICT, the desalination plant and the
north–south pipeline on other things. It would have
provided opportunities for opposition members to fund
initiatives in their electorates. During recent
adjournment debates in this chamber members have
heard some plaintive requests for funding, but the
opposition had 11 years in government to deliver those
initiatives and it did not. With those brief remarks, I am
pleased to support the government business program.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I rise to oppose the
government business program, a program which will
mean a great deal of time will be wasted this week.
This motion before the house is about punishing the
opposition; it is not about government business, the
critical issues of the day or the things that are
uppermost in people’s minds as they go about their
day-to-day living. This motion is about bringing
nonsense before the house and wasting time. The
government could debate other bills. If the other bills
are so important — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Environment and Climate Change is out of his seat and
out of his place; he will be out of this place if he keeps
that up.
Mr NARDELLA — The Statute Law Repeals Bill
2012, the Primary Industries Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 and the Courts and Sentencing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012 could be debated today and
tomorrow. Then there will be a situation where we will
debate the appropriation bill, and after a couple of
members have spoken, we will debate the Independent
broadbased anticorruption Commission Amendment
(Examinations) Bill 2012. But this government does not
like scrutiny and does not want to debate the real issues
of the day. This government does not want a situation
where it is brought to account for the actions that come
about because of the legislation brought into this house.
The government runs away from legislation and away
from debate. It wants to punish the opposition, but in
the process it is punishing the people of Victoria. When
legislation like the IBAC (Independent broadbased
anticorruption Commission) legislation is brought on
and there is not an opportunity to debate it except late
on Thursday during the hour before 4.00 p.m., when the
guillotine, the sword of Damocles, comes down at that
time — when the debate is shut down and the
legislation passes — it shows that this government
despises debate on the most important legislation to
come before this house and this Parliament this week.
The budget is absolutely important. We will talk about
its importance, and we will analyse and deal with it on
Thursday. The Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anticorruption commission does not
want to have a debate about the most important piece of
legislation in the program before this house. This IBAC
bill will be the sixth piece of IBAC legislation to come
before the house; it will be the sixth time this sort of
legislation has come before the house. The minister
does not want to debate it, except in the one measly,
pitiful hour at the end of the parliamentary sitting week
before the guillotine comes down. Then he will say,
‘Let’s have a debate; let’s talk about issues that are
important to the Victorian community, but we will
leave it until the last hour’.
This government is all about hubris and retribution; it is
all about putting down the Labor Party and minimising
the real debates that need to be had in this Parliament.
This government is all about saying to the community,
‘We don’t care; we don’t care that this legislation is
nearly 12 months late’. This should have been put in
place halfway through last year — on 1 July 2011 —
yet the government does not want to debate IBAC. It
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does not want to debate us because at every opportunity
we expose and bring to account this miserable
government that despises the Parliament. This
government brings this legislation into Parliament but
arranges things so that issues cannot be debated and so
that it cannot be brought to account for its actions.
In our 11 years in government we did one thing that
was critical with the then opposition and with the
community; that one thing was consultation. Not only
would we consult with the community with regard to
important upcoming issues, we would also consult with
the opposition with regard to important bills before the
house. Sure, the opposition did not always get its way,
but it was consulted. This government is arrogant. That
is why it does not consult with the opposition.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 44
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Battin, Mr
Bauer, Mrs
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Newton-Brown, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Mr
Shaw, Mr
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Noes, 40
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr

Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
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Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Budget: small business
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — I wish to draw the house’s attention
to an important budget measure to assist businesses to
create jobs. We have a challenging economic
environment — I think that is recognised by
everyone — and we have an extra challenge in this
state which is that we have relatively small markets.
Victoria desperately needs to develop export markets.
One significant budgetary measure is the Victorian
international engagement strategy, which will be
funded to the tune of $50 million over four years. This
aims to build on the success of the trade mission
programs to India, the Middle East and China later this
year. The idea is to take a greater number of people
outbound and to have a greater number of inbound
missions to assist those small businesses that are unable
to participate in missions. We are aiming to take a
greater number of companies on these missions and
hoping to expose a far greater number of companies to
inbound missions as well.
Over the past 10 years the previous government took
300 to 400 companies into international markets each
year. We expect to significantly increase that capacity.
Our aim is to boost exports, and recent results of the
Middle Eastern and Indian trade missions show this.
Export markets are vitally important for all businesses.
They are especially important for small businesses that
need to grow their markets, and this important
budgetary measure will help achieve this.

Mill Park electorate: public transport and
roads
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise to express
my great regret and disappointment in the Baillieu
government’s failure to deal with the public transport
and roads needs of my electorate of Mill Park and
surrounds. In this very place in the last sitting week I
spoke about some very serious concerns raised by
constituents and community organisations, including
schools, in my electorate regarding this government’s
decision to take services away from needy areas of the
community by rerouting bus services that connect
families, especially young families, with schools,
community centres and activity hubs.
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What we have here today is no remedy to that problem.
There is no remedy whatsoever from the Baillieu
government with respect to growing public transport
services in my electorate. In fact we have a shrinkage of
bus services. The fact is that this government failed to
even consult with the community about which bus
services would be re-routed or taken away. This is an
example of abject failure on the part of this
government, and it is seeing Victorians in areas such as
the north going backwards with respect to bus services
and access to public transport. The road system is no
better. There are no commitments whatsoever from the
government for further improvements to Plenty Road,
the duplication of High Street or the removal of a
roundabout at Dalton and Childs roads, and the list goes
on.

Member for Melton: comments
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Many fine words of
support and understanding have been spoken on both
sides of this house in relation to victims of crime, so it
was with dismay that I listened to the adjournment
matter raised by the member for Melton on the last
sitting day. He sarcastically and unsympathetically
attempted to ridicule the member for Mordialloc.
Apparently the member needs to be reminded of how
serious the events experienced by the member for
Mordialloc truly were. The member’s house was fired
upon at least six times, and bullets were found in
various places throughout the house and her car. Had
the member been standing in the wrong room, the topic
of conversation in this chamber may have been quite
different indeed. The member for Melton mocked the
person whom the member for Mordialloc telephoned.
He clearly has no comprehension of the state of mind a
woman can find herself in after such a traumatic,
violent and life-threatening event. It is natural for a
woman to turn to someone she trusts, who is strong and
who can help. It is an instinctive and recognised
response for a victim who is in shock.
Attacking another member in this house on any
personal matter is shameful. It is demeaning and
unbecoming to the member making the attack. The
member for Melton obviously cannot see past the
chauvinistically inflated bravado he exhibited by
sarcastically attempting to insult a woman and
trivialising a serious crime with references to cartoon
characters. A line has been crossed on parliamentary
standards, and I call on the member to apologise. I call
on the Leader of the Opposition to stand up for and
enforce decent standards of behaviour towards every
victim, whether they be a victim of violent crime or
sexual harassment.
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Budget: western suburbs
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — At this point in
time we need steady hands governing this state. With
high levels of unemployment and more job losses to
come, that is certainly not what we saw in today’s
budget, nor is it what has been demonstrated by the
leader, the Premier. There is nothing in this budget for
the west in relation to roads and rail and necessary
infrastructure. There are some nice words about
supporting WestLink, but there is no money — zero
dollars. On the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel we hear
nice words, but there is no money — zero. There is
nothing in it for the people in the inner west.
As for the truck action plan, the government did not
talk about the plan, but it did talk about increasing
freight carriage to the port with the Webb Dock
expansion. It talked about increasing the number of
trucks that would travel on these roads, but there was
zero by way of assistance to the people in the inner
west to ensure that they would be able to move around
their streets with the same sort of comfort that the
people in the east have the luxury of being able to do.
This is a zero budget for the people in Footscray. There
are no steady hands at the helm of this government. It is
nothing but a disaster for the people of the west. There
is only one thing that they can take comfort in: the
underfunding of the critical care unit at Sunshine
Hospital.

Regional Victoria Living Expo
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The 2012 Regional
Victoria Living Expo was conducted at the Exhibition
Centre from 27 to 29 April. I attended to support the
Mildura stands on Sunday. Mildura’s efforts were
rewarded when it won the inaugural minister’s award.
Congratulations to the team that made this happen.
Mildura’s presence was coordinated by Mildura Rural
City Council’s Julie Jewell and partners Mildura
Development Corporation, Mildura Tourism, Sunraysia
TAFE and Mallee Track Health and Community
Service. Volunteers were key to the success: people
with local experience, local contacts and enthusiasm,
including Julie and Dennis Jewell, Wayne Scott, Jenny
Grigg, Jenny Heaslip, Dalton Kendrigan, Sarah
Gilmore, Steve Valence, Kylie Rich, Ashlee Leorke,
Andrew Millen and Georgia Clifford.
Support from councillors Sharyon Peart and Nick
Cavallo, the mayor and the CEO of Mildura Rural City
Council respectively, added to a confident presence.
The huge effort was rewarded with a positive response
from a huge crowd. There was a surprising level of
serious interest and a large number of follow-ups to be
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pursued. It should give the people of Mildura a real
sense of satisfaction, given the level of interest in
moving to our wonderful region. Mildura’s
ambassadors did us proud. Thanks to Richie
Vanderberg, Dale Weightman and Todd Kelly. The
controversial shirts worked well in the expo. Only
Cr Cavallo wore his outside. I understand a shirt is on
its way to the Deputy Premier, who admired it.

Anzac Day: Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP — Just as a quick concluding comment,
well done to the RSL clubs in my electorate on a
wonderful Anzac Day.

Olive Kids: fundraiser
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — On 29 April I
was pleased to attend the Olive Kids fifth annual
fundraiser upon invitation from constituents in my
electorate. Olive Kids has a mission to improve the
lives of Palestinian children who are robbed of their
childhood as a consequence of war. Wars have resulted
in thousands of Palestinian children becoming orphans.
Olive Kids, a Victorian-based charity, provides
sponsorship for those children who tragically are left
without family; it also supports many general
educational and health programs. The night was a
fantastic success and was attended by people from all
walks of life: Liberal and Labor members, people of
many different religions, people of many different
cultural backgrounds and representatives of a variety of
businesses and community organisations. Full credit
goes to Amin Abbas, the Karkar and Mashni families,
the Palestinian Community Association of Victoria and
many others who work so hard for this cause.

Lipton Drive–Mahoneys Road, Thomastown:
traffic lights
Ms HALFPENNY — On another matter, this
morning I attended a barbecue at La Ionica poultry.
First I have to say the chicken sausages manufactured
there, and in this case cooked by the workers, were
delicious. At this gathering, along with the shadow
Minister for Roads, I was presented with a petition
signed by many people in the Lipton Drive,
Thomastown, industrial estate requesting traffic lights
on the corner of Lipton Drive and Mahoneys Road.
This intersection is very dangerous and meets the
criteria for a black spot. There have been a number of
fatalities and many accidents, bottlenecks, delays and
frustrations at the intersection. The people of
Thomastown will be bitterly disappointed with the
budget that the government has presented, because we
need decent funding for roads to make our streets safe
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and for the installation of traffic lights at this
intersection.

Flinders Community Christian College:
community outreach lecture
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — On Thursday,
26 April, I addressed students at Flinders Community
Christian College and gave the community outreach
lecture. I spoke to the students regarding the dangers of
cyberbullying and social media. This is a critically
important and relevant issue to the many young people
who were present, and it is an issue confronting youth
generally. While many benefits come from using social
media, there are many dangers, such as cyberbullying,
which can have serious consequences for both for the
victim and the offender. I was impressed with the
engagement by the students, and the thought behind the
questions asked showed a genuine engagement.

Anzac Day: Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS — On Anzac Day, 25 April, I
attended the dawn service at the Somerville cenotaph. It
was a great pleasure to lay a wreath in tribute to the
fallen diggers who gave their lives for our great nation.
I subsequently attended the Anzac Day memorial
service at the Crib Point cenotaph where I laid a wreath.
This ceremony was preceded by a very impressive
parade. Anzac Day has a special place in the spirit of
our nation. The sacrifice that those brave diggers made
meant Australia was protected and defended, and from
that freedom and prosperity was able to flourish. It is a
sacrifice we will never forget.

Gateway Worship and Performing Arts
Centre: opening
Mr BURGESS — It was my great pleasure to be
present to witness the opening of the new worship and
performing arts centre of the Gateway Church in
Seaford Road, Seaford, on 22 April this year by the
Minister for Planning, the Honourable Matthew Guy. I
congratulate Rick and Marcy Paynter and the Gateway
congregation on their hard work, application and
enormous achievement in establishing this wonderful
new community asset.

Keilor Views Primary School: achievements
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise today to talk
about a beautiful school in my electorate, Keilor Views
Primary School, which I visited last week. I was
impressed with the newly completed renovation of the
school facilities and with the amazing teaching and
support staff I met. Congratulations to the principal,
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Charles Branciforte, for the great leadership and vision
he has demonstrated in bringing this school forward
over the last three years in particular. I acknowledge the
sixth session program that runs at the school, which is
for select students to study with their parents for a
1-hour session twice a week to improve their skills.

Parkwood Green Primary School: student
leaders
Ms HUTCHINS — Another great school in my
electorate is Parkwood Green Primary School. It is a
thriving and vibrant school located in one of the fastest
growing regions of Melbourne. It is led by the
principal, Eric Sealey. The school captains are Lachlan
Pettigrove and Ishmeet Kaur, and the vice-captains are
Mitchell Hearne and Ebony Wilkie, who led an Anzac
Day ceremony last week with excellence and pride. I
acknowledge two great students at the school, Cooper
and Reilly Purcell in grades 3 and 5. Unfortunately in
today’s budget these schools have failed to receive any
further assistance that may be needed in the
fast-growing region that I represent. The cuts to the
education maintenance allowance relied upon by many
families in schools in the western suburbs should be
condemned, and the minister should be ashamed for
taking away money from needy students.

Budget: Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Firstly I would
like to congratulate the Treasurer on delivering a tough
but fair and responsible budget, and I look forward to
making announcements for the benefit of my
constituents.

Caulfield South Primary School: member visit
Mr SOUTHWICK — Congratulations to grade 6
students and teachers at Caulfield South Primary
School, who are learning about politics and
government, facilitated by their teachers John
Dawson-Wink, Kate Tarrant and Justin Cole. I enjoyed
speaking to the students and being grilled with tough
questions from the students that would put the
opposition to shame.

Croatian and Jewish communities: dinner
Mr SOUTHWICK — On Sunday evening I, along
with the member for Geelong, attended a dinner in
Corio hosted by the Croatian Consul-General,
Mr Antun Babic, and designed to build ties between the
Croatian and Jewish communities of Victoria. I would
like to commend Mr Babic and the Jewish Community
Council of Victoria for their strong leadership in
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bringing members of both communities together. The
Croatian and Jewish communities should be
commended for their efforts. This is a great example of
how multiculturalism works in Victoria, even under the
most challenging circumstances.

St Kilda Primary School: Walk Safely to School
Day
Mr SOUTHWICK — Recently I joined the
students and staff at St Kilda Primary School to
celebrate Walk Safely to School Day, a great initiative
that promotes an active lifestyle by encouraging young
people to walk or ride a bike all or part of the way to
school. I commend principal Sue Higgins, organiser
Cassandra King and the students for their involvement.

Israel Independence Day
Mr SOUTHWICK — I congratulate the state of
Israel on its 64th birthday. Many celebrations have
taken place. Today I joined the Melbourne University
Jewish Students Society for a barbecue, and last week I
attended a fantastic concert hosted by the Zionist
Council of Victoria as well as a great family afternoon
at Luna Park.

Anzac Day: Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK — I also commend all the
people who attended Anzac Day commemorations in
my electorate.

Anzac Day: Niddrie electorate
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to commend the
Essendon RSL and the Keilor East RSL for their
outstanding work on the recent 2012 Anzac Day
commemorative events. I had the privilege of attending
both their Sunday services on 22 April and the Keilor
East RSL dawn service on 25 April.
It was so encouraging to see many hundreds of
locals — both young and young at heart — take the
time to pay their respects at each of these important
events. I believe it is a great reflection of the manner in
which the members of these RSL branches pay tribute
to the sacrifices of servicemen and servicewomen and
celebrate the Anzac spirit that participation at these
local ceremonies is continually growing. I acknowledge
and record my appreciation for the Essendon RSL and
the Keilor East RSL for ensuring that our servicemen
and servicewomen are respectfully honoured.
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Regional Victoria Living Expo
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — It was fantastic to
see firsthand East Gippsland being so well represented
at last weekend’s inaugural Regional Victoria Living
Expo at the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition
Centre. All stands were extremely busy with constant
inquiries from people wanting to relocate permanently,
invest in a second residence or find out about East
Gippsland as a holiday destination. This was a great
initiative by the coalition government, and it was well
received by all regions.

Orbost Secondary College: centenary
Mr BULL — It was my pleasure to attend Orbost
Secondary College’s centenary celebration last
Saturday, a great milestone in the town’s history.
Orbost Secondary College prides itself on being a
caring and progressive college. In 1912, the first senior
class consisted of 26 pupils, and the junior class
consisted of 16 pupils. Most of those original students’
names still remain well known in the Orbost district.

Country Fire Authority: Paynesville brigade
Mr BULL — I acknowledge all Country Fire
Authority brigades throughout East Gippsland and the
incredible service they provide to the local community.
I had the pleasure of attending Paynesville CFA’s
annual service awards last Saturday night. My
congratulations go to Norris May and Albert Ah Yee,
who received their 55-year and 60-year clasps
respectively. Gary Wood was announced as Paynesville
fire brigade’s firefighter of the year, and Captain Ross
McGregor was presented with the Eric Eaton Memorial
Trophy.

Anzac Day: Gippsland East electorate
Mr BULL — It was great to see the terrific
attendances at this year’s Anzac Day services despite
what was terrible weather. I attended the dawn service
at Maffra and then the main services at Paynesville and
Bairnsdale. The number of young people involved in
and attending those services was particularly pleasing.

Anzac Day: commemoration
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Within days I
have had the privilege of laying a wreath at Gallipoli
and planting a sapling from the seed of its poignant lone
pine at Meadows Primary School in Broadmeadows.
The juxtaposition is testimony to Faulkner’s insight that
the past is never dead and buried — it is not even the
past.
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Australia and Turkey forged new identities at Gallipoli.
Diggers and Turks fought in trenches sometimes only
metres apart, shooting to kill then exchanging water and
chocolate amid the heat, snow and carnage. Prime
Minister Julia Gillard summed up Gallipoli’s impact as
representing to all Australians the deepest values of
mateship, good behaviour, endurance and bravery. This
theme resonates in Broadmeadows, home of the army
barracks where the diggers were trained, which decades
later accommodated Turkish migrants calling Australia
home. This is virtually the United Nations in one
neighbourhood, with families from more than
140 countries. Dressed in the national costume of their
country of origin, students from the Meadows and
St Dominic’s primary schools honoured the Anzac
spirit by singing ‘I am, you are, we are Australian’.
Planting a sapling from the lone pine, which symbolises
one of the bloodiest battles, was an elegant dismissal of
a recent report to the federal government claiming that
multiculturalism may cause divisions in Australia for
the centenary of Gallipoli in 2015.
In Broadmeadows the countdown to the centenary of
Gallipoli is an opportunity to commemorate the values
that unite us as Australians. The community is
determined to demonstrate that, like the sapling lone
pine standing in the playground at Meadows Primary
School, Australians will grow and thrive beyond the
burden of history, side by side.

Shadow minister for manufacturing: media
release
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — Last week Victorians
were treated to a rare event: a media release from the
so-called shadow minister for manufacturing,
Mr Somyurek, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan in the Council, which was his first for
over a month. I say ‘so-called’ shadow minister for
manufacturing because, as Mr Somyurek recently
complained in a letter to the opposition leader that was
leaked to the press and quoted by the Age:
… I feel that I am the shadow minister assisting the real
shadow minister for manufacturing and my title as the
shadow minister for manufacturing is nothing more than a
charade.

Mr Somyurek went on to lament in his letter to the
opposition leader that ‘others have encroached on the
manufacturing portfolio and redefined the portfolio by
stealth’. Mr Somyurek complained that the shadow
Treasurer pilfered his manufacturing policy and leaked
it to the press. As readers of the Age will know,
Mr Somyurek put these concerns in writing, displaying
a touching faith in his leader’s integrity.
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But let us leave Mr Somyurek to his existential crisis
and return to the media release, which marks the
beginning of his fight-back against the stealth forces
cannibalising his portfolio. In the media release — —
Mr Lim — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, on
casting aspersions — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry; I
do not know what point of order the member is taking. I
ask him to start again.
Mr Lim — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, the
member is casting aspersions on a member of the other
place. I ask that you ask her to stop this members
statement.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Deputy Speaker,
firstly, the convention of this place is that points of
order are taken at the end of the 90-second statement
bracket, and generally there has been agreement on
both sides of the house on this. That has been the
practice. I urge you to reiterate your advice to the
member that that is the practice. Secondly, the member
for Carrum is not casting aspersions on anybody; she is
simply reading out material that has been made publicly
available and can be easily read in the Age. Her
comments are well within the ambit of what members
are permitted to say in 90-second statements. I urge you
to rule the member for Clayton’s point of order out of
order and to do the member for Carrum the courtesy of
allowing her to finish her statement.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Clayton wishes to expand on his point of order.
Mr Lim — The minister is misinterpreting the
member for Carrum’s statement — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Clayton to sit down. I do not uphold the
point of order.
Mrs BAUER — In the media release Mr Somyurek
defiantly wades into economic policy, discussing
economic growth, retail spending and the property
market, none of which would come under even the
most generous definition of manufacturing.
Mr Somyurek also presumes to tell the government
what to do in the state budget, which sounds a lot like
the sort of thing a shadow Treasurer usually does.
Mr Somyurek clearly believes the shadow Treasurer is
trying to steal his portfolio, and his media release shows
that he is now returning the favour.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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Yuroke electorate: government performance
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Imagine my surprise a
couple of weeks ago when I turned on the news only to
see the Minister for Roads and Minister for Public
Transport, the member for Polwarth, in a hard hat and
fluoro jacket, cutting the ribbon at the Craigieburn train
stabling facility. This project was funded by Labor as
part of the $440 million allocated for nine metropolitan
train stabling upgrades in 2009.
For over one year now I have been inviting the
honourable minister to Yuroke to address two major
and very serious problems affecting the lives of
residents in my electorate each and every day. The
minister slunk into Yuroke to cut a ribbon on a
Labor-planned and financed project and then ran out of
the electorate faster than you could say ‘Fix the
problems and build the future’. If the minister had
informed me that he would be in Yuroke, I would have
been more than happy to have picked him up and
dropped him off so that he could inspect the death trap
that is Somerton Road and the disaster that is the
parking at the Craigieburn rail station.
How will the minister fix these problems? I have
written to him on numerous occasions, tabled petitions
and raised these matters frequently in the house.
Enough with the mantra of ‘Fixing the problems’ —
just do something. It is budget day. Where is the action
the minister and his government have promised? The
residents of Yuroke deserve better than a government
that is more interested in conducting a public relations
exercise than addressing serious issues. I ask the
minister to get real.

Scleroderma Victoria
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — Twenty-nine
June this year is World Scleroderma Day, and there will
be a range of activities designed to raise community
awareness of this debilitating disease. I only became
aware of this disease after being approached by Frank
Leach. Frank has met with me on a number of
occasions, specifically to seek my support for further
funding for research into the disease. Thanks to Frank, I
have become far more aware of this condition and the
terrible impact it can have on people’s lives. I will
continue to work with the Minister for Health to raise
the priority of the need for more research funds for this
disease. Scleroderma is a chronic condition that causes
inflammation and thickening of the skin. The cause of
scleroderma is not known. Researchers have found
some evidence that genes are important factors, but the
environment also seems to play a role.
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Scleroderma Victoria began in July 1979 as a self-help
group under the guidance of Jenny Gould and Roland
Airey, who were social workers at the Alfred hospital
working with Dr Alf Barnett. Membership has grown
steadily throughout the years from 26 financial
members in 1980 to over 300 in 2009. From 1982
Scleroderma Victoria has financially assisted research
into better managing the symptoms of scleroderma and
into attempts to find a cure. In the last 18 months
Scleroderma Victoria has funded the position of a
scleroderma nurse operating a weekly clinic for patients
at St Vincent’s Hospital and the Monash Medical
Centre. I commend Scleroderma Victoria for the work
it does in raising funds for research and providing
much-needed support for scleroderma sufferers and
their families.

Monash Medical Centre: children’s centre
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am dismayed that in the
budget papers today this government still has not
committed the full amount of $250 million for the
building of the Monash Children’s hospital at the
Monash Medical Centre, as promised by them prior to
the 2010 election. Mr Baillieu as opposition leader said
at the time:
We certainly make the same commitment.

Sadly, this was an empty promise to mislead the
electorate at the 2010 state election. On March 24 2011
the Premier made the following statement in this place:
The Monash children’s centre will be an important addition to
the Royal Children’s Hospital and health services in this state.
We are committed to it. We were committed to it in the
election campaign period and we are committed to it on a
time frame which we stand by.

The Premier also made the following statement in this
place on 7 April 2011:
Our commitment to the Monash children’s centre was made
in the election campaign, and that was a clear commitment. I
referred to that when this question was asked previously. We
stand by that commitment, and it has been accurately
described by the Minister for Health.

With only $8.5 million allocated to purchase land in the
2011 budget, I wish to remind the Liberal Party and the
Premier that time is running out and that residents in the
Clayton electorate and the inner south-east are furious.
On behalf of all constituents in the south-east corridor I
call on the Premier to act now.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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Shadow ministry: performance
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Mr Somyurek, the Labor
shadow minister for manufacturing, last week issued
his first media statement in over a month. We can only
speculate about what the failed Brumby government
ministers thought about Mr Somyurek’s blundering
excursion into economic policy. An anonymous Labor
source accuses these failed ministers of exercising a
‘pervasive, suffocating influence’ on the opposition,
which is what they used to do to the whole state of
Victoria.
Henry Kissinger once said that university politics is so
vicious because the stakes are so low. What we have
here is the vicious politics of the Labor Party in
opposition, because while the Leader of the Opposition
claims to be frank with the Victorian people, the real
Frank is sitting behind him.
Victorians were memorably promised the ‘real Julia’ at
the last federal election. How long will it be until
Victorians are confronted with the real Frank? It could
be quite soon, because while the Leader of the
Opposition pretends to be frank with the Victorian
people, his colleagues no longer think they that he can
be frank with him. As one Labor source told the
Australian:
… put nothing in writing to the leader because he or his office
can’t be trusted.

Previous targets of the Labor leader’s notorious dirt unit
would probably agree with this. What they might not
have expected is friendly fire directed at Labor caucus
colleagues by a leader who is not waving but drowning.

Greece: Anzac study tour
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It was
an honour to recently participate in an Anzac study tour
to Greece that commemorated Australia’s cultural
heritage over the last 100 years in Greece. This all
started in World War I in preparation for the Gallipoli
campaign, as the island of Lemnos was the staging post
for the Gallipoli campaign. It was where the hospitals
were, it was where the bases were, it was where the
recreation camps were and it was even where
desalination plants were built to transport drinkable
water across 100 kilometres of the Aegean to the
battlefield sites, as well as food, munitions and supplies.
It was an honour to participate in three Anzac services,
and I want to commend the Australian ambassador to
Greece, Jenny Bloomfield, and Katerina Kapsani from
her office for organising those events. There were three
events on Lemnos Island, where there are
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commonwealth war cemeteries, including a memorial
for the Turkish prisoners of war who are buried there. I
also thank them for the Anzac services at the Kalamaki
war cemetery, which is a World War II cemetery. The
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, Nick
Kotsiras, was also present at that very moving
ceremony. I thank the authorities of the island of
Lemnos and the regional government of the North
Aegean for their work, their planning and their role in
the Gallipoli commemorations, noting the important
role they played in that campaign.
I also had the honour of participating in an Anzac
service where no services have been held since 1991, to
commemorate the Battle of Vevi, the first Allied
campaign against the advancing German army in
northern Greece in World War II.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Seymour has 44 seconds.

Seymour: television program
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — Seymour is a town of
about 6000 people set along the banks of the beautiful
Goulburn River. Like many in Seymour, I was
disappointed and angry with the portrayal of Seymour
in the ABC’s new series Two on the Great Divide. The
ABC chose to selectively ignore the many positive
attributes of our beautiful town and area and instead
focused on the negatives — both in what was said and
in the images shown. Targeted negative images that
could be found in so many other towns were used to
depict a distorted view of Seymour.
Seymour has much to be proud of, including the
wonderful Goulburn River, which offers beautiful
walks and great fishing; talented local artists, whose
work we see regularly displayed; historic buildings
such as the Old Post Office Seymour and the
Courthouse Gallery; a thriving equine industry; and
attractions such as the Tastes of the Goulburn, the
Seymour Cup and the well-attended Seymour
Alternative Farming Expo, which draws some
45 000 people to the town.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired. I remind all members that
taking points of order during members statements limits
speakers’ time, and we have one member of the
opposition who has now missed his opportunity to
make a members statement. The convention of taking
points of order at the end of members statements makes
it easier and fairer for everyone.

CARBON TAX: ECONOMIC IMPACT
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CARBON TAX: ECONOMIC IMPACT
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That this house notes that the federal Labor government’s
proposed carbon dioxide tax will —
(1) increase the cost of living for all Victorian families,
notably in relation to the cost of electricity and gas;
(2) hurt Victorian business and destroy jobs by increasing
costs, especially in manufacturing, food processing and
agriculture;
(3) short-change Victorian families and businesses with
inadequate compensation arrangements;
(4) increase costs for all Victorian schools, hospitals and
public transport;
(5) disproportionately hurt Victoria for being endowed with
world-class brown coal resources and generation;
(6) undermine Victoria’s export position and the
international competitiveness of Australia relative to its
major trading partners;
(7) according to federal Treasury modelling, hit Victoria
first and hardest by damaging Victoria’s gross state
product more than that of any other state for the next 25
years; and —
that this house therefore condemns the federal Labor
government for undertaking this action with no electoral
mandate and in a direct betrayal of commitments made to the
Australian public before the 2010 federal election.

Today, being state budget day, it is absolutely
appropriate that we discuss in this house one of the
greatest economic threats to this state. It was fascinating
to hear the member for Altona earlier, in the debate
about the government business program, get to her feet
and claim that discussing the impact of the carbon tax
on Victoria was not important. This shows, if any
further proof was needed, just how out of touch the
opposition is with the reality of economics in this state.
The carbon tax will have a devastating impact on this
state. It will hurt jobs, it will cost families and it will
cost businesses. It is a key economic threat to the state,
and for that reason it is absolutely appropriate that we
discuss it on the day of the state budget.
I record initially my gratitude to the Treasurer for an
outstanding, sound, disciplined and responsible budget
that will help this state get through these difficult
economic times. We all know that the difficult
economic times we face are caused by a variety of
factors. There is the fact that the value of the Australian
dollar is high and some global commodity prices are
low, and that impacts on our economy and particularly
the manufacturing base in this state. However,
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governments can make bad decisions that make
difficult times worse, and that is exactly what we have
had with the federal Labor government’s carbon tax.
If we look at this motion, we can break it down into a
number of parts. It notes:
… that the federal Labor government’s proposed carbon
dioxide tax will —
(1) increase the cost of living for all Victorian families,
notably in relation to the cost of electricity and gas …

Let us start there. We all know, on this side of the house
at least, that rising utility prices are a source of great
discomfort to the hip pockets of Victorian families. We
understand that, and that is why one of the first things
we did when we came to office was double the energy
concession that applies in this state. Under this coalition
government, pensioners get concessions not just for six
months of the year but every day, every week, every
month and every year. We have doubled those
concessions. They now apply year round because the
coalition government is committed to looking after
those in our community who are less well off. We
understand that rising gas and electricity prices cause
concern, that rising water prices cause concern and that
massive desalination plants that add to water bills cause
concern; therefore we try to do practical things to help
families adjust to those rising prices. That is why we
doubled the concession.
What is this carbon tax going to do? According to the
federal Treasury’s own modelling, we are going to see
an immediate 10 per cent increase in electricity prices
and a 9 per cent increase in gas prices in the first year
alone. While the state coalition government is
increasing concessions to reduce the cost of utilities,
federal Labor is jacking the cost of utilities up. It is
putting them up across the board, whether it is gas or
whether it is electricity, making it harder for people to
have their heaters on in winter and making it harder for
people to run a fan during summer. That is the
economic policy of the federal Labor Party.
It is useful to have this debate in Parliament because we
might finally get a chance to have on the record where
those opposite stand when it comes to federal Labor’s
carbon tax. Will they stand up for Victoria, or will they
stand up for Labor? That is a very interesting question,
and we look forward to hearing the answer. While we
are trying to cut the cost of living through increasing
concessions, federal Labor is increasing it through a
carbon tax which will directly hit electricity and gas
prices.
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What will be the broader impact in terms of jobs? I
move to point 2 of my motion, which says that the
carbon tax will ‘hurt Victorian business and destroy
jobs’. The Victorian government commissioned
Deloitte Access Economics to undertake modelling in
relation to the carbon tax, which was released in
September 2011. I would be delighted if any of the
economic geniuses opposite wanted to challenge what
Deloitte Access Economics said about that modelling. I
would be delighted to hear them do that, but I am
hearing a lot of silence at the moment. What did
Deloitte Access Economics say in its modelling? It said
that by 2015, just three years hence, we would see
35 000 fewer jobs in Victoria than would otherwise
have been the case. Federal Labor’s carbon tax will cost
this state 35 000 jobs. It is the greatest job-killing policy
ever to hit this state, and those opposite support it. They
support Victoria having 35 000 fewer jobs.
We get some regional breakdowns as well. We see that
there will be about 1600 fewer jobs in the Barwon area,
1250 fewer jobs in Gippsland and over 1750 fewer jobs
in Bendigo, Ballarat, Ararat, Bacchus Marsh and
Gisborne. The modelling shows that our gross state
product (GSP) will be almost 1.8 per cent or
$6.14 billion lower than it would have been without a
carbon tax. Per capita income will be more than
$1050 lower. Investment will be down by 6.63 per cent
or almost $6.3 billion. By 2020 there will be an even
greater reduction in GSP, down $7.7 billion or almost
2 per cent.
Today we have had from the Treasurer a very
responsible budget in very tough economic times. You
can only wonder how it would have been if there had
been some more money in the till. Maybe if those
opposite had not blown $3 billion on a botched gaming
licence auction that money could have been spent on
more infrastructure or more front-line services.
But we are talking about the carbon tax — —
Mr Merlino — Deputy Speaker, I bring your
attention to the number of members in the chamber.
Quorum formed.
Mr O’BRIEN — I am always happy to have a
larger audience to hear about the $3 billion that
members opposite lost in a botched gaming licence
auction.
In terms of the carbon tax the Deloitte Access
Economics modelling shows that by 2015, in three
years time, the budget position is predicted to be almost
$660 million worse off compared to what would have
been the case without the tax. That is $660 million
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worth of investment in schools, in hospitals, in police,
in roads and in public transport and $660 million worth
of business tax cuts and manufacturing support that we
will not have because members opposite support their
federal Labor mates in imposing this carbon tax on
Victoria. By 2020 the budget position is expected to be
$850 million worse off. That is a dreadful economic
impact on this state.
Members opposite may say, ‘There is some
compensation. Some people are being compensated for
this tax’. What does the Gillard government itself say
about the so-called compensation? The Gillard
government says that around 8 million households will
pay more through the carbon tax than they get back. At
least 8 million households across Australia and,
assuming we are 25 per cent of the population, about
2 million Victorian households will be ripped off by the
carbon tax. On the federal government’s own estimates
even some temporary compensation will not be enough
to make up for the extra costs Victorians are going to
have to pay. Given that 35 000 Victorians who would
have been in work will not be because of the carbon
tax, you wonder how much compensation can make up
for losing your job. How much compensation can make
up for not getting a job that you would have had if it
had not been for the Labor Party’s carbon tax? That is
what the Deloitte Access Economics figures show.
Members opposite might say that Deloitte Access
Economics is simply one modeller. What do the
architects of the carbon tax themselves say? You may
well ask the federal Department of the Treasury. You
would say that federal Treasury officers are straight
shooters in lots of ways. They may not have any
particular reason to try to sugar coat the impact of the
policy. Look at the federal Treasury modelling in
relation to the impact of the carbon tax on Victoria. I
take members to chart 5.37 in the federal Treasury
modelling. It is entitled, ‘Gross state product — Clean
energy future — Change from global action scenario’.
It is a graph. The graph shows the hit to gross state
product for every state in Australia as a result of the
carbon tax. It models it from the introduction of the
carbon tax right out to 2050. What that graph shows is
that Victoria gets hit first and hardest for the next
25 years because of the carbon tax. We will be hit first
and hardest, and that pain will endure for 25 years. In
25 years time we will be the second worst hit. We can
look forward in 2038 to being the second worst hit state
in the commonwealth as opposed to the worst hit.
One of the reasons the carbon tax will hit us so badly is
that we have a large manufacturing base. One of the
reasons we have a large manufacturing base is that we
have had affordable, reliable and secure power supplies.
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We get 93 per cent of our power from the Latrobe
Valley — from those coal-fired generators that have
kept generations of Victorians in work and provided
generations of Victorians with affordable, reliable
power. Of course the federal government has a carbon
tax that specifically hits coal-fired generators. In fact if
you wanted to come up with a policy that singled out
Victoria for pain and punishment, it would look like the
carbon tax. That is what it would look like. We hear
members opposite saying that they will support their
federal brothers and sisters, that they will support the
federal carbon tax despite what it does to this state — or
even because of what it does to this state. They are
Labor first and Victorians last; that is the way they are.
We have gone through the modelling, and it could not
be clearer in terms of the damage that will be done. We
have looked at the impact on jobs and on power bills.
Let us have a look at the impact on the costs of
providing services to Victorians — our schools and our
public hospitals.
The Gillard government’s carbon tax is going to
increase power bills to Victoria’s public hospitals by
around $13.6 million a year from this year. Based on
current electricity usage, from the date of its
introduction until 2020 the total cost of the carbon tax
on the power bills of public hospitals will be about
$143 million — and the commonwealth will not be
providing one dollar of compensation to cover that.
That is $143 million worth of operations that will not
occur, it is $143 million worth of nurses and doctors
who will not be employed and it is $143 million of
capital expenditure that will now never happen because
those opposite support their federal mates’ carbon tax.
There will be people who will not get the medical
treatment that they should get because the carbon tax is
going to eat into the operating budgets of our public
hospitals right here in Victoria.
In regard to schools, based on a conservative estimate
of a 10 per cent impact on utility prices, government
schools will be hit by an extra $4.2 million in power
prices, and that is going to rise after that. That is not just
an impact on the government school sector; the
non-government school sector will also be impacted.
Whether you go to a state school, an independent
school, a Catholic school, a Christian school or a
non-denominational school, you will get hit. That is
extra money that our kids will not get in terms of better
teaching services, better infrastructure, better books and
better opportunities, because that money will be going
to the federal Labor government in Canberra to pay for
its carbon tax. Again, there will be no compensation at
all.
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In regard to public transport, it is a bizarre concept to
have a so-called green tax — an environmental tax —
that actually makes public transport more expensive for
users and makes cars relatively cheaper to run. You
would have to be an absolute fool to think that
encouraging people to get into their cars and drive is a
better alternative than encouraging people to use public
transport. The Department of Transport estimates that
between 2012–13 and 2014–15 the carbon tax will cost
Victoria’s public transport services $48 million. That is
$48 million that will be sucked out of our public
transport system. That will lead to higher fares or
reduced services compared to what would have been
the case. For $48 million you could put eight new trams
on the network to Brunswick and Preston, you could
buy 194 000 concrete sleepers, you could pay for
160 kilometres of shared cycle and pedestrian paths or
you could build a major road duplication in Narre
Warren South. There are real projects, real spending
and real infrastructure that will not occur because of
federal Labor’s carbon tax and the support of members
opposite for that tax. They are hitting our schools, they
are hitting our hospitals and they are hitting our public
transport.
As I discussed earlier, this is a tax that discriminates
against Victoria. When we are talking about
compensation, it is known that the federal government
has acknowledged that because the carbon tax will have
such a heavy impact on business costs there are
so-called energy-intensive trade-exposed industries —
EITEs — that should be eligible for compensation.
These companies and businesses will be very much
affected by the carbon tax. They operate in an
international trade environment in which other
countries do not have that same carbon tax impost, so
they would be unable to recoup their losses. The federal
Labor government is going to put in temporary
compensation measures for EITEs.
These industries will get up to 94.5 per cent of their
carbon tax burden as so-called free permits. The trouble
is that the federal Labor government has calculated the
entitlements for EITEs based on the emissions intensity
of black coal electricity. So a steel mill or a smelter
operating in New South Wales that uses
black-coal-fired electricity will be compensated with
free permits for 94.5 per cent of its carbon tax impost,
but for a Victorian aluminium smelter — like, for
example, the Alcoa smelter at Point Henry, which we
all know is being reviewed because of difficult financial
circumstances — because the energy intensity of brown
coal is about 1.25 tonnes of carbon dioxide per
megawatt hour, the effective compensation will be only
about 70 per cent.
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The federal government has said, ‘We’ll give 94.5 per
cent compensation if you are a smelter in New South
Wales, but if you are an aluminium smelter in
Victoria’ — in Geelong, for example — ‘you will get
only 70 per cent’. This is a discriminatory tax designed
to hurt Victoria — designed to hurt Victorian families
and designed to hurt Victorian businesses. Any member
of this Parliament who wants to put their own state first
could not possibly stand up and support such
discriminatory measures against this state and its
industries.
I turn to the subject of brown coal. As I have said in this
house before, Victoria has world-class resources of
brown coal. We have over 500 years worth of brown
coal at current usage rates. It has been a source of
competitive advantage for this state for over 80 years,
and it was the vision of — —

1907

support for what its policy is going to do to our
vulnerable regions. How could any member of this
house in good conscience stand up and support a
carbon tax that provides such obviously inadequate
compensation measures?
This will have a very significant impact. We have
discussed the compensation arrangements that are
completely inadequate. The timing of this really could
not be worse. If anyone was going to come up with a
tax on carbon, you would think the time to do it might
be, all things being equal, when the economy is strong,
when we have rising employment, when we have
strong industries and when our exporters have the
economic conditions in which they can compete with
an added impost. Instead the federal government has
introduced a carbon tax at a time when we have
slowing economic growth and a federal government
that has massive debt and deficits.

Mr McIntosh — John Monash.
Mr O’BRIEN — I thank the Leader of the House. It
was the vision of Sir John Monash, who was the father
of the State Electricity Commission, to set up the
Latrobe Valley generation infrastructure, which has
held this state in terrifically good stead over decades.
That advantage is now facing the axe as a result of the
federal carbon tax, because the federal government is
not supporting the Latrobe Valley. Remember when
Kevin Rudd was Prime Minister? I am tipping that we
might hear more from him in the future. When Kevin
Rudd was Prime Minister he made an attempt at
introducing an emissions trading scheme (ETS) and he
planned for compensation for regions that would be
affected by his ETS. He planned for $200 million in
compensation over five years for affected regions.
There is a very strong argument to make that that
amount was completely inadequate, but that was back
in 2008 or 2009. Then obviously the ETS was not
proceeded with. When the Gillard government came up
with its carbon tax proposal, it said, ‘We should do
something for the regions that we’re taking the baseball
bat to with our carbon tax’ — the Latrobe Valley being
a key one — ‘so we should have a compensation
arrangement to help restructure those industries and
areas’.
While Kevin Rudd was prepared to spend $200 million
over five years to help support affected areas, Julia
Gillard is going to spend $200 million over seven years.
I am not sure about the economic geniuses from the
Labor Party, but when I studied commerce at university
$200 million over five years was worth more than
$200 million over seven years. Years down the track
from Kevin Rudd’s failed attempt at an ETS the Gillard
government thinks we need less compensation and less

This tax is coming at a time when the value of the
Australian dollar has never been higher — at least since
it was floated — making it the worst possible time for
our exporters to have an additional tax impost put onto
them. It is coming at a time when we have rising utility
prices and when families and businesses are finding it
harder than ever to pay for their gas, electricity and hot
water. The timing could not be worse, the
compensation is completely inadequate and the impact
of this tax on Victoria will be massive.
When you look at the people who designed the carbon
tax, you have to wonder just how in touch they are. The
federal Minister for Climate Change and Energy
Efficiency, Greg Combet, whom I will be seeing at a
Council of Australian Governments meeting on Friday,
was asked on 8 March on Neil Mitchell’s program on
3AW about the impact of the carbon tax on average
household bills, particularly electricity bills. You might
have thought that somebody whose job it was to impose
a carbon tax that would drive up electricity bills might
have actually done a little bit of homework about the
impact of his government’s policy. Here is what
Minister Combet said:
I wouldn’t know what the average power bill is …

If you have spent your life in the trade union movement
and you get shoehorned into a seat and then put into a
ministry, I suppose you would not really know what the
average power bill was. You would not know and you
would not care, and that is why I think the Labor
government is being incredibly short-sighted in what it
is doing with this carbon tax policy. As I said, by
contrast, one of the first things the coalition government
did when it was elected was to extend those
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concessions for pensioners and for vulnerable Victorian
families. We give them concessions 365 days a year as
opposed to the measly six months a year that those
concessions operated for under the former government.
Another issue is our energy security and security of
supply. We are very significantly reliant on the
baseload generators in the Latrobe Valley; we get
93 per cent of our power from the coal-fired generators
in the Latrobe Valley. I should mention at this point
that the former Brumby government, when it had its
massive lurch to the left while trying to suck up to the
inner city greenies before the last election, decided it
was going to shut down a quarter of the Hazelwood
power station. It did not have any money to pay for it,
of course, and it did not know where the alternative
power was going to come from. It just made this
commitment to shut down a quarter of Hazelwood.
It is interesting because it was only in 2005 that the
Bracks government signed a deal to extend the life of
Hazelwood; it extended the life of Hazelwood. At the
time, then Premier Bracks said that International
Power’s 1600-megawatt Hazelwood power station
contributed about 25 per cent of Victoria’s baseload
electricity. It was one of the most crucial and important
generators in this state and was obviously also crucial
for its security of supply. Announcing the extension of
the life of Hazelwood, the former Premier said:
It also secures the future of some 800 Hazelwood workers
and their families, which is also extremely important.

Back then, when there was somebody who was not a
complete captive of the Greens leading the Labor Party,
it actually thought that extending the life of Hazelwood
would add to our energy security, protect jobs and
decrease power prices. This was a positive thing, but
now we have a federal Labor government, supported by
its state colleagues, which wants to see Hazelwood shut
down entirely. It has a contract-for-closure proposal
that will target 2000 megawatts of brown coal-fired
generation. Hazelwood produces, as former Premier
Bracks said, about 25 per cent of our power. If you are
sitting down on a chair with four legs and you suddenly
pull one of those legs away, you are going to fall over.
The same will happen with our power supplies. If you
close down Hazelwood precipitously or if you close
down Hazelwood without knowing where that
replacement baseload is going to come from, you will
jeopardise Victoria’s security of energy supplies. You
cannot afford to do that.
You will have the Labor Party and the Greens saying,
‘We should just rely on wind’. Unfortunately the
Australian Energy Market Operator, which is the
organisation that runs the national electricity market,
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said in its most recent statement of operations that you
can only rely on wind power for 8 per cent of its
capacity during summer peak times. So on those very
hot days when power is at a premium and there is a
great amount of demand, the Labor Party would
presumably have the car companies looking out the
window to see whether it was windy enough to keep
those machines operating and whether it was windy
enough to keep people in work, because you cannot
replace baseload electricity, like that generated by
Hazelwood, with wind power, which you can only rely
on for 8 per cent of the time when it comes to peak
demand.
We have a federal government policy that aims to close
down 2000 megawatts of brown coal-fired generation.
Obviously the bulk of that will be in Victoria. It is no
secret that Hazelwood has been in the frame in relation
to this policy. I wonder what happened to the Labor
Party that once talked about securing the future for
those 800 workers and their families. What happened to
that Labor Party? It has been hijacked, I think. It has
been hijacked by the Greens, and we are seeing that in
relation to other matters in the other place, where they
are trying to push for moratoriums on any exploration
for new gas. What has happened is that the Labor Party
has sold its political soul to the Greens, and the Greens
have said, ‘Thank you very much’. They will return the
favour by eating the Labor Party’s base. You cannot do
deals with a crocodile; eventually the crocodile is going
to eat you. We still see a Labor Party that does deals
with the crocodile that is the Greens.
In conclusion, I will make just a brief reference —
because I know my colleague the member for Morwell
will also make reference to this — to a media release
put out today by Industrial Energy Pty Ltd, which runs
a briquette manufacturing business in the Latrobe
Valley. It says:
With the introduction of the carbon tax on 1 July 2012, the
future of Victoria’s only brown coal briquette manufacturer is
expected to be unsustainable under a business as usual
scenario.

If we needed any more proof that this federal Labor
carbon tax is bad for all, worse for Victoria and far
worse for the Latrobe Valley, we have it in this press
release today. This is a carbon tax that is killing jobs,
putting up prices for Victorian families and businesses,
singling Victoria out for special, unfair treatment and
providing inadequate compensation, and the timing
could not be worse. It is quite clear where this side of
the house stands. It is time for those opposite to start
putting Victoria first instead of the Labor Party.
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Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Does this pathetic
motion not sum up the Baillieu government? Does it
not sum it up? On the very day that the budget is
handed down, the most significant day of the
parliamentary year, the Parliament’s precious debating
time is wasted on a stunt. On the very day that a further
1060 Victorian jobs are at risk or lost, those opposite
think it is more important to spend the day blaming
someone else.
The message the government is sending to the
400 Qantas workers at Tullamarine who have lost their
jobs and the 660 at Avalon who are in grave danger of
losing theirs is that the most vital issue for the
government — the most vital issue on the
government’s business program — is a puerile stunt.
Some bright spark thought, ‘I know what we’ll do:
straight after the Treasurer has delivered the budget,
let’s spend hours blaming someone else. That will get
them off our scent!’.
The government is fooling nobody. Qantas workers are
certainly not fooled. The Baillieu government just does
not get it. Seventeen months into this pathetic
administration, government members still think they are
in opposition. Victoria has been leaderless for
17 months. On budget day, of all days, we have this
juvenile game. This motion will be treated by everyone
both in this place and outside it with the contempt it
deserves. This blaming and not leading has been a
common theme of the Baillieu government. At the
Liberal Party state conference the statue masquerading
as the Premier spent more time during his speech
providing a commentary on the Labor Party and its
policies than on what he was doing as Premier. The
Premiership of this great state is not a plaything, but
that is not so according to the current Premier.
What of the Sleepwalker’s ministers? This stunt is
under the name of the Minister for Energy and
Resources, whose daily breakfast routine is fig jam on
toast. That gets him up and bouncing through the day. It
gets him up and about for gimmicks such as this
motion. It is a pity he does not have the same passion
for protecting — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Monbulk will not use props.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I ask you to draw the member back to the
motion. He has been talking about a whole range of
different things and has not once mentioned the carbon
tax and whether those opposite support it.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The lead
speaker does have some leniency in terms of a
wide-ranging debate, but I do ask him to concentrate on
the motion before the house.
Mr MERLINO — Before I go on, I make the point
that the motion before us mentions business and jobs,
so I think it is entirely relevant for us to talk about the
fact that Victoria is bleeding jobs and the Baillieu
government is making it worse. It is no surprise that the
minister put his name to this motion. He loves to get his
name up in lights. The story goes that he put in a call to
the Premier the night before the election and said, ‘If
you lose, I’m going to challenge for the leadership on
Monday’. He certainly has a high opinion of himself.
The problem for the Minister for Energy and Resources
is that he is stuck in student politics mode.
The motion also exposes the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change for the utter failure he is. Is he the
minister for the environment? I think not. If ever there
was a misleading title for a minister of this place, it is
that one. The Minister against the Environment or the
Minister for Anti-environment Policies might be better.
All the minister and his government do is act against
the environment. The reintroduction of cattle
grazing — —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, all we are hearing now are personal attacks on
ministers and debate about whether a minister was a
leadership challenger or not. Let us return to the
motion. I ask you to draw the member back to the
motion.
Ms Neville — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, this is a pretty broad motion, which obviously
relates — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Neville — In case those opposite do not
understand this, it absolutely relates to, for example,
jobs. We have talked about jobs, and we have heard the
minister talk about jobs. It relates to the environment
and its protection. The issues the shadow minister and
deputy leader is raising are absolutely relevant in a
wide-ranging debate about a measure that relates to
jobs and the environment. I ask you to give the member
the same sort of leniency the minister was given when
he spoke on this motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will not
uphold the point of order at this point. However, I ask
the member for Monbulk to try to stay within the
motion on the notice paper.
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Mr MERLINO — Let me go to the environmental
policies — if we can call them that — of the Baillieu
government and the minister: the reintroduction of
cattle grazing in the high country; the destruction of
Victoria’s wind farm industry; the scrapping of the
20 per cent target to reduce emissions; the abolition of
the premium solar feed-in tariff; the cuts to public
service jobs, which are impacting on the front line of
environment initiatives and programs and on volunteers
in our community; the minister’s conflicts of interest,
including interests in a coal seam gas explorer and a
solar company that received a $50 million government
grant; and the collection of firewood from our national
parks.
The minister’s own colleagues know what a lightweight
he is. Just prior to Christmas he lost several key
responsibilities, including logging and hunting. The
deputy leader and soon-to-be Leader of The Nationals
was given these responsibilities, responsibilities he
alone now has. Not only was the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change embarrassingly
demoted but this also showed absolutely that when it
comes to environmental policy in Victoria, The
Nationals run the show.
Mr Weller — Hear, hear!
Mr MERLINO — ‘Hear, hear!’, The Nationals say.
They are in complete control.
The combustible one, the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, does not like being asked questions.
There is the initial look of horror when a question is
asked. Then the blood starts to rise to his face until he
looks like he is going to explode. He falls short of that,
but he does present some absolute gems in this place
and outside. Who can forget his answer to the question
about what kinds of climate change programs he
oversees? His answer was ‘Beaches and that sort of
thing’. That is the quality of the minister for the
environment we have in the Baillieu government.
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I appreciate that there is latitude for the principal
speaker on a motion. However, even by the most
generous definitions, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition may be straying a little bit too far from the
text of the motion, and I ask that he be gently drawn
back — within the immediate postcode would be
terrific.
Ms Neville — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
actually speaking about the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change and the issue of the carbon price is
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related to climate change. It is absolutely appropriate
that the member for Monbulk has the opportunity to
canvass the work that the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change is involved in in relation to the issues
that the carbon tax is dealing with in respect of
greenhouse gas emissions.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) —
Order! Personal reflections on members are disorderly.
The motion covers a range of matters. I invite the
member for Monbulk to come back to addressing the
motion in those specific terms.
Mr MERLINO — To finish listing the trifecta of
ministers exposed by this stunt of a debate — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — No, I am not ignoring it. I am
actually referring to the Treasurer’s infamous press
conference about the Deloitte report, which goes to the
heart of this motion and the debate on it.
We cannot go past the Treasurer’s conference reported
on ABC radio on 22 September 2011. I think this press
conference deserves to be included in full in Hansard
because it goes to the quality of those opposite and their
understanding of climate change.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Monbulk is trying to put something on
the record when in fact what should be on the record is
whether he supports the carbon tax. The one thing that
has not been put on the record is whether those on the
opposition benches support the carbon tax.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) —
Order! There is no point of order. I invite the member
for Monbulk to come back to the motion.
Mr MERLINO — I am absolutely on the motion.
The press conference related to the Deloitte report,
which contains modelling based on the decisions of the
Victorian government. I will read from the transcript of
the press conference, which states:
ABC’s ALISON CALDWELL: It began with a shambolic
press conference featuring a decidedly uncomfortable state
Treasurer Kim Wells.
He was promoting a Deloitte’s report on the carbon tax. He
said the report proved his government’s claims that Victoria
would be first hit and hardest hit.
KIM WELLS: This confirms what the Baillieu government
have been saying for some time, is that the carbon tax will hit
Victoria first and it will hit it hard.
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ALISON CALDWELL: But the report itself says that’s not
the case, predicting W. A. and Queensland will be hit harder
than Victoria.
JOURNALIST: Your government has for months been
saying it will hit Victoria hardest; that’s proved to be wrong,
hasn’t it?
KIM WELLS: Well, we say that we’ll be fighting every
single — —
JOURNALIST: Sorry, do you back your — do you back the
economists you have paid who disagree with what you’ve
been saying for months?
KIM WELLS: We say that this will hit Victoria very, very
hard.
ALISON CALDWELL: The Deloitte’s report doesn’t factor
in industry assistance. It also contradicts the Treasurer’s claim
that its modelling is the same as that done by federal
Treasury. But that didn’t stop Kim Wells.
KIM WELLS: Our claim very strongly is that we maintain
that Deloitte’s have based their modelling on the Treasury
modelling. However — —
JOURNALIST: It doesn’t say that; have you read the report?
KIM WELLS: Well, let me just say, we say that the
Deloitte’s modelling has been based on the federal Treasury
modelling but there are some difference in assumptions and
we maintain that those two difference in assumptions are
correct.

Acting Speaker, do you like the logic there? The
transcript continues:
ALISON CALDWELL: Last year in opposition, the
Liberal-National Party voted with the Brumby government to
adopt a legislated 20 per cent cut in the state’s carbon
emissions by 2020.
But in May this year, following talks with managers at
Hazelwood power station, the Baillieu government shifted
and began referring to the 20 per cent target as ‘aspirational’.
The Treasurer Kim Wells repeated the phrase at his press
conference.
KIM WELLS: Well it’s an aspirational target, the 20 per cent,
and as I say it’s not in legislation, it’s an aspirational target.
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hit by a carbon tax and he claimed the reduction target
was not in legislation. The Treasurer called that press
conference. This was not spun out of the blue so that he
had to appear without being able to do the required
homework. The Treasurer called the conference, yet he
could not answer any questions.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
not once have we heard the substance of the motion,
carbon tax, being addressed. I ask you to draw the
member for Monbulk back to addressing the substance
of the motion.
Ms Neville — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I refer you to the motion which the Minister
for Energy and Resources has moved and specifically
to point 7, in which it states that the federal Treasury
modelling will hit Victoria ‘first and hardest’. The
member for Monbulk has been absolutely relevant to
that issue. What he has said has related to both the
federal Treasury modelling, the modelling that was
done by the Victorian government and the claim made
by the Victorian government, including in here, that it
will be hit hardest and first. The member for Monbulk
has been absolutely relevant, and I ask that you allow
him to continue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. The member
for Monbulk should continue but focus on the matters
forming part of the motion.
Mr MERLINO — Going to the end of the
transcript of the press conference, the Treasurer’s
comment was ‘we do not want it to proceed’.
That brings me to the absolute hypocrisy of the Baillieu
government. The Minister for Environment and
Climate Change said this on 17 April:
… the federal government’s carbon tax is widely judged as
the primary way of reducing emissions in this country.

They are recent comments from the minister.
On 23 March 2011 the Premier said:

A NUMBER OF JOURNALISTS: It is in legislation.
KIM WELLS: And in regards to, there’s a requirement by the
state government to look at the climate change act and we
will look at that if the carbon tax comes in. But let me tell
you, we’ll be fighting this every single step of the way
because we do not want it to proceed.

What a farce of a press conference. The government
refuses to release the Deloitte report. At the press
conference the Treasurer could not answer any
questions about domestic abatement, the cost of his
own report or the difference between the
commonwealth’s and the Deloitte modelling. He
repeated the false claim that Victoria would be hardest

We have had a number of debates in this chamber in recent
years, and our side of politics was prepared to support the
emissions trading scheme post-2007; we were prepared to
support a carbon pollution reduction scheme, which was
debated in this house in, I think, November 2009; and we
have made the point that if we are going to reduce emissions,
there will be a price for and cost to that.

Those were the comments of the Premier in 2011.
In 2009 he said:
We want to see carbon emissions reduced. We support an
ETS or a CPRS.
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So on the one hand those opposite support a carbon
price but on the other hand members of the Baillieu
government blame it for literally everything in a
desperate bid to cover up their own mismanagement
and incompetence that has led Victoria from being the
engine room of job creation just over two years ago to
having the worst unemployment rate, bar Tasmania.
The hypocrisy goes even further. The government’s
reasoning for scrapping the 20 per cent target is that
there will be a national price on carbon, yet that is
exactly what the government is opposing. The twisted
logic of this government is breathtaking: we will scrap
a whole range of state government programs to reduce
emissions on the basis that there will be a national price
on carbon, yet we do not want a national price on
carbon. That is the logic of the Baillieu government.
The motion talks about business and jobs. Let us
examine the Baillieu government’s performance in the
area of environment and jobs rather than spending our
time blaming someone else. Let us look at the Baillieu
government’s wind farm policy, which was seemingly
developed to appease members of the Baillieu family or
very special Liberal Party powerbrokers who may live
in the McHarg Ranges or Bald Hills or elsewhere. This
government has comprehensively destroyed the wind
farm industry in Victoria. An article in the Age of
31 March 2012 reports:
The coalition’s approach to wind development has raised
concerns across business, planning and local government
circles. The Australian Industry Group, which represents
more than 60 000 businesses across the country, says it is
costing the state billions in investment. Victorian group chief
Tim Piper says he raised his concerns — primarily about a
lack of flexibility — with the government but was told the
laws would not be changed.

Tim Piper is then quoted as having said:
We know investment has been lost, and we know there have
also been unintended consequences … We have companies
that have wanted to put up small turbines on industrial plants
well away from homes and they have been prevented because
of these regulations.

In the same article Andrew Richards from Pacific
Hydro is quoted as having said:
We are just concerned about a planning framework that is not
merit based and a policy framework that creates an
impression that our industry is somehow bad or harmful …
We just want to be treated in the same way that all other
developers of infrastructure are treated in the planning
scheme.

In an article in the Age of 30 August 2011 the general
manager of Pacific Hydro is quoted as having said:
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… Unfortunately these new wind farm rules will hold
Victoria back while other states power ahead …

The article also says:
The Clean Energy Council said the change would cost
hundreds of new jobs in regional areas and billions of dollars
in investment.
An analysis for the council by consultants Carbon Market
Economics before last year’s election estimated that between
50 and 70 per cent of proposed wind farms, worth up to
$3.6 billion, would not be developed under coalition policy.

These concerns are not being raised by the environment
groups, which this government completely disregards;
these are leaders in the wind farm industry in Australia
and Victoria who would have hoped to develop and
invest billions of dollars in Victoria, which they cannot
do under the government’s flawed wind farm policy.
In relation to the abolition of the premium solar feed-in
tariff, the Clean Energy Council has forecast that
around 1800 jobs would go from Victoria’s solar
industry if the Baillieu government scrapped the
premium scheme. The council has said a price below
35 cents per kilowatt would effectively kill off industry
growth. This is absolutely damning news for Victorian
jobs, and given the replacement scheme is priced at a
measly 25 cents per kilowatt — barely above the retail
price — this is a paltry incentive for households to
invest in solar systems that can cost up to $30 000. One
of the world’s leading renewable energy companies, the
Mark Group, has now abandoned expansion plans to
open offices in Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and the
Latrobe Valley which would have supported 200 new
jobs. Let us not talk about the carbon price at a national
level; it is what this government is doing in Victoria
that is destroying Victorian jobs and stopping billions
of dollars worth of investment. That is what is
happening under the stewardship, if you can call it that,
of the Premier and his Minister for Environment and
Climate Change.
This motion is a gimmick; it is a stunt. Concern about
jobs? Give me a break! Jobs in Victoria in climate
change industries have been lost at the hands of the
Baillieu government. Decisions it has made have sent
thousands of jobs and billions of dollars in clean energy
investment out of the state. Just today with the handing
down of the budget we have seen $130 million cut from
the environment. I am talking about the EPA
(Environment Protection Authority), coastal
management, biodiversity programs, public land
management and water management; all of those things
have been cut today. On budget day, a day when a
further thousand Victorian jobs are at risk, this
government thinks it is better to deliver this stand.
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In further commentary on the environmental credentials
of this government, Environment Victoria chief Kelly
O’Shanassy said on the news that the government was
scrapping the 20 per cent legislated target:
Either the Baillieu government doesn’t understand the threat
climate change presents, or they are ignoring it … Either way
it’s an irresponsible decision environmentally and
economically …

I refer to jobs, not those included in the job cuts
announced today but the previous 3600 public sector
jobs, around 200 of which will come from the
environment department. There have been reports of
future job loses including those of Coastcare facilitators
in south-western Victoria and six scientists at the state’s
biodiversity research agency, the Arthur Rylah Institute
for Environmental Research, who do incredible work
looking after Victoria’s endangered species. Coastcare
facilitators organise volunteers, which is absolutely
crucial. I will quote the words of two individuals. Lou
Hollis at Killarney Coastcare is reported to have said
about these job cuts:
Most volunteer groups rely on having somebody to access to
help with projects and funding opportunities … By taking
away the facilitator it shows the government has a total
disregard for volunteers in the community …

Kristie King, a volunteer with Warrnambool Coastcare,
is reported to have said:
Without access to a facilitator we are fearful we are going to
see widespread volunteer burnout as they have to take on
more administration …

The Victorian National Parks Association said — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) —
Order! I encourage the member to relate his comments
to the motion before the house. I do not see that the
employment issues in south-western Victoria, while
significant, are immediately aligned to the motion.
Mr MERLINO — The motion is about
environment policy and protecting jobs. I have made a
point in relation to wind energy and solar feed-in tariffs.
Across the minister’s department jobs are being lost
and investment is being forgone because of decisions
made by the Baillieu government. There has been an
about-face regarding the 6-star energy ratings of
buildings. It is an innovative program targeted directly
at reducing emissions and the cost of living of Victorian
families. There has been an attempt by the Treasurer
and the government to scrap that.
This motion is a total stunt; it is a disgrace. On the day
the budget is handed down, it is apparent that this
government thinks the most important thing on the
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government business program is a stunt. This Baillieu
government has made an art form of blaming
everybody else for the woes that beset it today. It
blames the federal government, and it blames the
carbon price. But the point is that tackling climate
change is affected by the decisions and cuts of the
Baillieu government and the failed Minister for
Environment and Climate Change. There is certainly
going to be a Ryan that will be shortly shown the
door — we do not know if it will be the disgraced
Minister for Police and Emergency Services or the
incompetent Minister for Environment and Climate
Change. It is about the government’s decision in
relation to wind energy and solar feed-in tariffs.
We will see what the government does in the other
place in regard to coal seam gas exploration. But one
thing is certain: this government has failed the people of
Victoria. It has cost Victoria hundreds and hundreds of
jobs in the climate change area and billions of dollars of
investment. This motion should be treated with the
contempt it deserves.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — In 1949 former Labor Prime
Minister Ben Chifley made his famous speech entitled
‘The light on the hill’ to the party faithful. That speech
and the sentiment behind it was the rallying point for
the Labor Party for decades after it was made.
Mr Chifley said in his speech:
I try to think of the labour movement, not as putting an extra
sixpence into somebody’s pocket, or making somebody
Prime Minister or Premier, but as a movement bringing
something better to the people, better standards of living,
greater happiness to the mass of the people. We have a great
objective — the light on the hill — which we aim to reach by
working for the betterment of mankind not only here but
anywhere we may give a helping hand. If it were not for that,
the labour movement would not be worth fighting for.

It could not be clearer to any Australian or Victorian
that the Labor movement is now mostly about making
someone Prime Minister. The idea of Labor bringing
something better to the people or bringing better
standards of living has been trashed by the introduction
of the Gillard government’s carbon tax. The carbon tax
could not have been introduced at a worse time in
Australia’s recent economic history, and its
introduction has reduced Chifley’s light on the hill to a
flickering, fluorescent tube — albeit a carbon-neutral
one. Prime Minister Gillard said before the last federal
election, ‘There will be no carbon tax under a
government that I lead’. I accept that it is arguable that
the Prime Minister is actually leading the federal
government. It is clear to many Australians at water
coolers and barbecues that Bob Brown, the former
federal leader of the Greens, is actually calling the
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shots, so there may be a kernel of truth in the
pre-election statement of the Prime Minister.
In any event the carbon tax is now anathema to the
Australian people, and because Victorians are set to feel
the worst of this tax it is no wonder that support for the
Labor federal government has fallen to historical lows.
A snapshot of what lies ahead — the Minister for
Energy and Resources has already raised this, but I
think it bears repeating — can be found in a report by
Deloitte Access Economics. It shows that by 2015 there
will be 35 000 fewer jobs than would have been the
case if a carbon tax were not introduced, that
investment will be down by almost $6.3 billion, that per
capita income will be around $1050 lower and that the
Victorian state budget will be almost $660 million
worse off. It is clear that Labor’s carbon tax is going to
hurt Victoria, yet the silence from those opposite is
absolutely deafening. They are definitely Labor first
and Victorian second.
In relation to paragraph (a) of the motion, which says
the carbon tax will increase the cost of living for all
Victorian families, the modelling of the commonwealth
Treasury — the federal government’s own
modelling — shows that the average household is
expected to face increased costs of around $500 a year
accompanied by an increased consumer price index of
around 0.7 per cent in 2012–13. The federal
government tells us that families will be compensated
for those extra costs, but therein lies the real reason for
introducing the tax. In the absence of any discernible or
quantifiable forecast of a reduction in temperature as a
result of the tax, it is a redistribution of wealth by
another name.
On top of this cost there are those opposite who want to
see Victorians further burdened by seeing this state
government retain the target of reducing emissions by
20 per cent by 2020. Those opposite want to see
Victorians spend an extra $2.2 billion in buying
international carbon permits and make it easier for the
other states to contribute to the national target of a
50 per cent reduction at the expense of the state.
Just to make it clear for the member for Monbulk, we
on this side of the house strongly oppose the Gillard
government’s tax, but while the Gillard government
remains in power — and I have to say that that is
probably a week-by-week proposition at the
moment — we are stuck with this particular tax. For
those opposite to be advocating that this state and
Victorians pay additional costs on top of those imposed
by the federal government shows that, for the Labor
Party, ideology will trump common sense every day of
the week.
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It has been widely accepted that Victoria’s small and
medium size businesses will be very hard hit by the
carbon tax. It is very pleasing to see many small and
medium sized businesses in this state already doing
their bit to ensure that they are sustainable by cutting
their own costs through energy efficiency and that sort
of thing. However, while businesses are taking steps to
improve those particular credentials whilst trying to
remain competitive, it is really clear to everyone that
Labor just does not understand basic business
operations.
Many small businesses operate on a year-to-year basis.
Many actually operate on a month-to-month basis. In
order for those businesses to cope with the carbon tax it
requires a lot of long-term planning. In fact in many
cases it will also require a huge up-front cost, and that is
money that many small businesses just will not be able
to find. As the carbon tax takes away a big competitive
advantage for Victorian businesses, which is a
comparatively low energy cost, that is going to have a
direct flowthrough to job losses. We hear the crocodile
tears from those opposite about jobs, yet in this whole
debate it is very clear that the carbon tax is going to cost
jobs, and we do not hear anything from those opposite
in relation to that.
Many in the house will recall when federal Minister for
Climate Change and Energy Efficiency Greg Combet
said:
… millions of Australian households will be better off under a
carbon price.

The reality, as I have said, is that the commonwealth
Labor government is offering little support to small to
medium-sized enterprises and this decision is going to
have a flow-on effect on Victorian households.
I go back to Ben Chifley’s speech, in which he said:
If the movement can make someone more comfortable, give
to some father or mother a greater feeling of security for their
children, a feeling that … the government is striving its
hardest to do its best, then the labour movement will be
completely justified.

You do not give someone a sense of security by
tightening their household budget; you do not make
someone more comfortable when you force them to
make sacrifices in their own budgets and indeed their
own businesses. The fact is that Labor just does not
grasp the comments made by Ben Chifley in that
speech all that time ago; in fact it is making it difficult
for households and businesses right across the state.
The Minister for Energy and Resources raised the issue
of the carbon price’s impact on hospitals, schools and
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transport. There is no doubt that the impacts raised by
the minister will constrain the state’s capacity to deliver
key services. Another one of those key services is in the
area of waste disposal. The carbon tax is going to
directly hit landfills which annually emit around
25 000 tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent. As a
number of those landfills are operated by local
government, this liability is ultimately going to be
borne by Victorians as the cost is passed through via
rate notices.
Through the carbon tax landfill operators are going to
be required to calculate their emissions using a highly
complex formula that assumes different carbon contents
and decay rates for different waste materials. For
landfill operators and councils it is going to be an
administration nightmare. The government through its
Metropolitan Waste Management Group is working
through these issues with local governments, the MAV
(Municipal Association of Victoria) and the waste
sector to help understand the implications of the carbon
tax on these operations. We have anticipated, and the
MAV has said, that council rates will rise by up to
3.3 per cent as a result of these issues for landfill. The
Gillard government’s compensation package is simply
not going to be able to match these types of flow-on
costs with its carbon tax compensation.
On the issue of compensation, as the minister
mentioned earlier, the commonwealth’s offer of
$200 million over seven years is completely inadequate
for regions like the Latrobe Valley, which is very
reliant on its power stations for employment and for its
economy. Indeed, as the minister said, under Kevin
Rudd’s carbon pollution reduction scheme the same
level of assistance was considered inadequate for a
five-year period. With the compensation package now
being the same amount over seven years, it is just not
going to be enough for those regions to cope.
Victoria has the second largest reserve of brown coal in
the world, which as the minister pointed out again
supplies us with just over 90 per cent of our electricity.
The key challenge for the future of coal in Victoria is
how we can reduce emissions to an acceptable level
rather than shutting down an entire sector in which
numerous Victorians are employed and which has great
economic importance to those areas. This means
providing support for early development of new
low-emission and high-efficiency technologies such as
carbon capture and storage and coal gasification, areas
which various groups are opposed to, but these
technologies are ones that are going to take Victoria
forward by using our reserves of brown coal.
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The Victorian government has an eye on renewable
energy, and it is important to point out some of its
programs. We have invested a great deal of money in a
number of renewable energy schemes, including solar
energy, a geothermal project in Geelong and wave
power, as the minister pointed out, in the south-west.
We are investing in hydro-electricity in the north. A
number of these projects are being put in place to make
sure that we are furthering the progress of renewable
energy into the future. We have also put a lot of money
into organic waste recovery, as I mentioned during
question time today. These are tangible projects that
have a real benefit for Victorians.
In contrast it is clear that the commonwealth
government’s carbon tax is going to destroy jobs,
increase living costs, slow the economy, hurt Victorian
exports and undermine the state’s ability to deliver
services, including environmental ones. None of these
outcomes are good for Victorians. If those opposite
really want to support Victorians, then I urge them to
support this motion.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I wish to
contribute to the debate that has been brought forward
for no other reason than to distract from the reality that
this government has taken Victorian families
backwards on the cost of living issues. That is the stark
reality here. Rather than defending and spruiking any
benefits that arise from this budget, it wants to run a
hundred miles away from it.
The motion presents an array of purported impacts on
Victoria’s cost of living and jobs, yet what we really
needed today was a jobs plan. That was what we
needed from this budget, and we got nothing. In its
motion this government talks about how important jobs
are to it, but it would not have a clue. That is the reality.
Today of all days, budget day, this government remains
without the know-how, the will or the leadership to
come up with a jobs plan that will help Victorians in
work. It puts on a show, a song and dance, which says,
‘Don’t look at us and what we do; look at someone
else. Look somewhere else; it’s not our fault’. This is
the government’s hallmark. This is its stock-in-trade. It
is quite clear that this government needs to start
showing leadership. It needs to start governing. Today
is yet another squandered opportunity.
This is an embarrassing day for this government. All it
really knows how to do is distract from what is
essentially a terrible budget. The government has
presented us today with an utterly cynical motion. The
motion does nothing but expose the hypocrisy of this
government. Only a few months ago this government
backed a price on carbon and Victorian Labor’s climate
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change legislation, but it has absolutely squandered
every single opportunity in its first 18 months in
government to stimulate the economy, grow jobs and
drive investment in industry. It has done this and
overseen an increase in the cost of living of Victorians.
That is something the government won an election on:
reducing the cost of living. It is no mean feat, that is for
sure, that the only thing the Baillieu government has
managed to achieve in these 18 months in government
is to increase Victoria’s debt, slash thousands of public
sector jobs — we have seen an extra 600 hundred
added to those today — and dump key services and
programs that were actually helping families and
businesses manage their cost of living.
In the motion, the government talks about and cries
crocodile tears over the cost of living of ordinary
Victorians, yet everything it has done, everything it
represents and stands for has been to achieve the exact
opposite. It has actually increased the cost of living of
Victorians. Today we have Qantas jobs on the line. This
is an example of this government’s loss of control.
Somehow we have a Premier who likes to be a
bystander and wave at the passing crowd. The passing
crowd is an ever-increasing queue of people losing their
jobs. I will tell the Premier one clear thing: these people
are not waving back at him and saying, ‘Thank you for
your inspiring leadership’. They are struggling and
waiting for a jobs plan, not a bogus and cynical motion
that really at heart shows no interest in the Victorian
population. What Victorians really have to fear is not
the content of this motion. It is more of the same from
this government, which sits idly by blaming everybody
else except itself. That is what this government is best
at doing.
Let us have a look at what this government has said and
done when it comes to this motion. Here is what the
Premier said in this house as recently as 22 March last
year:
… our side of politics was prepared to support the emissions
trading scheme post-2007; we were prepared to support a
carbon pollution reduction scheme, which was debated in this
house in … November 2009; and we have made the point that
if we are going to reduce emissions, there will be a price for
and a cost to that.

That statement recorded in Hansard was made by none
other than the now Premier. Yet here we are debating a
motion that attempts to rewrite history. On our side of
politics, unlike the government, we stand by our
position in support of a price on carbon and the
prospect of thousands of new green industries and jobs
that should be embraced, not driven away by the
short-sighted and irresponsible policies of the Baillieu
government. In the motion the government cries
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crocodile tears over the costs of jobs, over the
increasing costs for Victorian schools, hospitals and
public transport, over the cost of electricity and gas,
over the Victorian businesses that will be destroyed and
over the jobs that will go, especially in manufacturing
and the like. I can repeat that motion ad nauseam, but
the facts speak very differently.
As we debate this very point today, let us have a look at
the record of this government when it comes to jobs
and support for renewable energy. I note that the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change made
some points about renewable energy. The government
dumped the premium solar feed-in tariff scheme. The
coalition supported that scheme in this house when the
Labor government put it forward, and it restated its
commitment to keep that policy and said that it would
continue to be supported until the replacement gross
feed-in tariff scheme was introduced. Let me tell the
house that today Victoria has neither the premium solar
feed-in tariff scheme nor a gross feed-in tariff. This
point has to do with the jobs that are dealt with in the
motion, because neither do Victorians have the jobs that
the Mark Group was going to put in place through
investment in regional Victoria. It was going to
generate jobs in the Latrobe Valley, Bendigo, Geelong
and Ballarat. It was going to have an office in each one
of those key and important regional cities in Victoria.
Two hundred new jobs were going to be generated by
the world-leading Mark Group, which, I remind the
house, was attracted to invest in Australia and in
Victoria in particular by Invest Victoria under the
previous Labor government. Instead the government
has shut that down and driven those jobs away.
The Clean Energy Council estimated that the
government’s axing of the premium tariff scheme
would cost Victorian families around 1800 jobs, with
the replacement price below 35 cents effectively killing
off the industry. This is the hallmark of this
government. This is the true test of the government’s
sincerity, which it tries to show through this motion,
when it comes to jobs and caring for families. The
premium solar feed-in tariff scheme was a sure way to
help families manage their cost of living. That is the
reality of it, a reality that this government refuses to
take on board.
Let us also have a look at the wind energy industry:
$3 billion of investment is now grinding to a halt,
courtesy of this government’s failed and embarrassing
position and its ill-informed policy on wind energy.
This will now result in hundreds of jobs in regional
Victoria going. Keppel Prince Engineering in Portland
announced in March this year that it had to call for
voluntary redundancies among its 450 employees. This
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company was prospering. It was looking at expanding,
with a plan for a $10 million upgrade of its engineering
factory, but now under this government it is actually
shrinking. So much for the statements of the member
for South-West Coast, now the Minister for Ports, who
stated when in opposition not that long ago that he
wanted the great south coast to become the wind energy
hub. What a surprise! We now have a government that
has refused to even acknowledge its role in that history.
How does the government explain this motion on the
carbon price to people along the great south coast? This
area has a group of councils made it very clear that, if it
had not been kyboshed by this government, the wind
energy industry would have been the largest single
source of investment and jobs for the region within the
next five years. I ask the government: how will this
motion help with the cost of living for families along
the great south coast? I do not think it does, and I do not
think that was this government’s intention when it listed
this notice of motion.
What we can see from today’s budget is simply cut
after cut. We have had the education maintenance
allowance, which is a key factor in helping families
manage their cost of living, cut from schools, and the
School Start bonus has been totally scrapped. We know
of course the way the government has dealt with the
Victorian certificate of applied learning. The Victorian
Council of Social Service has today put out a media
release, saying that in terms of real, effective increases
in terms of output for concessions, it is 2.3 per cent.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution to the debate
on this motion in relation to the carbon tax. Can I
compliment the Minister for Energy and Resources on
his contribution and the way he was able to stick to the
motion and really highlight the impact, compensation
and timing issues with this carbon tax. Two months
from today the Gillard government will introduce this
new tax on everything — that is in just 61 days. The
introduction of this tax on 1 July will mark two years
since we heard the Prime Minister promise there would
be no carbon tax under the government she led. What
an abject betrayal of faith that has been.
As I said, the carbon tax will have a massive impact on
the cost of living. Worse still, it will have a massive
impact on jobs. We heard about the jobs plan from
members opposite, but they are supporting a plan that
will wipe out tens of thousands of jobs from the
Victorian economy. More broadly, in relation to
modelling of the economic impacts, the commonwealth
Treasury modelling has indicated there will be an
immediate 10 per cent increase in the price of electricity
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and a 9 per cent increase in the price of gas in the first
year. This modelling shows, and the federal
government has admitted, that across Australia around
8 million households will pay more through the carbon
tax than they will receive in compensation, while there
is no direct compensation for small business or the state
government here in Victoria.
The commonwealth Treasury figures also show that
Victoria will be first hit by the carbon tax and hardest
hit until about 2038. The modelling from Deloitte
Access Economics indicates that under a carbon tax, by
2015 there will be 35 000 fewer jobs in Victoria than
would otherwise be the case, including 1600 fewer jobs
in the Barwon area, 1250 fewer jobs in Gippsland and
over 1750 fewer jobs in Bendigo, Ballarat, Ararat,
Bacchus Marsh and Gisborne. All these regional
Victorian areas will be hardest hit by the carbon tax.
Gross state product will be almost 1.8 per cent or
$6.14 billion lower than it would be without a carbon
tax. Per capita income will be more than $1050 lower
with the introduction of a carbon price. Investment will
be down 6.63 per cent or almost $6.3 billion. By 2020
there will be an even greater reduction in gross state
product, down $7.7 billion or almost 2 per cent. By
2015 the budget position is predicted to be almost
$660 million worse than it would be without a carbon
price.
I will concentrate on the impact of the carbon tax on the
Latrobe Valley for the rest of my contribution. The
impact there will be significant.
Ms Neville — Acting Speaker, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr BLACKWOOD — The impact of the carbon
tax on the Latrobe Valley, in particular those parts of
the Latrobe Valley that are in my electorate, is my
biggest concern.
As most members would understand, Victoria’s brown
coal deposit is the second-largest in the world. For
decades this resource has powered the growth of
Victoria’s economy at a very low cost. Brown coal
continues to supply over 90 per cent of the state’s
electricity needs. The introduction of a price on carbon
imposes significant challenges on the continued use of
Victoria’s brown coal, and these challenges will have
implications for the security of Victoria’s electricity
supply and the growth of the state’s economy. The
Latrobe Valley in particular will be impacted.
I highlight a couple of direct examples of how the
Latrobe Valley will be impacted. I have a press release

CARBON TAX: ECONOMIC IMPACT
1918

ASSEMBLY

from Industrial Energy Pty Ltd in response to the
introduction of the carbon tax. This document was
released today, and it discusses the carbon tax and what
the company will have to do to prepare for its
introduction. It says:
Industrial Energy Pty Ltd, a subsidiary of HRL Limited,
announced today that the future of its Latrobe Valley brown
coal briquette manufacturing and supply business was under
review.
Industrial Energy general manager Tony Ferguson said, ‘with
the introduction of the carbon tax on 1 July 2012, the future of
Victoria’s only brown coal briquette manufacturer is expected
to be unsustainable under a business-as-usual scenario.
The briquette manufacturing process uses low-pressure steam
generated by the combustion of raw brown coal in the
adjacent Energy Brix power station at Morwell.
The introduction of the carbon price introduces uncertainty
regarding the future supply of this steam and its cost.
…
The briquetting operation employs directly and indirectly
approximately 200 people within the Latrobe Valley, while
our customers (excluding the power stations) employ over
2500 people in regional Victoria, South Australia and
Tasmania’.

More importantly, the briquettes that are made at this
facility supply Murray Goulburn Co-operative in
Leongatha. It uses the briquettes to produce steam in its
processing of milk. Much of the milk produced there is
for export. The carbon tax will clearly make this milk
uncompetitive in the export market, and that is the real
issue.
The uncertainty created by the carbon tax is already
having a major impact on businesses and employment
in the Latrobe Valley. The power generators in the
Latrobe Valley have scaled back their maintenance
programs because of the uncertainties surrounding their
future. I particularly refer to those power generators
targeted by the federal government’s
contract-for-closure program. This is having a
significant impact on many companies that provide
maintenance services to the power industry.
One very real example of this is a Gippsland-based
company that has been providing maintenance services
to the power industry for nearly 20 years. Up until
around two years ago this company had consistently
been called upon to quote on up to $20 million worth of
maintenance work per year and has had a workforce of
around 16 to 20 people. This year the company has had
the opportunity to tender on only $2 million worth of
maintenance work for the industry. As a result,
11 employees have been laid off. That has already
happened. The carbon tax is not even here yet, and this
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company has had to lay off 11 people. To make matters
worse, three years ago this particular company invested
$750 000 in specialised tooling equipment to support
the maintenance tasks required by the power industry.
The company may have to close its doors very soon.
Even if it struggles through the next six months, there is
no guarantee it will qualify for compensation or
assistance from the federal government.
The service industries that support the power industry
in the Latrobe Valley are among the massive drivers of
Gippsland’s economy, but they are being hung out to
dry by this insidious carbon tax and the uncertainty it
has created. They have been hung out to dry by the
incompetence of the Gillard government, by the
hypocrisy of the state opposition and by sections of the
trade union movement that are putting political
expediency and Greens ideology before the interests of
their members. The Leader of the Opposition constantly
accuses the Baillieu government of having no jobs
plan — we have heard it here tonight. Yet he is
supporting a carbon tax that will wipe out thousands of
Victorian jobs. What absolute hypocrisy!
We all know the dangers of dancing with the devil.
Federal and state Labor has taken it one step further by
choosing to stay in bed with the hardcore Greens —
people whose single-minded agenda is to destroy the
economy of Australia, an agenda that is often very well
concealed by the emotion triggered in the minds of
well-meaning Australians who are quite rightly
concerned about our environment. With this ill-timed,
ill-conceived carbon tax, state and federal Labor and
the Greens have been totally exposed.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the next
speaker, I would like to acknowledge the presence in
the gallery of Mr Don Kilgour, the former member for
Shepparton — or his twin brother; I am not sure!

CARBON TAX: ECONOMIC IMPACT
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Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — On this day of all
days, what we have here is a stunt motion. This
morning I woke up in Geelong and opened the Geelong
Advertiser. Lo and behold, I saw that the big issue was
not the notice of motion that has been moved by the
Minister for Energy and Resources; it was the fact that
we are risking the loss of 660 Qantas jobs at Avalon.
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As the front-page headline says, ‘Brace for jobs loss
impact at Avalon’. I can tell you that those opposite are
not braced for the impact at all. They are more
concerned about putting forward a stunt of a motion —
a motion that delivers nothing for any Victorian here
and does nothing for the Qantas jobs that are at risk at
Avalon. What people in Victoria are asking is: what is
this government actually doing? It is not just putting on
stunts but it is also moving motions in this Parliament
that deliver absolutely nothing to Victorians.
What we have seen today in the state budget and in this
motion is basically the blame game. Victoria’s
economy is asleep, and apparently it is everybody else’s
fault. It is the federal government’s fault because of the
carbon tax and the GST despite the fact that the budget
papers clearly show that in the 2012–13 period GST
revenue is actually up. But let us not let the facts get in
the way of telling a good blame story here in Victoria.
We have a state budget that is all about shifting the
blame — ‘It has nothing to do with us’. Any issues in
this budget are all to do with the GST or the carbon
tax — the carbon tax that has actually not yet
commenced! All the job losses, including the
maintenance jobs at Qantas and the potential job losses
at Alcoa, are happening under a Victorian government
when there is no carbon tax in place.
This motion says it all — after the budget, what we
have is a stunt. This government is asleep when it
comes to the economy and jobs. We have seen no plan
released today in relation to jobs — no strategies or
steps being taken to protect current jobs and to create
jobs. The government’s attitude seems to be, ‘Let us not
spend our energy this afternoon debating those
important issues around jobs and how to protect the
jobs that are currently at risk’. Many of them are in my
community of Geelong and Bellarine. Its attitude is let
us not do that, but let us debate a motion that again
delivers nothing for any Victorian’.
One has to ask: what has happened to this once great
state of Victoria, a state that led so many debates and
that defied all the trends during the 2008–09 global
financial crisis, but a state that apparently now is
completely at the mercy of the federal government, and
those opposite who are in government who can do
nothing about it? Instead we have a stunt motion before
us. This is a state where we have a government that
wrings its hands and says, ‘It is not our fault’. We heard
that from the assistant Treasurer this morning on the
radio: ‘It is not our fault — we cannot do anything’. We
cannot even protect the property industry. No, the
government says, ‘Let us instead get rid of the first
home bonus’. That is certainly going to help the
property industry and revenues that are created from
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stamp duty! That is not the Victorian way, and it is not
what previous governments in Victoria have done.
What we have here is a motion that could easily have
been drafted by Tony Abbott the federal Leader of the
Opposition. It is a motion that reeks of hypocrisy. It is a
motion that indicates that this government was happy to
say and do one thing in opposition, to have misled the
Victorian community before being elected and now lets
its true colours show after the election. A couple of
members have mentioned this, but it is worth
mentioning again. Back in November 2009 the Premier
made this comment in this house:
We support an ETS or a CPRS.

You might argue that things have changed, but just over
a year ago, in March 2011, after being elected, the
Premier again stood up in this Parliament and said that
the government supports an emissions trading scheme
and a carbon pollution reduction scheme. He went on to
say:
… we have made the point that if we are going to reduce
emissions, there will be a price for and a cost to that.

Despite the clear position that those opposite stood by
in the election campaign in 2010, we have had a
complete reversal. This government then has the
absolute arrogance to ask this house to condemn the
federal government for not keeping its commitments to
the public. Maybe this house should condemn the state
government for not keeping the commitments that it
made to the public.
As Victoria faces a job crisis, we do not have a plan for
that. What we have is a motion designed to distract
everyone from the government’s failures and an
attempt to put the blame on someone else. What is also
extraordinary about this motion is the complete
hypocrisy of this government’s stand. Just a few weeks
ago in this house the government tabled three reports:
one was a review of the Climate Change Act 2010,
another was the government’s response to that review
and the third was a report on climate change and
greenhouse gas emissions here in Victoria. That final
report makes it clear that temperature changes in
Victoria will be greater than the Australian average and
that based on current emissions we are likely to see
temperatures continue to rise, the frequency of droughts
likely to double, an increasing frequency of high fire
danger days and fewer heavy rainfall days. I am not
saying this — this is the government’s own report that
was tabled in this Parliament.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
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Ms NEVILLE — I will continue from where I was
before the dinner break. I was referring to the three
reports that the government recently released, one of
which is the government’s response to the review of the
Climate Change Act 2010. On page 3 of its response
the government’s report states that:
The Victorian government acknowledges there is risk posed
by climate change and a need to support national and global
action to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

The report goes on to say that the Victorian government
accepts the review’s finding that the carbon price is the
primary means to reduce emissions. Based on its
review of the Climate Change Act the government then
announced that it is going to get rid of the target of a
20 per cent reduction in emissions here in Victoria. It
said it is going to remove the Victorian target because
there is a carbon price coming in and that carbon price
remains the best way to reduce emissions. On the one
hand we have the government saying that the carbon
price is the best way to reduce emissions and that we
need to reduce emissions. On the other hand the
government is using that to justify the removal of the
20 per cent target. Yet members of the government are
standing up here tonight saying that they are against the
carbon price. What hypocrisy!
Where is the minister responsible? This afternoon we
heard him speak about the value of brown coal and of
coal seam gas. I remind him that he is the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change. That statement does
not equate to a minister advocating for climate change
or one committed to taking action on climate change. I
had some hope in the last sitting week that the minister
might be doing that when he said:
As I was saying … the federal government’s carbon tax is
widely judged as the primary way of reducing emissions in
this country.

Given that the government is now trying to argue
against the carbon price, what is the minister going to
do to reduce emissions in Victoria? Looking at the
report the government tabled which showed that if we
do not reduce emissions, we will have substantially
increased temperatures, rises in sea level and an
increase in droughts in this state, it needs to do
something. But apparently the only action the minister
is going to take is to put money towards beaches and
those sorts of things.
This government has walked away from millions of
dollars of investment and thousands of potential jobs as
a result of getting rid of the 20 per cent target. It is not
surprising that the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change is not standing up for the environment
considering the conflict he has had in relation to the
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shares he owns in coal seam gas companies. Perhaps he
is a minister biased towards mining and energy
companies. This motion should be opposed by this
house and seen for what it is: a stunt. We need to
reduce emissions in this country, and we need to vote
against this motion.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this evening to speak on the motion put
forward by the Minister for Energy and Resources, and
I fully support the motion that this house notes that the
federal Labor government’s proposed carbon dioxide
(CO2) tax will do a number of things. Unfortunately
most of those things are very negative. I want to
confine my contribution to the debate this evening to
speaking about the Latrobe Valley and the wider
Gippsland region and the impacts a carbon tax will
have upon that region.
I preface my comments by stating that we are fully
supportive of ensuring that our government improves
the environmental performance of business, industry
and enterprise across Victoria. That has been
demonstrated on a number of different fronts by the
Minister for Energy and Resources and the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, whether it be the
additional $41 million the state government has put
forward for the ETIS (energy technology innovation
scheme) or the Energy Saver Incentive scheme that
businesses can now access, which was not the case
under the previous Labor government. We have also
extended the winter concessions for electricity bills for
those doing it tough in our communities. It is important
that renewables are part of the overall mix; however,
brown coal has a future. It is important that we invest in
research and development of new technologies that can
reduce CO2 emissions through brown coal production,
particularly energy production.
The fact is that the carbon tax is a significant threat to
the Latrobe Valley and the wider Gippsland region.
One only has to be aware of the power generation that
comes out of the Latrobe Valley. In his contribution to
the debate the Minister for Energy and Resources
referred to the importance and the critical nature of the
power generation sector and what it does not only for
the Latrobe Valley but for Gippsland and Victoria as a
whole.
There are five coal-fired power stations in the Latrobe
Valley: Loy Yang A, which produces 2200 megawatts
of power and has some 600 employees; Loy Yang B,
which produces 1000 megawatts of power and has
200 employees plus; Hazelwood, which produces
1760 megawatts of power and has 540 employees, not
taking into consideration that there could be
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300 subcontractors on that site at any one time;
TRUenergy Yallourn, which produces 1480 megawatts
of power and has in excess of 500 employees; and
Energy Brix, which is sometimes forgotten, but this
Morwell power station, whilst it is minimal in terms of
output, at 170 megawatts, is critical, and I will refer to
that further in my contribution. In total you have around
1800 direct employees in the energy industry in the
Latrobe Valley. That is not taking into account indirect
employees. The benefits to the Gippsland and Latrobe
Valley communities are absolutely profound. Indeed
the gross regional product of the energy sector in
Latrobe is in excess of 20 per cent.

down 2000 megawatts of brown coal electricity
generation by 2020 at power stations including Playford
and Collinsville but also at three Latrobe Valley power
generators — Energy Brix, Hazelwood power station
and TRUenergy Yallourn. One could understand that
there has been significant angst within the local
community with respect to that. The package offered by
the federal government in that context includes
$200 million over seven years to assist impacted
regions, of which Latrobe Valley is one. One would say
that is inadequate but also that there is no direct
compensation — communities need to bid for that
compensation.

What are some of the impacts of the carbon tax? I want
to quickly refer to three reports. Modelling done by the
commonwealth Department of the Treasury basically
says the carbon tax will cause an immediate 10 per cent
increase in electricity prices.

In terms of local impacts, my good friend and colleague
the member for Narracan noted that we do not need to
wait until 1 July 2012 to feel the impacts of the carbon
tax; they are already being felt within our community.
That is a fact, and unfortunately the federal government
has a view that we will deal with some of the
ramifications post-1 July 2012. That is an absolute
nonsense, and I will explain why in a minute. Two
major power generators, Loy Yang A and International
Power Hazelwood, have already gone through
significant restructuring in terms of the efficiency with
which they conduct their operations. As a consequence,
a number of people have already been offered voluntary
departure packages or will lose their jobs. That is a
direct consequence of the carbon tax; it is nothing else.
Those particular businesses have clearly articulated that
they have had to do this because of the carbon tax.
Also, for the reference of members in the chamber at
the moment, all these power generators have had to
undergo significant refinancing of their assets. This is
difficult in the current climate, particularly when the
federal government’s agenda is to close some of these
power generators. The impacts are quite profound.

Mr Weller — Ten per cent!
Mr NORTHE — Ten per cent; that’s right. There
will be an immediate impact of a 9 per cent increase in
gas prices, and around 8 million households will pay
more due to the carbon tax than they will receive
through compensation. It is important to note that there
is absolutely no direct compensation for small
businesses, which is an indictment of the federal
government. The Deloitte Access Economics report to
which the minister referred basically states that there
will be 35 000 fewer jobs in Victoria, including
1250 fewer jobs in Gippsland.
I want to refer to a report by Victoria University’s
Centre for Strategic Economic Studies. The centre
provided a report on the regional effects of pricing
carbon emissions and an adjustment strategy for the
Latrobe Valley. The report not only notes the
importance of the Latrobe Valley in the electricity
sector but also says that 15 per cent of total
employment is directly attributable to the coal-fired
electricity industry and 26 per cent of wage income in
the Latrobe Valley is directly related to the electricity
sector. If you are going to put in place legislation that
will compromise that sector, you can quickly
understand the ramifications across the whole of the
community — not just on those directly employed in
the sector but also those in small businesses and other
businesses associated with the sector directly and
indirectly.
The Prime Minister came out on Carbon Sunday and
announced what the federal government intends to do.
A contract-for-closure regime was put in place, which
in effect says the federal government wants to close

The other thing the member for Narracan mentioned in
his contribution to the debate is the fact that long-term
maintenance within the power generation sector in the
Latrobe Valley is not taking place as it once was. The
reason power stations are not undertaking that
long-term maintenance is that they are unsure of their
long-term future. That has consequences for local
engineering firms that have historically undertaken that
long-term maintenance. The member for Narracan gave
a prime example of a business that has already lost
11 employees because long-term maintenance has not
been undertaken within the energy sector. These are
real examples with real people.
We have the example of Industrial Energy, which
published a media release today that says its operations
are under review because of the direct threat of the
carbon tax. This particular business manufactures
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briquettes and sells them to the market, including for
export overseas. It is reliant upon steam produced at the
Morwell power station to undertake this particular
operation. Because of the threats to it and the increase
in costs associated with its business, Industrial Energy
is saying to our community right here and now, ‘As a
direct consequence of the carbon tax we are likely to at
least reduce our workforce, if not close’. That has
significant ramifications for others. People in this
chamber might not be aware of this, but briquettes are
still utilised for the purposes of major companies such
as Auschar, Murray Goulburn Co-operative, which is
located here in Leongatha and also in Cobram, and
other businesses. If Industrial Energy is not able to
produce briquettes in that particular form, there will be
major ramifications not just for these businesses but for
subsidiary businesses as well.
If I had enough time to go on, I could provide some
other real examples, but the fact is that the carbon tax is
a bad thing for our particular region. The timing is not
right, it is not good for Victoria and it is certainly not
good for the Latrobe Valley.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — What is this motion
all about? What is the real reason the government is
talking about opposing the reduction of carbon
pollution when Victorians are losing jobs and when the
government is sacking people, increasing the cost of
living for pensioners and families and not building for
the future? I will tell members a secret about this
motion. In the offices of both the Minister for Energy
and Resources and the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change there is a photo in a gold-embossed
frame. The photo is of former federal senator Nick
Minchin, the climate change denier. That is what this
motion is about. It is about this Liberal-Nationals
government opposing and denying the fact that
pollution and climate change are real. This government
is actually paying homage to the great man, former
senator Nick Minchin. This motion was put together
with the help of people like Lord Monckton. That is
who the government is getting its advice from. This
motion comes from the party that has Gina Rinehart,
Clive Palmer and Andrew ‘Twiggy’ Forrest, the richest
people in Australia, developing its policies. That is the
reason we have this motion before the house.
How does Victoria jump on top and create the new jobs
of the 21st century — the new jobs that are absolutely
necessary to deal with climate change and carbon
pollution in this changing world? Innovation is required
by the government to respond to the changes coming in
the world. We need to look into programs to reduce
carbon pollution in Victoria. In Germany there are
35 000 jobs in the renewables sector, whether they are
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involved with solar panels, wind energy or other
renewable sources of energy. It is the way of the future
to replace carbon-producing power plants with
renewable and clean sources of energy. That is where
the government should be focusing its attention. It
should not be focusing its attention on these types of
motions that are distracting us from the real issues and
challenges we are facing.
During the last term of this Parliament, a parliamentary
committee went overseas to look at Spain’s baseload
renewable power stations that power its industries. If
honourable members were interjecting, I would
absolutely concur that Spain is not the economic
powerhouse of Europe. I would absolutely agree with
that, but Spain is dealing with the challenges that this
world is facing in relation to reducing carbon pollution.
Sweden and some of the other Scandinavian countries
are producing renewable energy through other
means — through the decomposition of foodstuffs and
other carbon matter. That should be further
investigated, and the jobs that come with that should be
put in place.
Unfortunately the government is missing in action
when it comes to the future. What is its vision? What is
its vision for people who will need to have jobs in the
future and for the community to be able to link into
those jobs and create that power in, for example, our
economy? I put to you, Acting Speaker, that the
government should not be creating exclusions to these
new energy sources in the new economy that is being
developed in Australian society.
I will give the house a prime example. In regard to
wind power, what this government has done and what it
has telegraphed to the entire wind industry, not only in
Victoria but throughout Australia and the globe, is, ‘We
do not want you. We do not want wind power. We do
not want you to manufacture wind turbines or
generators here or provide any of the other
manufacturing jobs that come with this important new
industry. What we will do is put a 2-kilometre
exclusion zone around any wind turbines, and if
anybody objects, that means you cannot build a
turbine’. What type of certainty for the wind industry
and the new developing industries is this government
providing? I go back to my original point: it is the
wrong policy for the times we are facing in our world
and in our society.
The member for Morwell talked about the Deloitte
report which the government will not release and which
we paid for. The only thing the government released
under FOI was that the report cost $56 000. It blanked
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out a couple of the names, but that is the only thing the
government released.
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hour. This motion is about a scare campaign, because
those opposite have nothing positive to say, especially
after this state budget.

Mr O’Brien — Wrong!
Mr NARDELLA — I am absolutely correct. Bring
it into the Parliament, because I cannot get a copy.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLER
(Rodney).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The Minister for Energy and Resources may care to
move to the table if he is going to interject.
Mr NARDELLA — Members in this place and the
Minister for Energy and Resources cannot actually
produce a copy of the Deloitte report, because the
report has not been released, nor have the figures from
that report supporting the government’s position. The
Treasurer had not even read his own report. He had no
understanding of what was in the report but said that
Victoria is going to be the first hit and the hardest hit in
regard to the changes when in fact that is not the case.
This motion is about the government running a scare
campaign. It is running a scare campaign because
Victoria is unlike New South Wales, where the
unemployment rate is 5.2 per cent. We have Barry
O’Farrell, the new Liberal Premier in New South
Wales, out there chasing work in the new economy, out
there with renewables and taking our jobs — taking
Victorian jobs from Victorians — by developing the
wind industry and the renewables industry in his state.
What do we have here? We have an unemployment rate
of 5.8 per cent. What is the trend? The trend is going
the wrong way; the trend is going up. The trend is
going to a point where people and their families are
losing their jobs.
Where are they losing their jobs? The carbon tax is not
even here and this government is forcing people out of
jobs. Keppel Prince Engineering has undertaken
redundancies because this government is shutting down
the wind industry and the renewables industry here in
Victoria. Those jobs will go to New South Wales,
Queensland, Western Australia and South Australia;
they are not staying here.
Then we have renewable solar energy, where the
government has reduced the premium feed-in tariff
from 66 cents to 25 cents a kilowatt hour.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — They are all saying ‘Wrong’
because they do not know their own government
policy. I actually got some solar panels. I could not
access the 66-cents-per-kilowatt-hour rate because it is
no longer available; it is down to 25 cents per kilowatt

STATUTE LAW REPEALS BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 29 February; motion of
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections).
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — The Statute Law
Repeals Bill 2012 repeals 5 principal acts and
14 amending acts. The bill was referred to the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee by the Assembly
on 29 February this year, and that committee took
evidence from the chief parliamentary counsel,
Ms Gemma Varley, and provided a report for the
benefit of both houses. The recommendations of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee report
were, firstly, that the committee consider that the repeal
of the five spent principal acts listed in the schedule is
appropriate; secondly, that the committee considers that
the repeal of the 12 amending acts in the schedule with
transitional or substantive provisions is appropriate; and
thirdly, that the committee considers that the repeal of
the two amending acts in the schedule with no savings
or transitional provisions is appropriate.
At this point in time it is worth me commenting on the
fact that this is a fairly straightforward machinery of
government bill by which redundant acts will be
cleared from the statute books, and the opposition will
obviously not be opposing this bill. At the outset I want
to make the point that in a week in which we are going
to be debating the budget — the budget has been
released today amidst significant concerns in the
Victorian community about job losses — it is a shame
that we have had such a portion of today taken up with
the debate that we had just previously on the motion in
relation to the carbon tax, which was obviously a stunt
by the government to distract attention from the very
poor budget. Also I understand that a very short time
this week is going to be devoted to debating the latest
tranche of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission legislation. This Statute
Law Repeals Bill is an important one, but I think most
Victorians would rather that we in this house were
debating matters such as employment opportunities or
even the independent, broadbased anticorruption
commission legislation.
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To return to the bill, it is clear that the spent principal
acts contained in it are no longer needed on the statute
books because the actions provided for within the acts
have been completed. I want to run quickly through the
schedule in the bill, which lists the acts that will be
repealed. The Australian Alliance Assurance
Company’s Act 1867 is no longer required because the
Australian Alliance Assurance Company no longer
exists in its original form. The Australian Alliance
Assurance Company’s ownership has changed many
times in its long history, and it now operates within the
Suncorp group of companies. Given that this act is
being repealed some 145 years after its proclamation, I
think it is worthwhile that we reflect on the context of
its creation in the early days of our state.

performance. Nominal capital of the company at that
time was £100 000 in 20 000 shares at £5 each.

The Australian Alliance Assurance Company began
with a meeting at the old Scott’s Hotel in Collins Street,
Melbourne, on 28 May 1862, with the creation of a
prospectus and the appointment of provisional
directors. These provisional directors were members of
the Legislative Council and included the state’s Chief
Secretary — the equivalent of today’s Premier — Sir
John O’Shanassy, or ‘Big Jack’ O’Shanassy, as he was
known. O’Shanassy was one of the most prominent
political leaders of Victoria’s early years. He had
arrived in Melbourne from Ireland in 1839 at the age of
21, en route to Sydney. After his attempts at farming
near Western Port were ended by the economic
depression of 1843, he relocated back to Melbourne,
where he began what would become a very successful
drapery business.

The Aboriginal Land (Manatunga Land) Act 1992
transferred land in the Robinvale area across to the
Murray Valley Aboriginal Cooperative Limited. This
has now occurred. The act also listed a number of
administrative provisions, including the extinguishment
of the Crown lease and amendments to the register of
titles, which have now been completed. The act also
included a section which emphasised that the Crown
did not have to pay any compensation resulting from
the provisions contained in the act. Section 14 of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 will preserve the
effect of this section.

He was one of the 20 members elected to the state’s
first Legislative Council following the proclamation of
Victoria as a colony on 1 July 1851. Following the
development and adoption of Victoria’s constitution
O’Shanassy was elected to the Legislative Assembly
for the electorate of Kilmore and later served again in
both the Council and the Assembly. He was the Chief
Secretary three times and was also appointed as one of
the goldfields royal commissioners following the
Eureka rebellion, possibly because of his Irish Catholic
background.
O’Shanassy was the founder and chairman of the
Colonial Bank of Australasia, and as the historical
review of the Australian Alliance Insurance Company
notes, the first shareholders meeting of that company
was held later in 1862 on 16 October at the company’s
principal office at the corner of Collins and Elizabeth
streets. Directors were appointed to the new company,
with the Honourable Robert S. Anderson — a member
of this house at the time — being elected as chairman
and provisional directors being thanked for their

I will move through the rest of these acts in a speedier
fashion. The Aboriginal Affairs (Transfer of Functions)
Act 1974 originally repealed the Aboriginal Affairs Act
1967. It also amended the Aboriginal Lands Act 1970
and the Archaeological and Aboriginal Relics
Preservation Act 1972, which has now been repealed.
This act largely related to the transfer of land to the
housing commission. It also included a number of
administrative provisions relating to the transfer of land
to the housing commission and to the commonwealth.
These provisions and others contained in the act have
been completed, so it is no longer required.

The Appropriation (2008/2009) Act 2008 and the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Act 2008 were
obviously introduced in that particular year.
Appropriation bills are introduced every year, and of
course they are no longer required on the statute book
after their provisions have been exhausted.
Spent amending acts with transitional or substantive
provisions include the Port Authorities (Amendment)
Act 1986. The act originally made amendments to the
following acts: the Port of Melbourne Authority Act
1958; the Port of Geelong Authority Act 1958; the Port
of Portland Authority Act 1958; the Harbor Boards Act
1958; the Transport Act 1983, since renamed the
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983;
and the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986.
In general the act was designed to provide a consistent
set of guidelines for commercial operations of the ports.
The act also tried to assist with the efficient execution
of major government projects which the ports were
involved in. These amendments have now been
implemented, and therefore the act is no longer
required.
The Legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Act 1989
made a range of amendments to the Legal Aid
Commission Act 1978. Many of the amending
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provisions have already taken effect, and some sections
of the act have been superseded by legislation which
has been passed since 1989.
The Kew and Heidelberg Lands (Trust) Act 1990
incorporated the trustees of land in both the city of
Northcote and the city of Kew. It also legislated further
conditions for the management of those lands. These
provisions have now been enacted and are no longer
required to be on the statute book. Section 10 of the act
related to a number of transitional provisions in regard
to the Yarra Bend Park Trust, which has now ceased to
exist due to the dissolution of the trust in 2009.
The Subdivision (Further Amendment) Act 1994 made
amendments to the Subdivision Act 1988 to clarify
compulsory acquisition, removal of easements and
removal of rights-of-way provisions. The act had the
intention of changing public open space requirements.
Any sections of this act, such as section 9, which are
still of relevance will be preserved in section 14 of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984.
The University Acts (Amendment) Act 1994 amended
the following acts which have since been repealed: the
Melbourne University Act 1958, the Royal Melbourne
Institute of Technology Act 1992 and the Victoria
University of Technology Act 1990. The amending
sections within this act have all taken effect, including
section 7(2), which is related to the preservation of
resolutions made by the council of the University of
Melbourne, which will be preserved by section 14 of
the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984. Sections 25
and 26 made reference to changes in the membership of
the Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology council.
Sections 37 and 38 made reference to changes in the
membership of the Victoria University council.
The principal aim of the Melbourne and Olympic Parks
(Amendment) Act 1995 was to amend the National
Tennis Centre Act 1985. It made a number of changes,
including amending the title of the National Tennis
Centre Act 1985 to the Melbourne and Olympic Parks
Act 1985 and replacing the National Tennis Centre
Trust with the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust.
The act also contained a number of administrative and
governance provisions relating to the operation of the
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust. This act also
amended the Melbourne Cricket Ground Act 1933 and
the Melbourne Cricket Ground Act 1984, which have
since been repealed. There are a select number of
provisions whose effect will be maintained through the
provisions set out in the Interpretation of Legislation
Act 1984.
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The Retail Tenancies (Amendment) Act 1995 amended
the Retail Tenancies Act 1986, which has since been
repealed. The main aim of this act was to introduce a
clear set of guidelines for the effective conciliation of
disputes and to extend the prohibition on the receipt of
key money. Any residual effects of section 7(2), which
dealt with arbitrations in force prior to the 1995 act, will
be preserved under the Interpretation of Legislation Act
1984 if required.
The Professional Boxing and Martial Arts Act 1996
repealed the Martial Arts Control Act 1986 and
transferred certain functions to the Professional Boxing
Control Act 1985, which was renamed the Professional
Boxing and Martial Arts Act 1985. This act was
subsequently renamed the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act 1985. The act also made reforms to
the structure of the Professional Boxing Control Board.
The change of name from the Professional Boxing
Control Act 1985 and transitional and savings
provisions relating to the continuity of relevant boards
established by these acts will be preserved by the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984. Transitional and
savings provisions relating to the expiration of permits,
registrations and licences which allowed for the
continuation of permits granted prior to the operation of
the 1996 act are no longer required; therefore, that
particular section is now redundant.
The Transport Acts (Amendment) Act 1997 made
amendments to the Transport Act 1983, now renamed
the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983, and the Public Transport Competition Act 1995,
now renamed the Bus Services Act 1995. The
amendment act also repealed the South Australian and
Victoria Border Railways Act 1930, the King-street
Bridge Act 1957 and the Railways (Standardization
Agreement) Act 1958. Section 37 of Transport Acts
(Amendment) Act 1997, relating to the repeal of the
Railways (Standardization Agreement) Act 1958, is
now redundant, as no money is owed to the
commonwealth under that agreement.
The Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous
Amendment) Act 1997 was the infamous piece of
legislation that, as many members will remember,
abolished common-law rights for injured workers. To
have extinguished anyone’s common-law rights would
have been a serious matter, but the then
Liberal-National party government went further. I
understand there are still members in this house on the
opposite side who were in the Parliament at that time
and voted for that bill — and members on this side of
the house find that action quite scandalous. It was
legislation that was inflicted on working Victorians by a
government that included the current Treasurer, so its
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not hard to see why he does not mind cutting nearly
half a billion dollars from WorkCover and then, as I
noted today in the relation to the budget, making a big
deal of the fact that he is providing a 3 per cent
WorkCover premium cut, which I do not think equates
to even half the money he had earlier grabbed.
Someone put it to me in a colloquial way: they said it
was like someone stealing a slab of beer out of your
fridge and giving you 12 cans back and telling you
what a great bloke he is. While it is very disappointing,
it is certainly not surprising. The abolition of
common-law rights for injured workers was one of the
many reasons Victorians kicked Jeff Kennett and the
Liberals and The National out of office, and one thing
that has not changed with the Liberals and The
Nationals is their disregard for working Victorians.
The Investigative, Enforcement and Police Powers Acts
(Amendment) Act 2005 made amendments to the
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004; the Crimes
(Controlled Operations) Act 2004; the Fisheries Act
1995; the Major Crime Legislation (Office of Police
Integrity) Act 2004, which has now been repealed; the
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004; the
Police Regulation Act 1958; the Surveillance Devices
(Amendment) Act 2004, which has also now been
repealed; the Telecommunications (Interception) (State
Provisions) Act 1988; and the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989. Except for section 8 of the Investigative,
Enforcement and Police Powers Acts (Amendment)
Act 2005, which is no longer necessary, all of the
amending provisions have now taken effect.
The Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Act 2008 amended the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) Act 1995 by changing provisions relating to
credit providers. It has also allowed proceedings under
the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Code to be brought in a
court rather than in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. The act also amended the
Credit (Administration) Act 1984, the Fair Trading Act
1999, the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 and the Sale
of Land Act 1962, and it repealed the Credit Reporting
Act 1978. A number of sections in that act have already
taken effect and therefore are no longer required. There
are also a number of sections which do not have a
legislated commencement date and therefore rely on a
specific proclamation in order to come into operation.
However, they are now not required, as parts 4 and 6 of
the Consumer Credit (Victoria) Act 1995 to which they
refer have been repealed by the Credit (Commonwealth
Powers) Act 2010.
The last part of the schedule deals with spent amending
acts wholly in operation and relates to the House
Contracts Guarantee (HIH) Act 2001 and the Fire
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Services Funding (Feasibility Study) Act 2009. Those
acts are now wholly in operation and their amending
purposes have taken full effect, and therefore they are
no longer required.
In conclusion, all the acts that are listed in the schedule
to this bill have been deemed appropriate for repeal by
the Chief Parliamentary Counsel, the relevant
government departments, the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) and the minister who
introduced this bill. On the issue of the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee report, I was a member of
that committee in the previous Parliament and am a
member again now. It is worth placing on the record for
the benefit of the house that when members see the
report of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee I think they have the impression that the
committee has undertaken a thorough investigation of
each of the particular acts that have been repealed. It is
important for members to note that while the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee does a good job
and relies on the solid evidence of the parliamentary
counsel, whom I have the utmost respect for, the
committee does not conduct a thorough, detailed
investigation of each of those acts. I am not suggesting
that it should do so but that members need to be aware
of that. For example, stakeholders who may be
interested in those acts being repealed have not been
contacted, so far as the committee knows. It may well
be that government departments or the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel have, but that information is not
provided to SARC.
That is not something that has changed recently; it is
something that in my own experience has always been
the case. It is important for members to note that in the
future the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
may wish to look at that in terms of the way it
investigates these repeal bills before it removes an act
from the statute books. However, the passage of this
bill has followed the appropriate process and its path
through this chamber has been the correct one. I repeat
that the opposition will not be opposing the bill.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — A number of
years ago when I had occasion to speak on a statute law
repeal bill, the briefing note for it from parliamentary
counsel contained words to the effect that such bills
provided an opportunity to succinctly, and perhaps at
times evocatively, recall aspects of Victoria’s history. A
perusal of the acts being repealed in the Statute Law
Repeals Bill 2012 provides an interesting insight into
the different aspects of Victoria’s political, social and
community history.
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The first act I would like to comment on is the
Aboriginal Affairs (Transfer of Functions) Act 1974. At
the time the bill was introduced into the house high
regard was paid to Reg Worthy, who was at the time
Director of Aboriginal Affairs in Victoria. It was said
that his understanding of the Aboriginal people, his
ability to get along with them and to get them to
confide in him, and his capacity to think of ways in
which they could be helped to greater independence
were outstanding. Other matters subject to comment at
the time included a description of a number of hostels
that were run in Victoria but were being transferred to
the commonwealth under the legislation. They included
the Lionel Rose Centre at Morwell, which comprised
hostels for boys and girls, an administrative block, a
recreation centre and a staff house; the family group
home at Wright Street, Essendon; the hostel in King
George Parade, Dandenong; the hostel at Bairnsdale;
and Camp Jungai, the camp and conference complex on
the river at Thornton. A number of remarks
commended the new financial arrangements which saw
the transfer of a number of functions to the
commonwealth, among other matters. In the debate at
the time comments were made by other speakers on the
bill, including Mr Jones in this place.
Having spoken of Aboriginal affairs, I move on to the
act that relates to the Melbourne and Olympic parks
sports precinct. The arrangements that were set up and
have since been executed regarding the transfer of
athletics in Victoria from the Olympic Park sports
precinct to South Melbourne have been of keen interest
to numbers of my constituents. It was pointed out to me
that at the conclusion of the 1956 Olympic Games there
was an understanding that the Olympic Park ground
might have been gifted to the Victorian community in
perpetuity under the rubric of Olympic Park. This has
been commented on by numbers of people who may
not barrack for the Collingwood football team. There is
some dismay that athletics training and competition has
been relocated from a precinct that served athletics in
Victoria to a high degree in the Olympic Park area, not
far from Richmond railway station, down to South
Melbourne. Albeit that there is a fine new track down
there, it is a little bit more remote, and a single football
club with 50 players has the sole use of a precinct that
was once enjoyed by thousands of schoolchildren and
amateur athletes in Australia. It remains a matter of
ongoing concern to numbers of people.
Another act that is being repealed is the Retail
Tenancies (Amendment) Act 1995. The explanatory
memorandum for the bill notes that that act amended
the Retail Tenancies Act 1986. The social and political
commentary on that would be that around that time the
then Labor government was proposing to introduce an
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ad valorem tax on the purchase price of a new business.
That meant that when a business proprietor had paid for
the goodwill of a business, his leasing expenses, his
accounting expenses, his electricity bond and his stock,
the then government, in order to shore up the finances
of the state, was proposing to charge an ad valorem tax
similar to the stamp duty paid on the purchase price of a
property. At the time there was uproar and outrage in
the community, and ultimately that particular
legislation was not implemented, but it showed the
financial desperation of the then government in the late
stages of the 1980s.
In commenting on the Professional Boxing and Martial
Arts Act 1996, I am reminded of Tom Reynolds, who
at the time was the member for Gisborne and the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing. He was a
former shearer, hardware store owner, a great enthusiast
for all matters sporting and a very good cricketer. The
one sport to which he had a strong aversion was boxing,
as he understood that it could cause damage. In his role
as sports minister he had a hand in bringing sumo
wrestlers to Melbourne for a major event. He was very
pleased to observe their contribution to physical
contest, but the idea of boxers punching each other in
the head and causing later brain damage was something
to which he took great exception. It is perhaps evident
in some of the late life journeys of people who have
sustained injuries through the sport of boxing.
My comments tonight on the bill will be brief. I am
pleased to support the bill before the house.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to make a few
brief remarks on the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012.
The bill is part of a regular mechanism for repealing
statute law in Victoria. Members recognise that it is a
tidying up bill, so to speak. It is important that laws
remain clear and relevant to not only the Parliament but
also the general public. The member for Bundoora gave
a very erudite summary of the bill.
I also would like to thank members of the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee for their work on the
bill. They received advice from parliamentary counsel
and SARC then recommended the acts listed in the bill
as being appropriate for repeal. When I was on the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee some time
ago many bills came up for repeal; it is a tidying up
process, as I said.
I will go through some of the important acts to be
repealed by the bill. The Australian Alliance Assurance
Company’s Act 1867 was relevant to the shareholders
of an unincorporated joint stock insurance company
established in the colony of Victoria. It is an old act. All
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the provisions of the Aboriginal Affairs (Transfer of
Functions) Act 1974 have taken effect and are spent.
Section 3 of that act vested in the then housing
commission land and other real estate and personal
property for the minister to administer. Section 3 has
taken effect and is spent. The Aboriginal Land
(Manatunga Land) Act 1992 under section 3 provided
for land at Robinvale to be granted to the Murray
Valley Aboriginal Co-operative Ltd and has become
redundant. We all know new appropriation acts are
enacted each year, and it is absolutely fitting that the
Appropriation (2008/2009) Act 2008 and the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Act 2008 be
repealed.
Spent amending acts with transitional or substantive
provisions to be repealed include the Port Authorities
(Amendment) Act 1986, the Legal Aid Commission
(Amendment) Act 1989, the Kew and Heidelberg
Lands (Trust) Act 1990, the Subdivision (Further
Amendment) Act 1994, the University Acts
(Amendment) Act 1994 and the Melbourne and
Olympic Parks (Amendment) Act 1995, which the
member for Sandringham touched upon. The member
for Sandringham thought it was only relevant to
Collingwood supporters. I doubt that is true, but
perhaps he was being a little biased in his contribution
as far as that was concerned. Other acts to be repealed
include the Retail Tenancies (Amendment) Act 1995
and the Professional Boxing and Martial Arts Act 1996.
Again, the member for Sandringham referred to sumo
wrestling — —
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — On the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act 1985, I am sure the member talking
to me would perhaps like to indulge in a few boxing
matches. I am happy to accommodate him if he wishes,
although I do not think either one of us is suitable for
that particular sport.
The Transport Acts (Amendment) Act 1997, the
Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment)
Act 1997, the Investigative, Enforcement and Police
Powers Acts (Amendment) Act 2005 and the Consumer
Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment Act 2008
are other redundant acts which can be repealed. To
recap, this is a necessary bill which tidies up the statute
books. From time to time these sorts of bills are brought
to the house, and we do not oppose the bill.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak
about the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, which will
effectively delete a number of irrelevant and redundant
items from the Victorian statute book. It will ensure that
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the Victorian statutes are updated and maintained in an
orderly manner and will improve the administration of
Victorian law. It effectively ensures that there are
proper housekeeping measures put in place. It covers a
number of bills that this Parliament has made over the
years which have now become redundant or have been
superseded by other bills, and it ensures that these acts
are relevant and in keeping with the laws of today.
Before I make a specific contribution I would like to
congratulate the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee on the great work it does in going through
the detail of acts, because the detail needs to be
constantly monitored, evaluated and reviewed to ensure
that we have appropriate and tidy bills.
There are a number of bills that have been tidied up in
this repeal which other speakers have already
mentioned. These include the Aboriginal Affairs
(Transfer of Functions) Act 1974; the Port Authorities
(Amendment) Act 1986; the Legal Aid Commission
(Amendment) Act 1989; the Kew and Heidelberg
Lands (Trust) Act 1990; the University Acts
(Amendment) Act 1994, which looks particularly at
RMIT and tidying up its relationship with Melbourne
University; the Melbourne and Olympic Parks
(Amendment) Act 1995, which the member for
Sandringham has spoken of; the Professional Boxing
and Martial Arts Act 1996, which members from both
sides of the house could probably learn from, given the
combat that takes place in this house from time to time;
and the Transport Acts (Amendment) Act 1997. A
number of these acts remind us again of the work that
we do in this chamber and the responsibilities we have
as members of Parliament.
In the time that I have remaining I want to focus on the
repeal of the Appropriation (2008/2009) Act 2008 and
the Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Act 2008,
which deal with the budgetary measures of the former
government. I took the opportunity to research the work
of the former Treasurer and now opposition member in
the other place, Mr Lenders, who delivered a budget to
Parliament which thankfully we now have the good
fortune to be able to repeal in more ways than one. If
there was anything that actually set the opposition up
for failure, it was this budget. The budget of 2008–09
talked about a whole lot of things that left us in the
mess that we are now in. It has meant that we have once
again had to come in, clean up the problems and fix the
mess. It is only timely that we should be talking about
this bill today — on the day we are delivering a
responsible and sensible budget.
I want to highlight a couple of things that were in the
appropriation bill that was delivered by the former
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Treasurer, Mr Lenders. Firstly there was the
$175 million fight against cancer centre which
translated into the clinical care and support services for
the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre,
and there is absolutely no question that this funding was
paramount. However, again there was a lack of detail
and foresight shown in providing funding without
including the cost of the fit-out for the centre, which
equated to a further $45 million. This again highlights
the inefficiencies of the former government.
There was also a move to look at delivering a number
of water projects. If anything needed to be repealed
under this legislation, it was the former government’s
Appropriation (2008/2009) Act, which speaks about
some of the water projects of the former government.
Those projects include the north–south pipeline and the
desalination plant. Some $117 million was spent on the
first stage of the desalination plant in Wonthaggi, and
then a further $129 million was spent on the new
north–south pipeline, including $99 million to fast-track
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project, and
$600 million for the food bowl modernisation project.
Here we go: it is a perfect example of a budget handed
down and left as Labor’s legacy.
The appropriation bill of the former government
provided $112 million to relieve congestion through the
Keeping Melbourne Moving plan. This was fantastic,
because that plan looked at extending clearway times.
We can all remember — particularly my colleague the
member for Prahran and a number of members of this
government — standing up for small businesses which
were going to be poorly affected by the decision to not
allow people to park along High Street and in many
other retail precincts. Those businesses would have
been affected by the short-sightedness of the former
government.
The Appropriation (2008/2009) Act also made a tax
grab for stamp duty — and there was a cry about that
from many members at that time, and certainly from the
former member for Caulfield. The impact of that
budget was felt in terms of stamp duty and land tax, and
that budget’s effect was absolutely horrific due to the
measures of the former government. It will be
interesting to hear members of the opposition make
their contributions to the debate on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill, because in the second-reading speech
for the Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill the former
Treasurer talked about the importance of a budget
surplus. Many times he mentioned just how important it
is to keep the budget in surplus and to ensure that there
is responsible management. In fact he said:
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The increase in budget surpluses will ensure that we can meet
our future financial obligations — in combination with a
disciplined use of Victoria’s balance sheet and our regular
monitoring of the economic outlook.

If only members of the former government had been
able to not only deliver a surplus but also be responsible
in their economic management. The next paragraph of
the 2008 second-reading speech goes on to talk about
$20 billion of infrastructure projects and a further
$17 billion of additional infrastructure programs that
went on to assist myki, the desalination plant and a
whole lot of inept, poorly managed and poorly funded
programs of the former government.
I am very pleased that we can finally repeal the
Appropriation (2008/2009) Act of the former
government. Effectively it was a blueprint of how its
members behaved with Victorian taxpayers money.
Members of that government effectively took money
that was not theirs and spent it like there was no
tomorrow. The people of Victoria are fortunate that we
now have a responsible government that today
delivered a responsible budget which will ensure that
members of this government watch every penny we
spend and that the people of Victoria have a
government they can rely on and whose members will
not make outlandish and ridiculous promises similar to
the ones made in the budgets of members of the former
government.
I commend this bill to the house, and I look forward to
hearing many contributions from the opposite side. I
hope they will be able to commend us for delivering a
budget surplus, which they themselves acknowledged
the importance of when they were in government, and
for delivering a tight and responsible fiscal
management.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise to speak
on the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012. Numerous bills
of this ilk have been presented to the Parliament from
time to time, the purpose of which is to remove from
Victoria’s statutes, acts that are no longer relevant, that
are redundant or that are spent. It is part of the ongoing
process of modernising the way government and the
Parliament operate in terms of maintaining the
Victorian statutes so they are relevant and applicable to
modern times by removing provisions and acts that are
no longer relevant rather than leaving them in the
statute book.
The Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012 repeals a number of
acts in the Victorian statute book, and there is some
detail about them in the bill. A number of the acts are
very broad ranging. But it is important to remember
that this is budget day, and we are debating a bill which
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is fairly perfunctory and quite pedestrian. It is not a bill
that is about the future; it tidies up the past. That is the
hallmark of the budget that was presented today and of
the Baillieu government. That is the reality of it. This is
a government that does nothing — it presents bills in
the Parliament and it spends budget day dealing with a
motion that has nothing to do with the budget. You
would have thought that the budget was something to
be spruiked about in the community. Instead this
government bunkered down and laid that motion on us.
The Statute Law Repeals Bill that is before us adds
nothing to a plan about jobs, but nevertheless we need
to go through the bill because it is a part of a tidying up
process that this government likes to go through instead
of doing more proactive things.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee is
robust and does some terrific work. I know the
committee has been very satisfied with the list of acts
being repealed by this bill that has been presented in
Parliament. That is an important function of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. I wish to
thank the current committee members for the work they
have undertaken in relation to this bill. It is a committee
that ought to — and does — take its role very seriously.
It provides a service to enable the good functioning of
debates in the Parliament. It ensures that the bills that
are presented are checked against very important
principles, whether they are principles in relation to
human rights or maintaining privacy or the types of
issues that all bills need to be tested against. I put on the
record my thanks to the current Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee for its work.
The contents of this bill are fairly uncontroversial. My
understanding is that the chief parliamentary counsel, as
per usual, has certified that this bill only and
appropriately contains repeals of redundant legislation.
Transitional functions have been placed in the bill to
ensure that relevant sections of acts that need to be
maintained are preserved under section 14 of the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984.
I will refer to and comment on some of the acts that the
bill repeals. As I mentioned earlier, there is a broad
range of acts. I turn to one that is of particular interest in
a modern historical sense, and that is the Accident
Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997.
That act amended the Accident Compensation Act
1985 which, I will remind members of Parliament, was
very much a landmark piece of legislation introduced
by the Cain Labor government. It was made possible
because for a short period of time Labor had a majority
of members in the upper house. That provided a
window of opportunity — if my memory serves me
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correctly — which allowed the Cain government to
introduce a groundbreaking, modern, fair compensation
scheme for injured workers.
It was very much the model for other jurisdictions
across the country to follow. The Accident
Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997
amended the Accident Compensation Act 1985. By
altering the definition of the term ‘worker’, it excluded,
as is described in the bill itself, a person from
participating in an approved program or work for the
unemployment payment program under the
Commonwealth Social Security Act 1991 and so on.
This was a very traumatic period in Victoria’s history,
when bills such as this sought to curtail access to
accident compensation for people who were injured at
work in terms of their gaining the necessary support
either by way of payment or medical assistance to assist
them at their time of greatest need. I feel no great
sadness in seeing the back of this bill, frankly, because
what it represented, along with a whole range of other
bills that were introduced by the Kennett government,
was very much a diminution of hard fought for
compensation provisions for injured workers.
Other acts covered by this bill are to be repealed for a
variety of reasons. They include the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment Act 2008. The
primary purpose of that act was to amend the Consumer
Credit (Victoria) Act 1995 in relation to credit
providers and to allow proceedings under the Consumer
Credit (Victoria) Code to be brought in a court rather
than in the Victorian Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
That act also amended several other acts. The repeal
provisions in the 2008 act, except for a number of
sections described in this bill, have taken effect and are
now spent. The remaining sections do not have a forced
commencement date and rely on being proclaimed to
come into operation; however, the sections can no
longer be proclaimed as the bill describes because they
would amend parts 4 and 6 of the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) Act, which have now been repealed by the
Credit (Commonwealth Powers) Act 2010. That was
part of the national harmonisation of consumer credit
laws — one of many forward-thinking and important
regulatory reforms that were undertaken and led by the
previous Labor government in Victoria. It cut red tape,
decreased costs to business and preserved very
important consumer protections for consumers.
Those are just two parts of the bill that jumped out at
me and that I wished to comment on. As I said, the bill
is very uncontroversial. It does the usual tidying up,
which is now a regular part of doing business in terms
of cleaning up the statute book in Victoria, and that is a
good thing. We should not treat it with commentary
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without really considering that it is an important reform
mechanism for us. It ensures that we are kept up to date
and that Victoria’s statute book contains modern-day
acts and regulations that are relevant and remain
relevant to people’s work, life, living and the rest. We
do not oppose the bill.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I too am
delighted to rise to speak about this very important bill,
the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012. One thing about this
bill is that you can wrap it in Christmas paper, you can
put a ribbon around its neck, but at the end of the day it
is basically housekeeping and it is important that we do
that in order to stay relevant, clear and accurate. That is
what this coalition government is all about, and it will
remain that way. As you have seen in the budget today,
we will make the hard decisions and we will do what
has to be done.
The Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012 is a regular
mechanism for repealing statute law in Victoria. This
bill is important to the management of the state statutes
so that the laws remain clear, as I said earlier on. The
bill repeals redundant acts that have been identified by
the Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel and
departments. The acts to be repealed are listed in a
schedule in the bill. I will go over some of those in
detail and skip over a few of the others.
The bill repeals both principal acts which have no
ongoing operation and amending acts which are spent,
in effect, and have no further purpose. Most of the
amending acts contain transitional — —
Ms Hennessy — Acting Speaker, I would just like
to draw your attention to state of the house.
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regular and orderly manner so they remain relevant to
the Victorian community.
The Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012 applies to the
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Act 1995.
The main purposes of that particular act were to amend
the National Tennis Centre Act 1985 to change the title
of that act to the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Act
1985, replace the National Tennis Centre Trust,
otherwise known as the old trust, with the Melbourne
and Olympic Parks Trust — or the new trust, so to
speak — and to provide for the administration of
Olympic Park and the National Tennis Centre.
I bring your attention to this particular act because it
stands out to me as an example of the positive impact
the development of Melbourne Park and Olympic Park
has had on Melbourne, Victoria and indeed Australia.
The trust’s vision is to be recognised as being among
the world’s best and most successful sport and
entertainment precincts. The mission of the Melbourne
and Olympic Parks Trust is to manage one of the
world’s leading destinations for sport, entertainment
and recreation.
The trust provides venues, services and infrastructure of
an international standard to provide a home for Tennis
Australia and the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, attracts and supports the delivery of
large spectator-based indoor and outdoor sporting and
entertainment events, enhances Melbourne’s public
recreational amenities and most importantly supports
Victoria’s major events, tourism and sport strategies.
I could go on a bit more about this — —
Mr Weller interjected.

Quorum formed.
Mr McCURDY — As I was saying before I was
rudely interrupted, the transitional provisions are no
longer required because of time or recent legislative
enactments. The amending provisions are no longer
required because they amended or repealed the
provisions of the principal acts which they were
enacted to amend or repeal. Any residual effect of the
transitional and savings provisions will be saved by
section 14 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984.
Importantly 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 that the law of Victoria is as current as
possible, which the government obviously wants it to
be. By repealing redundant acts, the bill will ensure that
the Victorian statutes are updated and maintained in a

Mr McCURDY — The member for Rodney asks
me to say a bit more on this particular act that will be
repealed. In the chairman’s report Russell Caplan
indicated that the Melbourne and Olympic parks
precinct enjoyed record operations in 2010–11, which
were financially driven by the Australian Open tennis
attendees and the first full year of operation of the new
stadium, AAMI Park, which is an outstanding
international concert venue, as members would no
doubt be aware. There have been improvements and
extensions to the western concourse behind Rod Laver
Arena, and I would say this was the catalyst for the
building of the Brumby Stadium, down at Wonthaggi.
Brumby Stadium seems to have plenty of games being
played, but Victorians never seem to win down there.
Looking to other parts of this bill, I know I have a
limited amount of time — —
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Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr McCURDY — I may need an extension. I thank
the member for Lowan for pointing that out. I will also
just cover the Port Authorities (Amendment) Act 1986,
which is another act being repealed. It primarily
amended the Port of Melbourne Authority Act 1958,
the Port of Geelong Authority Act 1958 and the Port of
Portland Authority Act 1958.
We know ports are an important part of our community
and certainly of Victoria. We have heard the Minister
for Ports say on many occasions that perhaps 38 per
cent of Australia’s shipping containers come through
the port of Melbourne. Last year there was, I believe, a
6 per cent increase in imports and a more than 11 per
cent increase in exports. The port of Melbourne is a
well-used facility, and it is a classic example of the lack
of vision that has been shown over the years. We
certainly need to make some changes to improve the
facilities at the port of Melbourne. Currently 2.5 million
20-foot equivalent containers go through there, and that
is set to grow, primarily through agriculture, as cereal
grain and dairy products come through the port. Some
products are in bulk in containers, but many are
containerised. By the year 2025 it is expected there will
be 5.5 million 20-foot equivalent containers going
through. The housekeeping changes dealt with in the
bill make certain provisions redundant and tidy up the
legislation, so the Port Authorities (Amendment) Act
1986 can now be repealed.
There are many other acts that this bill repeals,
including the Kew and Heidelberg Lands (Trust) Act
1990. I believe that was covered by a previous speaker.
Also repealed is the Transport Acts (Amendment) Act
1997, and another one that comes to mind is the
Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Act 1997. The amendment to the definition of ‘worker’
in the Accident Compensation Act 1985 is no longer
considered necessary, so the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Act 1997 can be
repealed.
I sense I am running out of time, so let me summarise
by saying that the repealing of these acts is a
mechanism that is regularly used for repealing statute
law in Victoria, and it is important that we continue to
do this housekeeping. As we move forward there will
be other opportunities to do this, I am sure. I commend
this bill to the house.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am pleased to rise to speak
on the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012. This is a
technical and housekeeping bill. Its purpose is to repeal
more than 19 redundant acts of the Victorian
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Parliament. These acts are redundant because, owing to
the passage of time, they are no longer operational or,
as in the case of amending acts, their provisions are
fully spent. The acts being repealed pursuant to clause 3
of the bill are specified in the schedule to the bill.
The explanatory memorandum also lists the acts under
repeal and separates them into three categories. The
first category covers five principal acts which are spent
or redundant because their provisions have taken effect.
They are the Australian Alliance Assurance Company’s
Act 1867, the Aboriginal Affairs (Transfer of
Functions) Act 1974, the Aboriginal Land (Manatunga
Land) Act 1992, the Appropriation (2008/2009) Act
2008 (No. 32/2008) and the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Act 2008 (No. 33/2008). The Australian
Alliance Assurance Company, now known as
Australian Alliance Insurance (AAI), was founded in
Melbourne in 1862 — the member who spoke before
me has referred to that already — and in a pub, no less!
Originally Alliance was an unincorporated company.
The purpose of the 1867 act was to allow the
shareholders to sue and be sued in the name of the
chairman. In the following century and a half Alliance
has gone through a number of mergers and is now a
niche company. Clearly the original act has served any
useful purpose.
The second category is ‘Spent amending acts with
transitional or substantive provisions’. There are 12 acts
in this category: the Port Authorities (Amendment) Act
1986, the Legal Aid Commission (Amendment) Act
1989, the Kew and Heidelberg Lands (Trust) Act 1990,
the Subdivision (Further Amendment) Act 1994, the
University Acts (Amendment) Act 1994, the
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Act 1995,
the Retail Tenancies (Amendment) Act 1995, the
Professional Boxing and Martial Arts Act 1996, the
Transport Acts (Amendment) Act 1997, the Accident
Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997,
the Investigative, Enforcement and Police Powers Acts
(Amendment) Act 2005 and the Consumer Credit
(Victoria) and Other Acts Amendment Act 2008.
The third category of acts to be repealed contains two
acts which are spent because their provisions are
wholly in operation and have amended the acts they
were intended to amend. They are the House Contracts
Guarantee (HIH) Act 2001 and the Fire Services
Funding (Feasibility Study) Act 2009.
In its report on this bill the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee has found no problems and it
has received the appropriate chief parliamentary
counsel’s certificate.
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The final comment I would like to make is that
section 14 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984
makes various provisions in respect of the repeal of
acts. Section 14(1) prevents acts being revived that
were previously repealed by the acts now being
repealed. Section 14(2) prevents things that have been
done from being undone, and importantly it does not
affect rights acquired under the repealed acts. With
those few words, I have no difficulty with the passage
of this bill.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to contribute to this debate on the
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012. As has been mentioned
by members who have spoken before me, this is
important legislation because it is a process by which
Parliament has the capacity to remove spent legislation
to ensure that the legislation on our statute book is
appropriate. I recall my time in opposition when, in my
previous capacity as the shadow parliamentary
secretary to the Leader of the Opposition, I had carriage
in this house of similar legislation. I remember having
to deal with these types of measures for many years, so
I understand the significance and importance of these
bills before the house. As has been mentioned, they
deal principally with three types. There are 5 spent
principal acts being repealed by this bill, 12 spent
amending acts with transitional or substantive
provisions and 2 spent amending acts.
One of the acts being repealed relates to the 2008–09
budget, and it is interesting to revisit the budget of that
year. Those who were members of this Parliament in
2008 will recall that with great fanfare the then
Treasurer indicated that he was going to fix this state.
Clearly history will prove that was not the outcome the
then Treasurer, Mr Lenders, indicated would occur. I
note that in his commentary he talked about the
government engaging in ‘the biggest infrastructure
program in Victoria’s history’. As a member I represent
the eastern suburbs of Melbourne, as you do, Acting
Speaker, and we both understand the issues of people
who live in that part of Melbourne, and the 2008 budget
did little for the people in the communities that we
represent.
I could go through a raft of projects and a raft of issues
that were concerning residents in Melbourne’s east and
which the then government was unwilling and unable
to address. Tormore Road has been a significant issue
for residents in my area and has been the cause of great
angst. In opposition we called on the then government
to address the problem, and it had the opportunity in the
2008 budget to deal with that important issue. History
will tell us that was not the case, and in fact it took an
incoming coalition government to take action and
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ensure that money was provided for the future
development of that project.
In the then Treasurer’s speech in 2008 he said that
‘today’s surpluses will be tomorrow’s schools,
hospitals, roads and trains’. It is interesting when we
talk about trains because in 1999 the former
government promised my community that it would
deliver a feasibility study for a potential rail line to
Rowville. The 2008 budget was the perfect opportunity
for the former government to deliver on that
commitment, but again history tells us that the former
government, ignoring the needs of the people in
Melbourne’s east, failed to deliver on its own
commitment to deliver a feasibility study. Again it took
an incoming coalition government to fix the mess, do
the work and provide the funding for the contracts for
an engineering firm to start the process which should
have been started by those opposite. This is another
example from the 2008 budget, which is being dealt
with by this legislation, of an issue that the former
government could have dealt with.
With regard to schools, when we look at today’s budget
we see there is provision for the future upgrade of
Mountain Gate Primary School within my own
electorate. The 2008 budget was another example of the
former government talking about its infrastructure
program, which was going to be ‘substantial and
unprecedented’. That was a project that could have
been delivered within 11 years, but it was not, and it
could have been included in the 2008 budget.
Looking at that budget speech by Mr Lenders there are
a few issues I will draw to the attention of members. In
the speech he said:
The Brumby Labor government is investing $4.9 billion in
new water infrastructure projects across the state, with this
budget confirming —

he said with a grin and a smirk —
$117 million for the first stage of the desalination plant at
Wonthaggi …

He said it would cost Victorians $117 million — if
only! It will cost $2 million a day, every day for
27 years. That is the legacy those opposite have left this
state. They talk about $117 million for stage 1, but that
budget did not talk about stage 2, did not talk about the
debt, and did not talk about the $2 million a day for
27 years. When Mr Lenders stood in this house he did
not tell the people of Victoria that the program he was
championing in the 2008 budget was going to be an
albatross around the neck of every Victorian in terms of
future expenditure. For 27 years every Victorian will be
paying for the legacy left by those opposite.
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Another quote I will highlight in the short time that has
been allocated to me is this, from the same speech:
In this budget, we provide $112 million to relieve congestion
in the short term through our Keeping Melbourne Moving
plan, including an extension of clearway times …

I thought that was quite interesting. I turn to look at the
new member for Prahran, who is in the house. He has
been a strong, hardworking member in this house, and
he was also a strong advocate for the removal of the
ridiculous clearways policy that was put in place by
those opposite. In 2008 the then Treasurer stood in this
house and proudly said he would extend clearway
times. I do not know whether the former member for
Prahran, Mr Lupton, was consulted on the policy — I
think he might have been a cabinet secretary at the
time — or maybe he was just asleep at the wheel,
because that was clearly an issue that he paid for at the
ballot box in 2010. It is clear that the government paid
for this issue at the ballot box.
As I have said, a number of issues in this budget had to
be remedied by the incoming coalition government. I
draw on my role as Parliamentary Secretary for Health
and further quote from the 2008 budget speech:
We will also provide $25 million for the Olivia Newton-John
Cancer Centre to deliver specialist cancer treatment at the
Austin Hospital.

What did the former government deliver? It delivered a
concrete shell. It took the incoming coalition
government to stand up for the people of Heidelberg
and deliver that project. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012 and state at the
start that there is no opposition to the bill. I
acknowledge that this is a housekeeping bill, introduced
to the house to strike out redundant legislation —
legislation that no longer has any purpose and is
unnecessary because it has been overtaken by
legislation.
I recall the lyrics of a song by an Australian singer,
Vanessa Amorosi: ‘Nothing lasts forever’. This is true
of the legislation we are repealing tonight, but it also
rings true in terms of the government, which should
take note of these lyrics as a warning, because the way
it is going it will also not last forever — in fact it will
not last long at all.
Rather than go through each of the pieces of legislation
being repealed, because I know most other speakers
have done that, I would like to refer to a couple of the
acts that are being repealed. One of them is the
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Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment)
Act 1997. This bill came into effect during the long,
dark years of the Kennett government. Many of us
remember the cruel actions the then Premier, Jeff
Kennett, took against injured workers — he completely
destroyed the benefits and entitlements that injured
workers had had under the workers compensation
insurance system. In talking about the repeal of this
legislation, I would like to refer to the current
government’s budget, where it is going to cut premiums
for employers in terms of workers compensation.
Legislation has recently been passed in this house to
allow this government to take almost half a billion
dollars out of the WorkCover system.
We are still waiting to see and wondering whether there
is going to be any legislation brought into the house to
improve benefits for injured workers so that it is a
system that not only profits employers and the
government but also looks after injured workers,
because I have to say that in the electorate of
Thomastown I have a number of people coming into
my office who are currently on disability pensions and
have all sorts of financial problems. When you talk to
them, a lot of those people are injured workers who
sustained long-term injuries and who are now on
disability pensions. Of course those pensions are being
paid by taxpayers rather than by the insurance scheme
they should really be entitled to.
I would also like to raise the fact that, as we have said,
this bill gets rid of redundant pieces of legislation, but,
as we have also said before, it would be good to see
some legislation come into this house that is substantial
and life changing, which is going to provide a vision for
the future of Victorians and something they can look
forward to in terms of security and prosperity. That is
not what Victorians are seeing in the type of legislation
that is coming into this house at the moment.
As we have said, this bill repeals a series of redundant
acts that have been identified by the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel Victoria and departments. No
doubt they have done a lot of good, long work to
identify those acts that are no longer necessary and
have no purpose. In saying that, I commend this
legislation to the house, noting that it is a piece of
housekeeping legislation that is removing many pieces
of redundant legislation. I hope that we can now get on
to the business of introducing and debating legislation
that will do things for Victorians and take them
forward.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I take great delight in
rising to speak on this Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012.
Some people say this bill is just machinery in nature,
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but I would like to think that this bill is plucking from
history some of the wrongs of the past, including the
ninth budget of 11 long, dark, miserable years of Labor
government. I would like to concentrate my
contribution on the ninth budget of 11 long, dark years
of hard Labor. I realise that I only get 10 minutes, but if
I get enough time, I would also like to talk about the
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Act 1995.

then it promised and it promised and it promised.
Strangely enough, it took until the dying days of the
Labor government — we had 11 long, dark, miserable
years of Labor — before it actually decided to put some
money up for the hospital. Under this government, in
our first budget last year we provided an extra
$47 million, which brought the investment up to
$447.5 million.

Firstly I would like to look at a number of suburbs in
my electorate. Interestingly enough, I did a search of
the 2008 budget papers. There are a number of budget
papers. Here we have budget papers 1, 2 and 3, and
budget information paper 1, so we have a number of
different budget papers to go through. When going
through those budget papers I looked for something as
simple as Ashburton. I think you would be interested to
know, Acting Speaker, that the word ‘Ashburton’ does
not appear at all in the 2008 budget papers.

Let us move on to Burwood. You would think the
member for Burwood would actually stand up for the
people of Burwood. But no; I looked for Burwood in
the 2008 budget but all I saw was EastLink, Burwood
Highway and Mountain Highway. I did not see the
Burwood electorate. I looked and I looked and I looked,
and I just did not see it.

The previous government ripped out Ashburton’s heart
when it removed all of the police from the Ashburton
police station. We campaigned hard on it. It is
interesting to note that we delivered $500 000 in our
first budget to get that station back up and running.
Interestingly enough, Ashburton does not factor.
Ashburton Primary School was in need of funds and
was allowed to run down by the previous government.
At this point, being the ninth budget, it was only nine
long, hard, miserable years of Labor. Still, there was no
mention of Ashburton Primary School in the budget. If
you look in the budget papers today, $6 million is
available for Ashburton Primary School to spend on
rebuilding the school.
Ashwood is another part of my electorate. I realise that
I am nearly 21⁄2 minutes into my speech and I am still
only up to the As. Ashwood College is a classic
example of what happens when a government is asleep
at the wheel. Ashwood College has had no major works
done in a very long time. I looked for Ashwood College
in the 2008 budget papers. I looked hard, I looked low,
I looked high and I just could not find it. Interestingly
enough, it was only weeks out from the 2010 budget,
six months after a fire that destroyed a quarter of the
school, that the previous government even bothered to
put Ashwood College on to its radar. There were
unfunded promises in the dying days of the long, dark,
miserable years of Labor, and here we are, proud to
announce $10.5 million to rebuild Ashwood College in
today’s budget, in our second year. It will be done, and
I am proud of the fact that we have listened to the
people of Ashwood.
We move on to Box Hill Hospital. The previous
government promised and it promised and it promised,

I continued on and I looked for Chadstone. Do you
think you would see Chadstone? Chadstone is one of
the areas of need in my electorate; you would think that
it would get something in the budget. I looked and I
looked and I looked through the 2008 budget, Labor’s
ninth budget in 11 long, dark, miserable years, and do
you think I could find Chadstone in the budget? No, no
Chadstone — sorry, Chadstone missed out.
I looked for Glen Iris. I looked, and I looked hard. I
spent quite a bit of time looking for Glen Iris in Labor’s
2008 budget, its ninth budget in 11 long, dark,
miserable years. Do you think I could find Glen Iris in
the budget? We have been through a number of suburbs
in my electorate and I am looking for Glen Iris. I am
looking hard, and do you think I see it? No, no Glen Iris
in the 2008 budget at all.
I looked through the budget for Wattle Park. Wattle
Park Primary School is a school in need in my
electorate, a school that has not had any decent work
done for a number of years. I looked and I looked and I
looked, and I kept looking. Do you think I could find
any money for Wattle Park Primary School? If you said
no, you would be right. There was no money for Wattle
Park Primary School in the 2008 Labor budget.
The Baillieu government is committed to actually doing
something — —
Ms Hennessy — Acting Speaker, the member for
Burwood has incited me to draw your attention to the
state of the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! As there have already been a number of
quorums called today, I intend to use my discretion in
accordance with previous rulings and not to ring the
bells.
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Mr WATT — I understand the member for Altona
is ashamed of the fact that my electorate, the electorate
of Burwood, one of the electorates that changed hands
at the last election, completely missed out in Labor’s
2008 budget, the ninth budget in 11 long, dark,
miserable years of hard Labor. I understand that she is
embarrassed by that, but I have to get back to it. Wattle
Park Primary School completely missed out in Labor’s
ninth budget, the 2008 budget. It completely missed
out.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
Mr WATT — Where are they? I can tell you that
later this year — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! There is too much noise in the chamber and too
much chatter backwards and forwards across the table.
Mr WATT — Some people yell out, but what I say
is that I am proud of the fact that money has been
allocated. If members look at last year’s budget, they
will see that Wattle Park Primary School got money.
Wattle Park primary is being built and the new facilities
will be opened very soon. When those opposite ask,
‘Where is it?’, it is there. They should go look at it. We
are building these things. We are getting on with the
job, unlike Labor in 2008 when it did not provide for
the electorate. It is no wonder Labor was kicked out of
government in 2010, because it did not provide for the
electorate.
Those opposite talk about infrastructure, but we should
look at what happened: Chadstone, nothing; Glen Iris,
nothing; Ashburton, nothing; Ashburton police station,
decimated; Ashwood College, $10.5 million this year
thanks very much to the Treasurer and the Minister for
Education. Ashburton Primary School is going ahead
this year. I am astounded that members could ask,
‘Where is it?’, because if they look in the budgets for
the last two years, they will see what should be done in
budgets. We are providing for electorates, we are
providing for Burwood, we are providing for the people
of Victoria — and I have not yet got on to anything
except Burwood.
Let us move along. Let us talk about the 2008 budget,
Labor’s ninth miserable budget in 11 long, dark,
miserable years. Some members have mentioned the
Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre —
$175 million, very commendable. But one would think
that they would have thought about the fit-out.
Hospitals are not concrete shells. This government, the
Baillieu coalition government, has had to stump up
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$45 million to fix the mess left by the previous
government over 11 long, dark, miserable years. If we
look at the desal plant, we see $117 million for a desal
plant. I wish it were only going to cost $117 million. It
will cost nearly $2 million a day for 27 years, which is
money down the drain. It is understandable that the
people of Victoria booted Labor out. I could go on, but
I know I only have a short period of time left.
I would like to quickly talk about one other act that is
being repealed, the Melbourne and Olympic Parks
(Amendment) Act 1995. It is interesting that the
previous Labor government, over 11 long, dark,
miserable years, ripped the heart out of the Olympic
Park precinct. Melbourne and Olympic parks without
Olympic Park is not Melbourne and Olympic parks. It
is Collingwood park, thanks to the former government
and former Premier Brumby, a Collingwood supporter.
They handed Olympic Park, the heart of athletics in this
state, to a football club of all things. I commend this bill
to the house.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I rise to speak in
the debate on the Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012. This
bill repeals a number of acts which have become
redundant. That is the principal purpose of the bill. I
will name but a few of those acts: the Australian
Alliance Assurance Company’s Act 1867, the
Aboriginal Affairs (Transfer of Functions) Act 1974,
the Aboriginal Land (Manatunga Land) Act 1992, the
Professional Boxing and Martial Arts Act 1996, and of
course the Appropriation (2008/2009) Act 2008
brought in under the Labor government.
I will say one thing, Acting Speaker. There is one thing
that I remember and Victorians know well, and we can
only encourage members of the government to read the
newspapers: we created jobs, we invested in teachers,
we invested in more nurses, we invested in
infrastructure, and year in, year out in our budgets we
had a very strong commitment to major projects.
We remember what we did in government, and in 2014
Victorians will remember what Labor did in
government. They will also remember that there is
another piece of legislation which has been repealed. I
refer of course to the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997, which
amended the Accident Compensation Act 1985.
Working men and working women remember when
Labor introduced the first ever and most comprehensive
workers compensation system in the history of the state
because we introduced, firstly, the very important
component of prevention. We said that a good system is
one which commits itself to preventing injuries in the
workplace in the first place. The second important
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component of the Accident Compensation Act related
to fair and reasonable compensation. Last but not least,
for the first time in this state’s history we talked about
and legislated for occupational rehabilitation; in other
words, the right to return to work, which is
fundamentally what every working man and every
working woman wanted at the time.
But of course one cannot forget one of the acts that has
been repealed, and that is the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997. I refer to two
sections of that act which men and women in the state
will not forget. They are section 33, ‘Compensation for
maims’, and section 34, ‘Compensation for pain and
suffering’. It is interesting to go back into history and
note that on Wednesday, 12 November 1997, then
Treasurer Stockdale introduced the Accident
Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment) Bill, which
removed the right of workers to make a claim for pain
and suffering under common law. I quote from the then
Treasurer’s second-reading speech:
This bill will improve the operations of the WorkCover
scheme in a number of fundamental respects.
First, the right to recover any damages in a common-law
action will be eliminated for all work-related injuries arising
after the date of commencement.

Under the heading ‘Common law’ the then Treasurer
went on to say:
A worker injured on or after commencement will not be
entitled to recover damages of any kind in a common-law
action.

Let us be absolutely clear that whilst the Statute Law
Repeals Bill 2012 principally and simply removes acts
of Parliament that are redundant, working men and
working women in Victoria have not forgotten that it
was the Kennett Liberal government that removed the
right of workers to sue employers who were negligent
and responsible for the injuries that some workers were
sustaining in the course of their employment. It was the
Bracks and Brumby Labor governments that reinstated
the rights of injured workers in the course of their
employment to sue an employer when the employer
had proved to be negligent and proved not to have
undertaken the required health and safety measures that
would have led to the prevention of an injury to a
worker in the workplace.
The Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, if anything, is a
reminder that there were two appropriation bills under
the Labor government that created jobs for nurses, that
created jobs for health workers, that created
employment and that focused on creating and growing
the economy right through the state. Last but not
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least — and I conclude with these remarks — we will
not forget that it was a Liberal government that
removed the rights of workers to sue under common
law for pain and suffering.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Skye Mineral Sands: quarry operations
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Energy and Resources. The action I
seek is that the minister fully investigate the operations
of the Skye quarry at 500 Ballarto Road, Skye.
I have met with some very anxious residents from the
Skye area and its surrounds in relation to the operation
of the Skye quarry. It is a must that the operator of the
quarry duly comply with extractive industry licence
no. 1241. It is the understanding of the residents that
this is simply not being complied with by the operator.
The residents believe that the service road running
along the western boundary of the quarry should not be
used as a haulage road. It is my understanding that the
operator is allowing loaded trucks to travel along this
service road. Residents are seeking that a guarantee be
duly given by the operator that the quarry’s entrance,
opposite 505 Ballarto Road, Skye, will not be reopened
for the use of heavy vehicles. It is my understanding
that unfortunately there was a near fatality caused
because of a heavy vehicle turning into the entrance.
The other concerns that were raised were as follows.
The area on the east side of Ballarto Road — that is, the
visual buffer side — should again be reinstated with
trees by the operator. A fence should be erected
between the transfer station and the quarry, and
subsequently quarry trucks should not go through to the
transfer station. The current intersection of Harold Road
and Ballarto Road is well below the normal standard of
intersections in general, and Ballarto Road is a
state-managed road. As the quarry operator allows
heavy trucks to use this intersection, it must be
upgraded as per the operator’s extractive licence.
The quarry operator, under its current work authority,
should extract the site at 45 degrees; however, it is my
understanding that this is simply not happening. The
allowable depth for extracting is 14 metres below the
natural surface. It is my understanding that it is now
30 metres. It is also my understanding that the Abbey
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Group, which has been contracted by the operator, has
put up a construction site sign along Ballarto Road. It is
my understanding that there is no construction going on
at the site, and the residents would like this sign to be
taken down as soon as possible.
The south side of Valley Road, where there is a
200-metre reserve, is constantly being flooded by the
operator, and it is alleged that the trees there are now
dying. The operator must comply with the current work
authority in relation to natural vegetation on the site.
Residents are also concerned that the amount of area
that is open for extraction is more than what the
operator’s authority allows for. The residents believe
that — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Gembrook electorate: community projects
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My adjournment
matter tonight is for the Deputy Premier and Minister
for Regional and Rural Development, the
Honourable Peter Ryan. I call on the minister to
consider funding for three potential community projects
that would greatly benefit three distinctly different
regions in the Gembrook electorate.
The Cardinia Shire Council is seeking state government
support to develop the Bailey Road service centre in
Cockatoo. The council needs funding to complete the
fit-out and transform a former commercial building into
a true community hub. Cockatoo is a small town with
many challenges, but it is a resilient community. It was
one of the communities that faced Ash Wednesday
back in 1983; the town was devastated and the fires
killed six locals. When the fires raged through the town,
up to 300 people gathered and sheltered from the fires
in the old kindergarten, which had been built in 1982.
At that time Cockatoo’s community members banded
together to ensure that those people survived the fires,
camping out to defend the building 24/7.
The community has stood up for the old kindergarten to
ensure that an Ash Wednesday memorial is erected at
the site. At one stage the council began the process of
knocking the building down, before a protest at the site
ensured that the council listened. The building will now
be preserved for the future as an Ash Wednesday
memorial. Despite this strong community spirit, the
town lacks a multipurpose space that can provide the
varied range of services, programs and events required
to meet the needs of this unique community.
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Another funding opportunity is the Deep Creek Reserve
master plan. While this reserve in Pakenham East falls
just outside my electorate — it is in the electorate of
Bass — this project would benefit several communities
in the outer south-eastern growth corridor. Funding
would allow the Cardinia Shire Council to consult with
locals to design a community sustainability and ecology
centre and recreational outdoor facilities that meet the
needs of this growing area. As we know, it is one of the
fastest growing areas in Victoria, and we need to ensure
that we build for the future. The plan would consider
the feasibility of the reserve, providing a range of
general recreation and sustainability-focused
community activities that are not currently available to
residents.
To the north-west of my electorate is Belgrave, another
strong community with yet another completely different
set of needs. Belgrave is another town in need of a
community facility — one that it can call its own. The
Yarra Ranges Shire Council is seeking funding to
engage with the community and determine an
appropriate site for a proposed multipurpose building.
Belgrave has its library and the Tin Shed — a drop-in
centre that supports the homeless and
underprivileged — as well as its youth services
building and a maternal and child health centre. But
Belgrave needs a larger, more flexible space with good
access so that residents can gather in a central place and
enjoy a wide variety of services and programs. I ask the
minister to investigate each of these projects.

Williamstown High School: integration aide
funding
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education. The action I seek
from the minister is for him to urgently intervene and
reinstate integration aide funding for local autistic
student Luke Schroder.
The minister may be familiar with this matter, as I
wrote to him on 24 February 2012 after Luke’s mother,
Raelene MacDonald, visited my office to discuss her
son’s desperate plight. As I explained in my email to
the minister, Luke commenced his year 9 studies earlier
this year with the assistance of an integration aide for
four days of the week. The aide assistance was funded
in equal portions by the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development and the school. Midway
through term 1 the school advised Luke and his family
that it no longer had the surplus funds available to top
up his aide funding. News of this funding cut triggered
a wave of activity by Raelene MacDonald. She offered
to pay the school whatever funds it needed in order to
reinstate the loss of funding. She even indicated that she
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would redraw on her mortgage to assist the school with
the shortfall. Raelene simply wants what we all want
for our own kids, and that is a fair go.
When I spoke with staff at Williamstown High School
it became abundantly clear to me that Luke deserved
and needed to maintain his current level of support.
This was reaffirmed by the school’s principal, Lisa
Sperling, who was quoted in the Maribyrnong Weekly
newspaper of 14 March 2012 as saying:
I really would like that we did have more support for Luke.
… What he does need is more one-on-one support in the
classroom and we don’t get funding for that.

Williamstown High School has a wonderful reputation
in our local community, and Lisa Sperling is someone I
have a great deal of respect for. I know the school is
finding this situation very difficult to deal with, as it
prides itself on prioritising the needs of its students
above all else. Whilst the school has not been explicit
about the reasons for Luke’s funding cut, it is very safe
to assume that the $40 000 it lost in VCAL (Victorian
certificate of applied learning) coordination funding at
the end of last year is taking a toll on its budget. This
annual cut to VCAL funding is being felt right across
the board, and there is little doubt that Luke has become
a victim of this callous decision by the Baillieu
government.
Upon the recommendation of the department Luke has
been subjected to a bureaucratic process of
reassessment, and he now anxiously waits to hear of his
fate. Sadly, the system is failing Luke. There is no other
way to explain to Luke and his family why he qualified
for support across four days in term 1 but just two days
in term 2. This is just a straight injustice. It is clear that
Luke’s fate and future now rest firmly in the hands of
the minister, and I call on him to intervene personally in
this matter and provide Luke, Raelene, their family and
the school community the support they need for his
integration aide to be reinstated to the term 1 levels.

Lindenow: government support
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. The action I seek is for
government investment in the Lindenow region to help
to create jobs and support the local sporting fraternity.
As many members will know, Lindenow is one of the
state’s prime vegetable-producing areas on the Mitchell
River flats. The horticulture industry is a major
employer in the region and one of the mainstays of the
local economy. That industry services local, state,
national and international markets. Lindenow’s
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vegetable industry produces high-quality produce and is
highly regarded throughout the food sector. However,
the industry has the potential to grow, and it certainly
has not realised its maximum benefit. Government
support will enable the industry to take another step
towards achieving its full potential. This warrants
strong consideration from the government of the day.
While the horticulture industry is the backbone of the
local economy, the Lindenow Recreation Reserve is the
backbone of the social fabric of the township, with very
active and successful bowls, cricket and football clubs
in the one precinct in what is a small country town. The
recreation reserve is also very close to Lindenow
Primary School and is utilised by the school for various
sporting activities. Lindenow Football Club has a proud
football tradition. It is the reigning East Gippsland
Football League premiership team, and under the
leadership of its president, David Dunkley, it has started
the 2012 season very well, remaining undefeated.
For some time the club has sought government support
for irrigation of the playing surface of the recreation
reserve. Such a project would ensure that the reserve’s
three sports fields remain in an appropriate, safe and
usable condition, particularly during the drier and
warmer summer months. Over recent years the main
oval has been extremely hard and unsafe, including
during winter. I have played football on the oval
myself, and I can vouch for its hardness. Sports such as
football are vital to regional communities, as they
provide very important recreational and, more
importantly, social benefits to these communities.
The action I seek is for the government to strongly
consider investment in the Lindenow community both
for job opportunities and to support the local sporting
fraternity.

Roads: Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads. The action I
seek is for him to visit the Yan Yean electorate to
explain to the people of the most populous and
fast-growing electorate in the state why for the second
year running there are no funds allocated in the state
budget for road upgrades, nothing for the much-needed
duplication of Epping Road, nothing for the
much-needed improvement and duplication of Yan
Yean Road, nothing for the duplication of Findon Road,
no traffic lights for the intersection of Epping and
Findon roads, nothing for the upgrade of Bridge Inn
Road, nothing for the upgrade of McDonalds Road and
nothing for any other road in the area.
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The Cooper Street duplication, which was fully funded
in June 2010 as I announced at the time, has been held
up for more than a year by this government. I have no
doubt that the minister will gleefully come out to open
and claim as his own the current duplication of Plenty
Road that was fully funded by the Labor government. I
have no doubt that the minister will come in again and
say that I had 11 years or 9 years to act — however
long he would like to choose; whether it was the term
of the last government or the time that I have been in
this place — but I am proud to say that during the time
that Labor held office, in my electorate more than
$200 million was spent on roads. That was an average
of $20 million per year, and that was before the big
growth spurt. The big growth spurt has happened in
recent years. We were preparing for it, and we have
now seen this road funding completely halted in the
north.
It is widely known throughout the bureaucracy, through
all government departments, that this government is
completely deaf to the need for funding of
infrastructure, roads and public transport in
Melbourne’s north and west. The bureaucrats are under
direction that they are only to put forward funding for
projects in the south-east and east of Melbourne and the
occasional project in regional Victoria. It is not good
enough. I will not stand for it. The people of the north
will not stand for being neglected and left out in this
way.
If the minister bothers to come into the house again and
give the sort of response that he has given to me on the
four or five occasions since he has been the Minister for
Roads when I have raised the deeply serious matters of
road safety and road conditions and the issue of
congestion, I will repeat to him that communities in
Epping North, Doreen, Mernda — fast-growing and
fantastic communities — need infrastructure, public
transport and roads to support their development.
I know the minister was perfectly happy to come out on
Sunday a week ago and claim credit for the South
Morang rail extension, which was fully funded by the
former government, but he has not come out to
Greensborough to explain why he has cut 521 bus
services in that area. He needs to come out and explain
why — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Mount Eliza: farmers market
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
this evening to raise a matter for the Minister for
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Regional and Rural Development, who is the Deputy
Premier. It is a matter relating to an excellent local
institution in my electorate, the Mount Eliza farmers
market. I am sure the minister is aware of the success of
the market, and the action I am seeking from him is that
he provide support to allow the market to move up to
the next level.
The Mount Eliza farmers market was launched in 2010.
It was an incredible success right from the very first
week it. It has rapidly become a spectacular success and
a great local institution. Of course the Mount Eliza
Village geography lends itself to creating a great
atmosphere, but certainly the organisers have been very
skilful in the way they have established the market at
the site they have chosen and in the way they operate
the market. They have created a great feel in that area.
The market is also a great outlet for Mornington
Peninsula produce. While we have a great variety of
produce right across the peninsula, there are not many
places you can go where it is available in one space —
not all of it, but a good representation of it. It is a great
showcase of the Mornington Peninsula produce as well
as the produce of other producers from surrounding
areas. The market is an accredited market, and that is
important. When people go to a market they need to
know they are buying the real thing. Products from an
accredited market are grown or made by accredited
stallholders, and 90 per cent of stallholders must be
accredited stallholders for the market to be an
accredited market. Mount Eliza is an accredited market.
The market is an initiative of the Mount Eliza Chamber
of Commerce, and I congratulate Mel Wigg and the
great team she has built up, who organise the market on
a monthly basis. They developed it from scratch, and
they do a great job. It is a real community effort. Both
the Rotary Club of Mount Eliza and the Mount Eliza
Lions Club alternate running the market. In the interest
of full disclosure I should indicate that my wife, Linda,
is currently the president of the Rotary Club of
Mount Eliza for only another seven weeks — thank
goodness. That means I have the joy of an occasional
very early morning start on cold mornings to set up the
bollards and so on, but it also means that not only does
the community benefit from access to great produce, it
benefits directly from the gate proceeds going back into
the community as well, and that is an important thing. I
seek the support of the minister in this action.

Charles La Trobe College: Heidelberg West
campus fire damage
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — The matter I raise is
for the attention of the Minister for Education, and the
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action I seek is for the minister to provide $800 000 to
rebuild classrooms and student toilets at the Olympic
Village P–4 campus of Charles La Trobe College in
Heidelberg West, which was destroyed by a fire six
weeks ago. In relation to these matters, the history of
this issue is pretty straightforward. There was a massive
fire on 14 March that destroyed half the school. Music,
art and cooking classrooms were destroyed. Student
toilets were also destroyed and are unable to be used.

Today the principal of Olympic Village primary school
said, ‘We still have a half burnt down building here,
and we really hoped we would get something in the
budget’. I was at the school’s working bee on the
weekend with 100 other parents as they were doing
their very best to make the school the best it can be for
the local community, but this government continues to
dismiss or ignore the most vulnerable people in our
community — —

Four thousand dollars was raised by the Heidelberg
West community during a sausage sizzle that was
hosted by me and the federal member for Jagajaga,
Jenny Macklin, at the mall in Heidelberg West. That is
$4000 more than the Baillieu government has
determined to contribute to rebuilding a burnt down
school in Heidelberg West, one of the most vulnerable
communities in Victoria. Almost all the students in this
community receive the education maintenance
allowance. This government has decided to make sure
that those families have now had that allowance slashed
in half.

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

There is a lack of commitment being made by this
government to act in relation to a burnt down school
where the insurance money has not been made
available to rebuild that school and where no action has
been taken to fix any of the facilities. Now we have
students as young as four, five or six having to use the
staff toilets at the Olympic Village campus because
they cannot access or use student facilities. There are
three cubicles for staff toilets that have to be used by
100 students aged between 5 and 10 because this
government refuses to rebuild or even provide
temporary amenities at the Olympic Village campus.
It is quite staggering that I have had no response from
the minister, having raised this previously as an
adjournment matter. The minister chose to come out to
visit Olympic Village primary school when he opened
the stage 1 works funded by the previous Labor
government at Charles La Trobe College, and he did
not make a commitment when he came in here to go
and visit the school until some five weeks after the fire,
more than anything I suspect to make sure there was
not going to be any bad press while he was out there
cutting ribbons and cutting more funding to education
projects. Then of course when I spoke to the principal
of the school I learnt that there had been no
commitment made. The principal said that $800 000
was required for the works and that no comment or
commitments had been made. Today we have seen
another budget in which not even fire replacement
money to rebuild the burnt down school facilities has
been provided.

Occupational health and safety: Nadrasca
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Assistant Treasurer. My request
is that the minister provide information to Nadrasca in
the electorate of Mitcham regarding the implications of
the national OHS (occupational health and safety)
scheme and Victoria’s position in relation to that
scheme.
Nadrasca has been operating since 1967. It exists to
provide services to people with a disability. Nadrasca
provides a range of services and employment for over
350 people with a disability and employs
approximately 150 permanent, part-time and casual
staff across the service to assist its clients. Its services
include a disability employment service, day programs
and activities for people with significant disabilities,
and accommodation services. Nadrasca is a
not-for-profit service and has approximately
100 programs. We know for organisations such as
Nadrasca funds that are tight and that costs and
overheads above their expected expenditure make
things all the harder.
Ms Green interjected.
Ms RYALL — It is interesting that the member for
Yan Yean raises the NDIS (national disability insurance
scheme), because we in the government have actually
been great supporters of the NDIS. I am sure that
organisations such as Nadrasca would much prefer to
be spending the funds they have on their services rather
than on additional compliance costs.
The findings from the PricewaterhouseCoopers report
prepared for the government on OHS harmonisation
laws as put forward by the Gillard government — the
proposal — are that Victorian businesses will face costs
of more than $3.4 billion over the next five years.
Whilst harmonisation laws might be a good idea, they
can actually draw leaders back to the lowest common
denominator and therefore cause disadvantage. That is

ADJOURNMENT
1942

ASSEMBLY

the case with Victoria. Victoria is a leader; it is
identified as a leading state in OHS.
I am concerned that organisations such as Nadrasca and
other not-for-profit organisations, which perform an
outstanding service to our community and to our
disabled people, will incur increased costs of
compliance over and above those that are in place at
present.
I have visited Nadrasca, and the organisation has a
wonderful, strong management systems focus — a
great commitment to and culture of management
systems. The cost of compliance should actually be
reducing for it rather than increasing. Just to analyse the
gaps across Nadrasca’s current 100 programs comes at
enormous cost. Those are not gaps which indicate that
the organisation has anything wrong with it; they are
gaps that raise a question of what the organisation has
got in place and whether there are any discrepancies
with the new laws, so that will create additional costs.
It is for this reason that I would like the Assistant
Treasurer to provide information to Nadrasca on the
status of the Gillard government’s OHS proposals and
their implications for Victoria and information on the
Baillieu government’s position on these laws.

Western suburbs: jobs
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — The matter I raise is
for the attention of the Premier. The action I seek is for
the Premier to develop a jobs plan to ensure job security
and promotion of job creation in Victoria’s fastest
growing region, the outer western suburbs of
Melbourne. Without a jobs plan for the west, thousands
of workers and their families living in the western
suburbs will continue to live under the black cloud of
job insecurity and an insecure future.
The Baillieu government cannot continue to ignore the
jobs crisis facing our state. Last May the Treasurer told
Parliament that between 50 000 and 55 000 jobs would
be created in Victoria. We are still looking for them.
The state posted a 5.8 per cent unemployment rate in
March, the highest in mainland Australia, and under the
Baillieu government our state has been labelled by an
Age headline as the ‘big loser in the great jobs drain’.
Yet the Baillieu government has walked away from
millions of dollars in investment and thousands of
potential jobs through its shameful sustainability
policies and lack of commitment in today’s budget. On
top of this there are the cuts of 4200 jobs from the
public sector, inclusive of the 600 jobs that have been
earmarked to go in today’s budget.
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Compounding this is the news of over 1000 jobs to go
at the Qantas maintenance base operations at
Tullamarine in Melbourne’s western suburbs. The
families that will be hardest hit are in the surrounding
suburbs that the member for Yuroke and I represent.
This is going to have a devastating effect on many
families. On top of this our region has already suffered,
with the hundreds of jobs lost at Toyota Altona, the cuts
to the public service and the fact that the government is
not currently investing in any long-term infrastructure
projects in the western suburbs. A focus on
employment generation in Melbourne’s outer west
would benefit the region’s economy and flow through
to a better life for families. Melton, Wyndham,
Brimbank and Hobsons Bay councils need the
government’s support to secure jobs and grow job
opportunities.
We need action. We need investment. We do not need a
Premier who governs for only half the state, rules on
the basis of postcodes and presides over a budget that
commits to only half of the state and does not commit
to working families. I ask the Premier to ensure that the
future of Melbourne Airport is secure and that the jobs
there have a future through real discussion, through
making real investment, through being an active part of
our community, through undertaking a plan for job
creation and maintaining current job security for those
in the workforce.

Carbon tax: Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise tonight to
speak in the adjournment debate, and the matter I wish
to raise is for the attention of the Minister for Energy
and Resources. The action I seek is for the minister to
come to my electorate to meet with small business
owners, residents and vital service providers to discuss
the impact of Labor’s carbon tax. In 60 days the Gillard
government’s carbon tax comes into effect. This will
certainly devastate businesses across Victoria. This is
because the Prime Minister has sought to use her own
state’s greatest economic strength against us — that is,
our access to cheap energy through brown coal.
Remember that this is a carbon tax the Prime Minister
promised never to introduce.
Access to health services is vital for all Victorians. I am
proud to be a member of a government that is investing
in our hospitals, and I am shocked at what Labor plans
to do to them. The Gillard government’s carbon tax will
slug Victoria’s hospitals with a power bill increase of
about $13.6 million a year. This will impact on the
services at hospitals including, in my electorate, Alfred
Health, Bethlehem hospital and the Masada and
Caulfield hospitals.
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Labor will also hit Victorian schools with a
multimillion-dollar carbon tax bill totalling $6 million,
$4.2 million of which will be to government schools.
The Gillard government is fleecing Victoria’s school
students to appease the Greens. Schools like Glen Eira
College, Caulfield Grammar School, Shelford Girls
Grammar and St Kilda Primary School will all have
their costs go up thanks to Labor.
The Municipal Association of Victoria has conducted a
carbon pricing survey that shows the estimated impact
on council rates to be rises of up to 3.3 per cent. This
will slug the ratepayers of the cities of Port Phillip and
Glen Eira in my electorate, who will already be being
hit by the carbon tax.
The small business sector is the biggest loser out of the
carbon tax. With electricity charges going up, small
businesses will be hit with rising costs within their
businesses and from their suppliers. Near my office is a
cafe called Kinch Fine Food. The owner, Shane, tells
me that his electricity bill is $1700 a month. If Labor’s
carbon tax increases his bills by 10 per cent, that is 53
more lattes he will need to sell in order to pay Julia
Gillard. That is not taking into account the increase in
costs of goods from suppliers.
Regardless of their political persuasion, every member
of Parliament should put their state first. It is shameful
that members of the opposition come into this place and
defend the carbon tax that they know in their hearts is a
merciless attack on the state which they seek to govern.
We have heard from the opposition. We have given
opposition members every opportunity to come clean
against the carbon tax; they keep on talking about jobs,
but not once have they come out and asked the Prime
Minister, Julia Gillard, to repeal the carbon tax. I invite
members of the opposition to join me to hear from
members of a forum in my electorate and to come clean
on the carbon tax.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The member for Mornington raised
with me an issue in relation to the Mount Eliza farmers
market. The matter the member referred to is the
prospect of expanding the market. To undertake the
task, additional funding is necessary. The project is the
Mount Eliza farmers market expansion project. It will
increase the market’s viability and enable it to cater for
growing demand on the part of local consumers, and it
will create flow-on economic benefits to stallholders
and local businesses. The project will include market
research, the introduction of new market-day activities,
recruiting and training of stallholders, market
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promotion, improvements to site infrastructure and
business improvements.
I regard farmers markets as being extremely important
in the wide variety of communities throughout Victoria
where they occur. The government has reflected that
degree of importance through the establishment of the
$2 million farmers markets support program. I am
pleased to be able to tell the member that from that
program the government will make available $20 000
in funding to the Mount Eliza farmers market. I have
had the opportunity of conversing with the member in
relation to this important initiative in his electorate, and
I am therefore delighted to say that $20 000 will be
available through that program to assist the work being
undertaken by the community in the further
development of the Mount Eliza farmers market.
The member for Gembrook raised with me three issues
of great significance within his electorate. The first of
those is an initiative of the Cardinia shire, the Bailey
Road service centre development at Cockatoo. The
member told the house about the history of this
particular location, particularly going back to 1983,
when bushfires came through and six lives were
tragically lost. I can tell the member that I have been to
this location in another context altogether to inspect the
facility myself, so I am aware of how important it is to
the local community, particularly having regard to the
memory of those six people who died in the events of
that tragic 1983 day, a matter of which I am sure all
members of this house are extremely respectful.
The Cardinia shire wants to undertake some
improvements in concert with the community. It is
intended that the government will provide funding for
the location’s development relating to the fitting out
and undertaking of associated works involving former
commercial buildings in Bailey Road. The intention is
that the finished centre will provide a range of flexible
multipurpose community spaces to cater for a range of
services, events and programs that meet the needs of
the small but disadvantaged local communities. I
recognise the significance of this project to the local
community, and I am pleased to be able to tell the
member that the government will make available
$50 000 by way of contribution to this fine initiative,
with the remainder of the $275 000 project to be funded
by the Cardinia shire.
The second matter the member raised with me is also
pertinent to the Cardinia shire. It concerns the Deep
Creek Reserve master plan. As we in the house all
know, the development of master plans for the use of
natural facilities is a matter of ongoing interest and
concern to many of our communities, and this is
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another instance where that has occurred. This is a
$61 000 project. The reserve itself is a significant
public space that will service suburbs in the Cardinia
shire and other growth area suburbs. The site contains
wetlands, flora and fauna habitats and natural
watercourses. The intention is to develop a plan which
will consider the feasibility of the reserve providing a
range of general recreation and sustainability-focused
community activities that are not currently available in
Cardinia. I am pleased to tell the member that the
government will contribute $30 000 towards this fine
initiative.
The third matter raised by the member was with regard
to the Belgrave multipurpose facility and the project
that will finalise the site location for the proposed
multipurpose facility. It will be an integrated
community and services hub to be located in the centre
of Belgrave within close proximity to the train station
and the bus terminal. I am pleased to tell the member
that the government will contribute $30 000 towards
the engagement of an external consultant to conduct
site assessments on council-owned land and to prepare
concept design plans and reporting documentation. I
would hope that these three worthy initiatives will be
welcomed by the residents of the electorate so ably
represented by the member for Gembrook.
The other matters raised with me were by the member
for Gippsland East. He has referred to two issues. The
two projects are located at Lindenow, which is a
beautiful area within the electorate of Gippsland East
and an area that I know well. Both of these, ironically
enough, relate to the provision of additional water
supplies around the area. Some might think that is an
irony because there have been many instances at
Lindenow when the river has been in flood and
members of that community wished they had less water
rather than more water. Be that as it may, the flood
plain itself is a fine area for the growth of horticultural
products.
It is in that context that the member seeks assistance for
Bulmer Farm Fresh Vegetables. This enterprise, which
is well known in the local region, provides beautiful
horticulture products to a number of outlets. The
company wishes to undertake the processing of its
product on its own premises as well as continuing in the
business that it has historically pursued. The project
will provide 10 new jobs, with the potential for more as
the demand for production increases. I am pleased to
say that the government will contribute $40 000 from
the Putting Locals First program in the Regional
Growth Fund to assist this worthy project.
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The other matter the member raised with me was in
relation to the Lindenow recreation reserve. What is
required is the provision of some irrigation
infrastructure that will enable a continual water supply
to three facilities at the community complex. They
include the recreation reserve, the adjoining oval and
the Lindenow Primary School grounds. As we are all
well aware, the availability of these forms of playing
areas is of vital importance to our small towns
throughout rural and regional Victoria. Part of the need
for making them available is that the surfaces in the
respective locations are capable of supporting the many
people who enjoy participating in different activities at
those facilities. I am pleased to say that the government
will contribute $50 000 to the Lindenow recreation
reserve project. The total of the funding is some
$95 000. I am again pleased to say that the $50 000 will
be contributed from the Regional Growth Fund.
These are examples of very worthy projects, and I
thank each of the three members for raising the matters
with me this evening. It is wonderful that the
government is able to, in each instance, make the
contributions to which I have referred.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — The member
for Yan Yean raised with me an issue in relation to a
series of road projects in her electorate that require
funding. I find it quite extraordinary that after 11 years
of Labor government we have a member who has so
many road projects that were not funded under that
Labor government. Normally a member would come in
with a particular road project or maybe two, but it
appears that the Labor government left Epping Road,
Yan Yean Road, the Findon Road traffic lights and
McDonalds Road — a whole host of projects —
unfunded. It appears to me also that the member
expects that all that will just be fixed up all of a sudden
in the first 18 months of a new government. That is on
top of the mess that was left by the former Labor
government for us to clean up.
I was at Yan Yean for the opening of the South Morang
railway station. It is interesting to note the different
approach and the different outcomes of different
governments. This particular project, taken over by the
incoming Baillieu government, was delivered on
budget and ahead of time. It was delivered on budget
and ahead of time by the new government.
Ms Green — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the minister is misleading the house. The
Hurstbridge — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! That is not a
point of order.
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Ms Green — As part of — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
house to come to order while I listen.
Ms Green — I would like to make my point of
order, and then I will accept your ruling, Deputy
Speaker. There was $90 million as part of the
South — —
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Yan Yean that taking a point of order is not
an excuse for a debate.
Ms Green — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the action that I sought from the minister was for him to
come and visit the Yan Yean electorate and explain
why — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order!

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Green — The minister has made a statement
that the South Morang rail project has been delivered
on time and ahead of budget — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry;
that is not a point of order, and the member for Yan
Yean very well knows it.
Mr MULDER — On top of that, we know that in
that electorate the people of Mernda were initially
expecting to get a railway extension, only to find that
the former government replaced that with a busway. I
met with the people in the community out there, and I
said that we would not go down that pathway and that
we will work with the people of Mernda in relation to a
rail extension. We will do the right thing.
The member for Yan Yean raised a very important
issue. I think it goes back to our handling of South
Morang, a project delivered on budget and ahead of
time. The member raised the issue of Cooper Street, a
road project that is attached to the Melbourne Markets
relocation. She raised the issue of why the Cooper
Street road project had not been delivered and why it
was delayed.
Ms Green interjected.
Mr MULDER — It is all in here in the
Auditor-General’s report entitled Melbourne Markets
Redevelopment. It gives the reason Cooper Street did
not proceed in the timely manner that it should have. It
is interesting to read what the Auditor-General had to
say about the Labor government’s handling of that
project, which delayed the Cooper Street road project.
We had to put it on hold until this issue had been sorted
out, but it is quite clear that the problem sat fairly and
squarely with the former Labor government. To see
what went wrong with the Melbourne Markets project
that caused the delay to Cooper Street, members should
look at the Auditor-General’s report.

Ms Green — When the minister started his response
he said that I had asked for action on a range of road
projects. The action that I clearly sought was for him to
come to the electorate and explain firsthand to the
community why for the second year in a row there is no
road funding for the Yan Yean electorate.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have heard
sufficient on the point of order. The member for Yan
Yean did ask the minister to visit. I believe that the
minister is responding in relation to the roads the
member mentioned and her request.
Mr MULDER — I think it would be helpful to
members of the community of Yan Yean if the
Hansard record in relation to the issue of Cooper Street
were forwarded to them, because it gives a very clear
indication as to why those types of projects were
delayed. The Auditor-General said:
… poor project implementation has adversely affected the
project.
Poor stakeholder management has:
significantly delayed the relocation of the market —

and in this case the carrying out of the implementation
of that road project on Cooper Street —
…
resulted in significant cost increases —

to the project —
…
had an adverse impact on tenant investment in this
industry.
…
Failure to update governance arrangements and project
management plans and to produce detailed project financials
following these changes contributed to poor outcomes.
Significant shortcomings in the procurement of the trading
floor mean that the process was not demonstrably fair and the
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evaluation process did not assure that the price to be paid to
the successful tenderer represented the best value for money.

Members can understand now why Cooper Street has
been delayed. It has been delayed because of the utter
incompetence of the former government, which could
not even run a fish market. It could not deliver that
project or other projects because it could not handle
money. If members consider the cost blow-out on this
particular project, they will realise that the price
doubled from an original cost of around $300 million.
Consider roads like Epping Road, Yan Yean Road,
Findon Road and McDonalds Road. How many of
those road projects could have been paid for if we had
not had to put up with this sort of mismanagement from
the Labor government? That is the reason we are in the
situation we are in now and the reason these projects
have been delayed.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Williamstown raised an issue with me
regarding funding for a program for a student with a
disability, Luke Schroder. He said the contribution from
the department for funding of that program had halved
between term 1 and term 2 and that a reassessment was
being done. It is unusual for funding to change
midstream, or mid-term in this case. Usually there
might be changes to levels of funding when students go
from primary school to secondary school, but, as I said,
I am not aware of a midstream funding change. I will
follow that up and find out why that is happening. I will
find out where the reassessment is at and follow it up
with the member.
The member for Ivanhoe raised with me the issue of the
recent fire at the Olympic Village primary school
campus of Charles La Trobe P-12 College. I need to
make a couple of points of clarification. Half the school
was not destroyed. There was a fire at the school and a
number of rooms were destroyed, but it was certainly
not half the school. The parts that were razed have been
demolished, and some other areas have been closed up
because there was smoke and water damage and works
need to be done. Also, no toilets were destroyed. The
toilet block is still standing and is quite okay, as is the
kitchen, which is attached to the block.
Mr Carbines interjected.
Mr DIXON — It is one thing to say they are
destroyed, but now the member is saying the students
cannot get to them. They are two quite different things.
The reason the toilets are closed is because that block is
isolated from the rest of the school, and for the safety of
the students the school made the decision that the
students are not to access those toilets. I support that
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decision. I think we have to get the correct facts before
we make some of these assertions.
The member for Ivanhoe made another factual error —
that is, that students who receive the EMA (education
maintenance allowance) will be losing funding.
Because the school goes only to grade 4 at the Olympic
Village primary school campus, every single student in
grade 1 to grade 4 who receives the EMA — and I
imagine it would be most of them — will actually
receive an increase in funding from $117 to $150. From
next year prep students will have an increase in funding
from $117.15 to $200. That is a big increase for those
students. It would not surprise me, and I would imagine
it is so, that Olympic Village primary school would be
one of the 200 most needy schools in Victoria, although
I cannot guarantee it because I have not recently
checked the list. It would therefore get a net increase in
its funding — in other words, it will receive extra
equity funding. We are looking after our needy students
as well as our needy schools.
With regard to the fire, when I was opening the senior
campus of Charles La Trobe College I went out to
inspect the Olympic Village site because I was getting
conflicting information regarding the outcome of the
fire. The department has given me three options in
relation to the situation, and I have asked for a fourth
option to be considered. I expect that advice to come
back to me pretty soon. In the meantime I was assured
by the principal that the school is coping. I understand
the circumstances of the school, and I also understand
how it serves the community. The school will receive
funding, and I am working towards a speedy conclusion
so that the school has certainty in relation to what
amount of funding it will receive in order to have it up
and running as before.
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I will respond to the member for
Cranbourne first, and I thank him for raising with me
the matter concerning the operations of the Skye
quarry. I understand that residents who live close by
have issues with the operation of the quarry and are
concerned about trucks using the service roads and
whether there is compliance with the licences that apply
to that site.
Victoria’s quarry industry is very important to our
building and construction industry. The fact that we
have so many quarries relatively close to metropolitan
areas where construction takes place is a significant
competitive advantage for this state. In New South
Wales there are now no quarries within 100 kilometres
of Sydney, so the cost involved in removing the
extracted material from the quarries and transporting it
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to where construction is taking place is a very
significant impost.
As a state it is very important that we maintain the
quarries that operate in areas close to construction
zones. While this will inevitably lead, from time to
time, to some tensions between quarry operators and
local residents, it is important that we get the balance
right, because sanitising all our quarrying areas that are
close to metropolitan areas would lead to significantly
increased construction costs. That is not something we
can afford as a state. It is about a competitive advantage
for Victoria, and we cannot afford to lose that.
In relation to the specifics of this issue, it is important
that every quarry operator comply with the terms of its
licences. Licence terms are not negotiable. They are put
in place to protect the environment and the amenity of
the local community, and my department will ensure
that those licence conditions are complied with. While I
cannot give any answer tonight in terms of the specific
concerns that have been raised by the member for
Cranbourne, I can say to him that I will instruct my
department to thoroughly investigate those concerns
and report any findings in relation to breaches of
licence conditions. I will communicate that information
to the member for Cranbourne so that he can let his
constituents know the findings of my department, as the
regulator of these matters. I thank the member for
Cranbourne for raising this matter with me.
I also thank the member for Caulfield for raising with
me the concerns of his constituents regarding the
federal Gillard government’s carbon tax. I will accept
his invitation to attend a carbon tax forum in the
Caulfield electorate because I understand that there are
many families and businesses, particularly small
businesses, that are extremely concerned about the
upcoming impost of the federal Gillard government’s
carbon tax on 1 July this year. It may well be that while
I am there with the member for Caulfield other elected
members of Parliament might also wish to be there. I
am sure there are some upper house members, such as
Mr Lenders, the former Treasurer and member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the Council, who
would attend. Mr Lenders is now the shadow minister
for resources and some other things, and maybe he
would like to attend, hear the views of his constituents
and see whether they will be praising and thanking him
for standing up there and hugging the carbon tax with
Julia Gillard.
We have seen from the debate we have had in this
house today that those opposite love the carbon tax.
They want to hug the carbon tax. They think it is terrific
for the people of Victoria. They ignore the fact that

1947

modelling undertaken by Deloitte Access Economics
shows that there will be 35 000 fewer Victorians in jobs
over the next three years because of the carbon tax.
They ignore the fact that the state budget will be over
$600 million worse off because of the carbon tax. They
ignore the impacts on hospitals and schools, and they
ignore the fact that they are supporting a carbon tax that
exempts petrol but makes public transport more
expensive. The member for Williamstown supports a
so-called environmental tax which makes public
transport more expensive but cars cheaper to run. Gee!
Isn’t that bright!
This is a shocking tax, and it will be a shocking impost
on Victoria. I made the point earlier that if you were
trying to design a tax to specifically single out, punish
and penalise Victorian families and Victorian
businesses, it would look like federal Labor’s carbon
tax — and those opposite support it. To a man and to a
woman they support federal Labor’s carbon tax, and
they will be responsible for the economic consequences
that carbon tax will render when it hits this state.
On the federal government’s own modelling Victoria
will get hit first and hardest, not just in the first year but
for the next 25 years. Until 2038 Victoria’s gross state
product will be hit harder than any other state, and
members opposite support that. Under the federal
government’s own modelling 8 million Australian
families, and presumably 2 million Victorian families,
will not be adequately compensated for the impost of
the carbon tax, and members opposite support that —
they all support it. This is a dreadful economic impost
on the people of this state.
I will be delighted to join my friend and colleague the
member for Caulfield out there in his lovely electorate.
I am very happy to go to Kinch Fine Food. Maybe I can
help buy one of those 53 lattes and at least on one day
try to remedy some of the additional costs to these
small businesses of this federal Labor carbon tax, which
the members of the Victorian Labor Party support.
Shoulder to shoulder, comrade to comrade, man and
woman, to a person they support it. This side of the
Parliament does not support it. We support Victorian
families, we support businesses, we support jobs and
we support affordable power. We will not support the
federal Labor government’s carbon tax, which it does
not even have a mandate for, because it is a bad policy
based on a lie.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — It is worth noting once again the
number of ministers who have come in here to respond
to adjournment matters raised by various members of
the Parliament. It is a far cry indeed from the state of
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affairs that we saw under the previous government in
the last term.
Having said that, the member for Keilor raised a matter
for the Premier, and I will ensure that that is passed on.
The member for Mitcham raised an issue for the
Assistant Treasurer regarding providing information to
Nadrasca about the implications of the Gillard
government’s proposed occupational health and safety
laws. I will ensure that that is passed on to the Assistant
Treasurer.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.58 p.m.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

Notices of motion: removal

The SPEAKER — Order! I report to the house that
we are having some problems with the microphones —
half are working and half are not.

The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 13 to
21 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain notify the
Clerk in writing by 6.00 p.m. today.

Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am very grateful that
mine is working. One of the difficulties we have is that
we do not necessarily know which microphones are
affected.
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! No, it is a reasonably
serious matter because some members are going to
have to be patient until we can get a microphone that
works near them. We understand every second
microphone is not working. I ask members to be
patient. We are trying to rectify the issue as quickly as
we possibly can. I can tell the Treasurer that it is not a
budget cut that has caused this!

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.
Mr MADDEN having given notice of motion:
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to rulings from the Chair in relation to
the length of notices. I would ask you to consider the
terms of that notice and to deal with it accordingly.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Speaker, this
is a matter I have raised in respect of notices of motion
that members of the government have come in with and
pranced around about. The Clerk’s office has advised
me that the 250-word limit is considered and
subsequently applied, and a notice is amended if that is
required. If that is to change, then I believe there should
be a new ruling from the Chair.
The SPEAKER — Order! I take note of the points
of order that have been raised. We will have a look at
them, but I think that notice of motion, even though it
seemed lengthy, fitted within the guidelines.
Further notices of motion given.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Personal Expense Reimbursement,
Travel Expenses and Corporate Credit Cards — Ordered to
be printed
Statutory Rules under the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 —
SRs 27, 28
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report on the Niddrie
District by-election held on 24 March 2012.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Budget: Kilsyth electorate
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise today to
commend the Baillieu government for its responsible
state budget for 2012–13. For more than 10 years we
saw reckless, irresponsible fiscal management from the
Labor government. We saw waste of mass proportions
and we saw bungled projects — and we are still seeing
the same incompetent management from the federal
Labor government. Over Labor’s decade in government
expenditure growth averaged 7.3 per cent, while
revenue growth averaged 6.9 per cent. My six-year-old
son could tell you that that does not add up. It was
unsustainable, and now Victorians are paying the price.
Given these significant challenges, I commend the
Baillieu government for focusing on securing the
future. The 2012–13 state budget makes a record $5.8
billion investment in infrastructure. It will create jobs. It
will ease the burden on small business with its
WorkCover premium reduction, which is great news
for the industrial sector in my electorate. The Minister
for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade recently spoke of
the Baillieu government’s support for manufacturing
while visiting local companies Assemco, Denso,
Hychill, PACCAR-Kenworth and RFS, and this
premium reduction reaffirms that commitment to local
business and industry.
I was thrilled that Eastwood Primary School will get
$350 000 to fund the schematic and detailed design
stages of the school rebuild. This is fantastic news for
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the school community. Eastwood is a leader in
education, and this funding brings it a step closer to the
goal of operating out of brand-new, state-of-the-art
facilities.
This is a responsible budget — the type of budget that
Victoria needs. It shows that the Baillieu government
will not emulate the Labor tradition of recklessly
throwing money at headlines. This budget will drive
economic activity, productivity and jobs, and this
responsible approach shows that Victoria is in safe
hands.

Grace Woltanski
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I want
to commend some of my constituents. The first is Grace
Woltanski, the president of the local Polish 40+ Club,
who has been running that organisation since 1998 and
working with the elderly Polish community. Some
years ago she was given a special award by former
Governor de Kretser. She has helped members of the
Polish community with translation and assistance with
their problems, Centrelink and the like. She has done
that for many years as a volunteer.

John Laughton
Mr DONNELLAN — Sadly I heard at an Anzac
Day ceremony that John Laughton, the president of the
Dandenong/Cranbourne RSL, is going to retire. He has
been working in the Dandenong RSL for many years.
He is a resident of Narre Warren. He has made
enormous contributions to the RSL. Above all else, he
has also made an enormous contribution to fundraising
for sick children. He is a marvellous person, a sailor
and a gentleman.

Carlos Loyola
Mr DONNELLAN — Another person I want to
commend is Carlos Loyola, who runs Doveton Special
Soccer School. He founded the school in 1993. He is
the Australian coach for the Special Olympics. Over
many years Carlos has sacrificed profit from his small
business to contribute to ensuring that children with
special needs are given dignity and can play soccer at a
serious level. In 2011 he received a Medal of the Order
of Australia, but his most important achievement is the
great joy he brings to these children, which you see on
their faces when they play soccer.
I commend all three people for their enormous
contributions to my electorate.
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Budget: South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Yesterday the
Baillieu government handed down its 2012–13 state
budget. The budget is a clear plan to meet the
challenges Victoria faces while positioning the state to
take advantage of current and future opportunities. It
recognises that, just like households and businesses, the
government must live within its means. It is a
responsible budget that invests in state infrastructure.
The South Barwon electorate and Geelong will receive
a major infrastructure boost. There is a $93.27 million
investment in a major upgrade of Geelong Hospital,
including 56 additional beds and an integrated cancer
centre. There is an $8.04 million allocation for the
purchase of land for the new Grovedale railway station,
which will service Geelong’s southern suburbs and
Armstrong Creek. There is also a $13.6 million
allocation for the construction of the Waurn Ponds
police station and State Emergency Service facility.
This will see a dedicated police presence south of the
Barwon River, and it honours the coalition’s election
commitment to addressing law and order in the region.
There is also $6.16 million for the purchase of land for
a future school site in Armstrong Creek East or
Connewarre. This is forward thinking, and it positions
the state well ahead of the game in terms of education.
We certainly do not want to see a repeat of the
education mess that the Baillieu government inherited
in Torquay due to the inaction of the Labor
government.

Budget: western suburbs
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — The Premier’s
second budget is a horror budget for families living in
the western suburbs. The budget outlines a further cut
to school capital funding, returning to Kennett-era
levels of austerity, and schools west of Melbourne are,
predictably, the first to miss out. Mr Baillieu also used
his second budget to take the School Start bonus away
from 100 000 families while also cutting the education
maintenance allowance, which helped cover the cost of
school expenses for low-income families. This
government has delivered no new Metro Trains
Melbourne trains or services in this budget, so there is
no relief for people waiting on bustling platforms,
watching trains pass by on the Werribee and Sydenham
lines.
Furthermore, the government’s ongoing debacle that is
their protective services officers policy continues to
bleed money, with a paltry $17 million over the next
two years provided for the upgrade of over 66 train
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stations. With no time line set for the rollout, I am sure
the west will bear the brunt of this policy as it continues
to run over budget and over time. Moreover, there are
no planned police station upgrades in this budget in the
western suburbs.
However, the western suburbs will be home to a
brand-new 500-bed prison. The prison, it seems, is the
government’s only plan to create jobs west of the
Maribyrnong, because the major infrastructure plan
again largely ignores the needs of the western suburbs.
The plan for the east–west link has next to no
funding — $13 million out of the $30 million that is
needed for the planning stage alone. That is it — an
underfunded plan for a highway that is in itself years
away. All the while the population in the west booms,
and more cars cram onto the main roads. Last but not
least, there is no funding for the St Albans crossing
traffic congestion issue.

Budget: Bentleigh electorate
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — Yesterday the coalition
government delivered the 2012–13 budget, which has
been shaped by the economic challenges we are
experiencing at present. The budget’s focus is on
securing the future for Victorians. Victoria’s challenges
are real, and they are substantial.
Labor’s legacy was to leave Victoria in a financial
mess, and if its spending levels over the past decade
had continued, we would today be looking at an
operating deficit for the 2012–13 year of $4 billion. Net
debt would have risen to almost $60 billion in just four
years. The government could not ignore those realities,
nor could it passively accept them. The coalition
government has taken a responsible and necessary
approach to rebuilding the finances of Victoria. This
budget sets out a clear plan to meet the challenges and
the position Victoria is in to take full advantage of
current and future opportunities.
With this in mind, I am delighted to announce that I
have listened to the community and secured $260 000
for planning at Coatesville Primary School. Coatesville
Primary School is experiencing a significant increase in
the number of student enrolments it receives annually.
The school community is delighted with this
announcement and appreciates the significant
contribution this funding will make to the education of
students and the development of their future.
Our children are our future. Having listened to the
community, I am pleased to announce funding of
$7.3 million for the planning and preparation of the
Monash Children’s hospital at Southern Health. The
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number of young families in the electorate continues to
grow. Land has been secured, and we are making clear
progress for the future.
As a state and as a community, we will be defined not
by the challenges we face but by the collective actions
we take to address them. As the local member for
Bentleigh, I have listened, and after 11 long years of
neglect I am delivering to address community needs.
We are delivering on our election commitments.

Anzac Day: Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to commend the
thousands of constituents of the Yan Yean electorate
for the respectful and diverse way they commemorated
Anzac Day at numerous ceremonies run by churches,
schools, community groups and, importantly, the four
wonderful RSL sub-branches of Epping, Hurstbridge,
Whittlesea and Diamond Creek-Doreen. The two
highlights were the first-ever march and ceremony in
my home suburb of Doreen, hosted by Laurimar
Primary School. I thank this forward-looking RSL
sub-branch, led by president John Langford, for
reaching out to our new community and for its plans to
build an Anzac memorial at Laurimar Primary School.
It was very emotional to hear president Herb Mason at
the Epping RSL recite the oath with his 14-year-old
daughter. In the 11 years that I have been attending,
Maddy has been at Herb’s side. To see her stand with
him and recite the oath was truly emotional, and we
know the Anzac tradition will live on through Maddy
Mason.
I want to particularly thank the Watsonia RSL Pipes
and Drums for the deep honour of inviting me to sing
the Amazing Grace solo with them at the Epping RSL.
It is an honour I will never forget.
The Anzac Day ceremonies could not have been as
successful without the cadets from Ivanhoe Grammar
School, various scout troops, all the Country Fire
Authority brigades from the area, the police and the
many schools and members of the community who
braved the rain to make Anzac Day 2012 a truly
memorable one in the Yan Yean electorate.

Anzac Day: Forest Hill electorate
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — Last week I was
pleased to attend and participate in a range of
remembrance services as part of Anzac Day activities.
These included the annual RSL commemoration church
service held at St Patrick’s Cathedral, the Blackburn
RSL sub-branch march and services, the Rotary Club of
Monash schools Anzac Day service and the dawn
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service held by the Blackburn RSL sub-branch. I note
that due to the very wet conditions, the Rotary Club of
Whitehorse schools Anzac Day service unfortunately
had to be cancelled.
The dawn service at Blackburn was held at the
clubrooms due to the inclement weather but was
nevertheless an excellent service that was very well
attended. This was followed by a hearty breakfast
kindly put on by the members of the club. I wish to
congratulate and thank the hardworking members of the
Blackburn RSL sub-branch and the Rotary Club of
Monash for organising these local events. The very
strong support for all these events is encouraging and
shows without doubt the importance of Anzac Day to
the residents of the eastern suburbs.

Budget: responsible management
Mr ANGUS — The Treasurer and his team are to
be congratulated on yesterday delivering another
responsible budget for the people of Victoria. This is a
budget that has been developed in the midst of the very
challenging financial circumstances the state finds itself
in. It is a forward-looking document that is focused on
securing the future of Victoria by rebuilding the state’s
finances. The budget sets out a clear plan to address the
current challenges and also take advantage of both
current and future opportunities.
This is in dramatic contrast to the former government
that ran the state, with expenses growing at 7.3 per cent
and revenue growing at 6.9 per cent per annum — a
fundamentally flawed approach to economic
management which in stark terms reflects the financial
incompetence of the previous Labor government.

Health: western suburbs
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — A recent
program of health screening in Melbourne’s west has
highlighted the ever-present policy dilemma faced by
governments in formulating their health prevention
policies. Late last year, the western Melbourne
committee of Regional Development Australia
coordinated more than 1500 confidential health screens
at the five Centrelink sites in Footscray, Sunshine,
Melton, Newport and Werribee, targeting both
unemployed and underemployed people.
The results were remarkable for all the wrong reasons.
More than one-third of respondents admitted to being
smokers, 60 per cent were overweight or obese, 10 per
cent probably had type 2 diabetes and 21 per cent
reported a daily alcohol intake at levels considered
risky. Many of these results are double and triple the
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national averages and suggest that a great number in
our community will suffer from the onset of a chronic
disease, potentially leading to a premature death. Areas
such as Melbourne’s west require serious and structured
funding to target those in the community who are at the
highest risk of being diagnosed with a chronic disease.
Health screening, education and simple lifestyle
changes can be tailored to assist people to better
understand their individual risk factors before it is too
late.
The Baillieu government has already announced a plan
to target childhood obesity, and last year it launched its
unfunded health and wellbeing plan for the next four
years. Whilst both plans are commendable, neither
contains measurements to help determine their success
or failure. Without a targeted approach by government,
I fear that these policies will do little to slow or reverse
the rate of preventable disease in Melbourne’s west.

Anzac Day: Rabaul commemoration
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last week I joined several
hundred people in Rabaul to commemorate Anzac Day
and the 70th anniversary of World War II coming to
Rabaul, then an Australian territory. Those present
included World War II coastwatchers Jim Burrows and
Matt Foley; members of the Rabaul and Montevideo
Maru Society, the New Guinea Volunteer Rifles and
the Papua New Guinea Volunteer Rifles;
representatives of the governments of the United States,
Britain and Norway; and many locals.
The invasion of Rabaul in 1942 was a dark chapter in
Australia’s history. The Lark Force of about 1000 men
was called upon to defend the city against many
thousands of Japanese. There was no plan for a
strategic withdrawal, and when defeat was inevitable
the order was ‘every man for himself’, which was a
condemnation of the military and political leadership of
the day. Whilst a couple of hundred men successfully
escaped to Australia, many died of disease or were
killed, including 100 who were massacred at the Tol
Plantation. Most tragically, 835 military personnel and
218 civilians lost their lives on the unmarked Japanese
ship, the Montevideo Maru, which was sunk by a US
submarine.
Congratulations go to those involved in organising the
commemorative services, in particular Susie McQuade
and her family, Steve Sanders and the Rabaul Historical
Society, and Phil Ainsworth, Andrea Williams and
John Holland. I hope that the many people present who
lost husbands, fathers and other loved ones took
comfort in the fact that Rabaul will not forget their
sacrifice. Lest we forget.
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Regional and rural Victoria: government
performance
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — In the late 1990s,
under the previous Kennett government, regional and
rural Victoria was languishing under a
Melbourne-centric government. This saw Labor elected
in 1999, and under Steve Bracks and John Brumby
major efforts were made to lift rural and regional
communities through direct government intervention.
Infrastructure construction projects were supported by
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund and by
increases in the health, education, transport and other
capital budgets. Some government departments, such as
the State Revenue Office, and components of other
government departments were moved from Melbourne
into the regions to build further job opportunities.
In the Ballarat East electorate new employment
opportunities were supported, including substantial
support for the University of Ballarat Technology Park
and tourism projects at Sovereign Hill and the Hepburn
Springs bathhouse. The manufacturing industry was
also supported with a range of programs providing for
export expansion, the upgrading of production systems
and transitioning into new production opportunities.
This saw my region regain a sense of optimism as jobs
grew and facilities improved. This was all done with
the underpinning of a AAA budget bottom line,
contrary to what the government tries to mythologise.
Since the election of the Baillieu government residents
of the Ballarat East electorate have seen a stagnation in
further development. Over the last year we have seen
things going backwards, with too many jobs being lost,
the job losses at CMI Industrial being the most recent.

Budget: Ashwood College
Mr WATT (Burwood) — Yesterday the 2012–13
budget was released. It is a budget that will be good for
Victoria, good for Burwood and especially good for
Ashwood College. It is pleasing that funding of
$10.5 million has been allocated for Ashwood College.
It brings to an end the long wait the Ashwood
community has had to endure over many years. This
significant investment in the infrastructure of Ashwood
College will put it at the forefront of secondary
schooling in the region. The coalition committed
$10.5 million for new facilities at the college at the last
state election. The current buildings are more than
40 years old.
This is a great outcome for the local community, and I
commend the good work of the principal, Kerrie Croft;
the school council president, Mariette Tuohey; and all
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the current and past staff members and students. They
should all be proud of their persistence and their
commitment to Ashwood College and its future. I have
already spoken to Kerrie Croft, to the school council
president, Mariette Tuohey, and to council member
Russell Creek since the announcement was made. They
are all grateful that these funds have been allocated. I
look forward to visiting the school at the earliest
convenient opportunity to meet with Kerrie and the
students to discuss the next step in this important
project.
After 11 years of Labor neglect it has taken a coalition
government to finally act to get this funding. This is on
top of an already steady stream of education capital
investment in the Burwood electorate, including in
Wattle Park Primary School, Hartwell Primary School
and Ashburton Primary School. The coalition has
increased funding for capital projects across education
in Victoria by $200 million.
Burwood Village Autumn Festival
Mr WATT — I would like to encourage all
Burwood residents and members of this house to attend
the Burwood Village Autumn Festival this Sunday,
6 May. Burwood Village is located on Toorak Road
between Warrigal Road and Charles Street.

Charles La Trobe College: Heidelberg West
campus fire damage
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — The West
Heidelberg community condemns the Minister for
Education for refusing to provide temporary toilets or
classrooms for 100 students at the Olympic Village
prep to grade 4 campus of Charles La Trobe P–12
College in Heidelberg West, which two months ago
suffered a massive fire that destroyed the art, music
and cooking classrooms. Despite receiving three
options to repair the fire damage, this minister
continues his dithering. He has now sought a fourth
option from his bureaucrats because he just will not
make a decision; he just will not take action to help
this vulnerable school. Eight hundred thousand
dollars is required to fix the burnt out buildings at this
school. That is the advice the minister has received,
and that is the advice he should act on. He should
stop dithering and making excuses for not providing
support to the Olympic Village primary school
campus.

Police: Heidelberg West station
Mr CARBINES — Can I also say in relation to
respect in this place that the Minister for Police and
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Emergency Services seems to believe that respect is
something you demand as of right. The Heidelberg
West community has my respect for its determined
campaign to have its police station reopened. It is time
the Baillieu government showed some respect for the
people of Heidelberg West, because they have earnt
that respect; they have earnt an open police station. We
have had nothing but excuses, delays and obfuscation
from this government in relation to the serious matter of
community safety in Heidelberg West. It is time the
police minister came out to Heidelberg West and
explained why he will not provide and open a new
police station there.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Budget: responsible management
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — Congratulations to the
coalition government and the Treasurer on delivering a
responsible, conservative budget, one that is for the
times — unlike the uncontrollable borrow-and-spend
mentality of Labor, with its crazy, ludicrous projects
and ideologies.

Mahogany Rise Primary School: student
leaders
Mr SHAW — Recently I was pleased to attend
Mahogany Rise Primary School in Frankston North to
present school captain badges to a number of students.
Mahogany Rise is outside my electorate, but I was
pleased to attend and be part of the proceedings. It is a
real disappointment that the member for Cranbourne,
whose electorate the school is in, neglects the Pines so
much that someone from outside the electorate is
invited to fill the void he has left through his obvious
neglect.

Anzac Day: Fletcher Davis
Mr SHAW — On Anzac Day every year citizens of
Frankston and surrounding areas gather at the cenotaph
in front of the Frankston City Council chambers. The
Frankston RSL Pipes and Drums, of which I am a pipe
member, led the march of servicemen and women. It
was a memorable time for all. It was particularly
memorable for veteran Mr Fletcher Davis, who served
in the defence forces in Vietnam. Fletcher had never
marched in an Anzac Day parade before, but with a
little coaxing I managed to have him agree for me to
pick him up and take him to the parade and to see him
wearing his medals and walking with fellow veterans. I
am pleased to say that he will march again. Fletcher, I
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am proud of you. I am proud of all veterans who have
served this country.

Frankston: book launch
Mr SHAW — Last Saturday the Treasurer attended
the launch of a book entitled Naming Frankston
Streets — The People and Their Stories, in which he
gave a personal history of his family involvement in the
settlement of Frankston. Both Wells Road and Wells
Street are named after ancestors of the Treasurer. I
thank the organisers from the Mornington Peninsula
Family History Society and the authors of the book,
Marjory Knight, Lynne Emblin and Leonie Marshall,
for their wonderful presentation and their dedication to
the history of Frankston.

Northern College of the Arts and Technology
and William Ruthven Secondary College:
funding
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to lament the failure
of the government’s 2012–13 budget to fund important
and necessary upgrades to the Northern College of the
Arts and Technology, formerly known as Northland
Secondary College, and the William Ruthven
Secondary College. Both of those school communities
deserve and expect the upgrades that are needed. They
both received significant funding during the term of the
last government, but they require finalisation of
important school projects which will develop the
educational facilities on those two sites.
It is important to note that the communities of those two
schools have taken very responsible attitudes to their
needs. The William Ruthven Secondary College has
been involved in a merger between three schools. The
site of the former Lakeside Secondary College is for
sale, and the William Ruthven Secondary College
community is expecting that the funds from the sale of
that site will be used to fund the upgrade of its college.
This community is dedicated to improving educational
outcomes for its children. I was lucky enough to visit
the school with the member for Mulgrave, the Leader
of the Opposition; Jenny Mikakos, a member for
Northern Metropolitan Region in the other place; and
the member for Thomastown. We met the wonderful
kids and teachers at the school who are so dedicated to
improving educational performance in that area. It was
truly inspirational to meet such bright and intelligent
children who are so looking forward to a bright future.

Rail: Mitcham level crossings
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — The people of the
Mitcham electorate have seen typical Labor
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opportunism and have seen that Labor and the shadow
Minister for Roads are out of touch. Labor tried to
pre-empt the government by announcing in this week’s
Whitehorse Leader that the Mitcham and Rooks roads
level crossings would not be funded in this year’s
budget. After Labor and the former member for
Mitcham ignored these level crossings for 11 years, I
am proud of the fact that the Baillieu government is
dealing with the dangerous and severely congested
areas created by these level crossings.
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RSL sub-branch site. These developments complicated
arrangements for the relocation, and it has taken a lot of
work by RSL members and others in the community to
see this project completed. I would particularly like to
thank Bill McKenna, the president of the
Montmorency-Eltham RSL sub-branch; Alan Field,
OAM; the vice-president, Alex Smith; the assistant
secretary; all members of the Eltham War Memorial
committee; and local businesspeople Mal Hutchings,
Rob Boyle and Robin Bliem, who donated a lot of
labour free of charge.

Anzac Day: Mitcham electorate
Ms RYALL — I commend the Mitcham and
Blackburn RSL sub-branches on their splendid Anzac
Day services. Both of the services I attended, the
service on the Sunday before Anzac Day and the dawn
service, were moving and conducted in a manner that
greatly honoured the lives of those lost. We will
remember them. Lest we forget.

Alan Birkett
Ms RYALL — I would like to recognise an unsung
hero of the Mitcham electorate, Mr Alan Birkett — or
Lolo Alan, which means ‘Grandpa Alan’ in Filipino.
Alan set up a charity in 2007 called Project Joshua after
having visited the Philippines’s poorest provinces and
meeting baby Joshua, who had a cleft lip and palate and
was malnourished. Since then Alan’s tireless charity
work has seen improvement in the lives of 11 Filipino
children, who have received life-saving surgery.
Congratulations, Alan, and keep up the great work.

Nicholas Groenewald
Ms RYALL — Congratulations to Mitcham teen
Nicholas Groenewald, who won six gold medals and
one bronze medal in individual events and one team
bronze medal in team events at the Australian Age
Swimming Championships in Brisbane two weeks ago.
Nick also broke Ian Thorpe’s Australian age record in
the 200-metre individual medley and broke his own
national record in the 100 metres backstroke.
Congratulations, Nick.

Eltham cenotaph: relocation
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to congratulate
and thank the members of the Montmorency-Eltham
RSL sub-branch and the broader Eltham community for
their success in relocating the Eltham cenotaph to the
war memorial hall site on Main Road, Eltham. The
relocation became necessary following the
amalgamation of the Montmorency and Eltham
sub-branches and the offering for sale of the Eltham

The new cenotaph was truly christened with Eltham’s
first dawn service at the new site. Despite the miserable
weather — the constant rain and gloom — local
residents flocked in large numbers to the service,
demonstrating the warm feelings local people have
towards the RSL sub-branch in Eltham. It was a
moving service and a fitting tribute to those who have
fallen for our country, and it was a tremendously
important launch of the new resting place of the Eltham
cenotaph.

Anzac Day: Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
Mr Tony Wilson and the executive members of the
Mentone RSL, along with members of the wider
Mentone, Parkdale and Mordialloc communities.
Anzac Day 2012 was marked by dawn services as well
as the later 9.00 a.m. services attended by several
hundred members of the community. A wide
cross-section of schools were represented, including
Kilbreda College, St Bede’s College, Mentone Girls
Grammar and Mentone Grammar, along with
community organisations, including the local Hellenic
community. I especially pay tribute to Elsie Lander,
who at the age of 100 attended the march and service.
Lest we forget.

Sandringham East Primary School: war crimes
campaign
Mr THOMPSON — Forty-seven students from
Sandringham East Primary School wrote to my office
in March joining international community demands that
Ugandan war criminal Joseph Kony be brought to
justice. The mass kidnapping of over 30 000 children
has caused massive suffering. I commend the good
work of local students in raising awareness about this
issue and taking action to make a difference.

Victorian Amateur Football Association
Mr THOMPSON — The Victorian Amateur
Football Association is the largest football organisation
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in the nation, representing 74 clubs and over
12 000 players. Community football clubs play an
important role in local community engagement. I
congratulate the executive, life members, club
office-bearers and other volunteers for their great work.

Black Rock Yacht Club: lift installation
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the Black
Rock Yacht Club upon the occasion of the official
opening of its club lift. The project was conceived in
2005 and took several years of fundraising, along with
the generosity of a club benefactor and the support of
club members, to be realised.

Clean up Australia Day: Sandringham
electorate
Mr THOMPSON — I also pay tribute to the
members of the Sandringham and wider community for
their contribution to Clean Up Australia Day this year.

Disability services: statewide equipment
program
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It was with great
pleasure that together with my federal colleague the
member for Holt, Anthony Byrne, I met with residents
in the Cranbourne area seeking support in relation to
disability issues that many local parents are facing on a
daily basis. It was a very interactive conversation.
Many issues were put to us strongly.
One major concern that stood out related to issues with
the statewide equipment program. This program
provides people who have a permanent or long-term
disability with subsidised aids and equipment, including
continence aids and oxygen, vehicle and home
modifications et cetera. It was brought up that recently
many of the aids and pieces of equipment being funded
by the Department of Human Services were broken and
simply did not work. This should surely be investigated
by the Minister for Community Services, and
subsequently funding should be provided by the
government to support aids and equipment that actually
work.

Gateway Worship and Performing Arts
Centre: opening
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I also had the
pleasure of attending the grand opening of the Gateway
Worship and Performing Arts Centre in the electorate
of Cranbourne last Sunday morning. The many
attendees were entertained by a musical performance
that was carried out over two sessions during the
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morning. The gathering was addressed by the Minister
for Planning, Matthew Guy, who assured the
community that in the future these sorts of facilities will
be allowed to be built — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Budget: Swan Hill electorate hospitals
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — I thank the Minister for Health for his
announcement in the state budget of funding for the
rebuilding of the Charlton hospital following the floods.
As everyone in the house knows, the township of
Charlton was severely flooded last year, particularly the
hospital, which had nearly a metre of water go through
it in some places. As we know, there was a decision
made that it could not be rebuilt or refurbished at its
current site because of the risk of infection in the future.
The announcement of that money was a great boost to
the community of Charlton.
I had the pleasure of being there a couple of weeks ago
for the reopening of the Rex Theatre, which is another
great project in Charlton. One of the key messages from
the community of Charlton has been, ‘We don’t just
want to rebuild after the floods; we actually want to
make sure Charlton is better in the future’. So the
announcement from the Minister for Health in the
budget was a great announcement and a very positive
step for the community of Charlton in its rebuilding
program.
I also thank the Minister for Health for his
announcement of $18 million for the rebuilding of the
aged-care facility at the Swan Hill hospital. As two
former ministers from the other side of the house
acknowledged when they visited Swan Hill, it is one of
the aged-care facilities most in need of refurbishment
right across Victoria. That $18 million is a great
outcome, and I urge the commonwealth in its budget
next week to put in the money for the actual hospital as
well.

David Scott
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to celebrate the
life of David Scott and his extraordinary contribution to
civic life in Australia and well beyond our shores.
David passed away on 22 April after an extraordinary
life. He spent his life dedicated to community service.
David was the executive director of the Brotherhood of
St Laurence, chairman of Community Aid Abroad,
president of the Australian Council for Overseas Aid,
vice-president of the commonwealth Social Security
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Advisory Council, a council member for the Royal
Melbourne Institute of Technology, executive chairman
of the Victorian Land Conservation Council and a
commissioner of the former State Electricity
Commission of Victoria. In 1975 he was appointed an
Officer of the Order of Australia, only to resign the
following year because of the Australian government’s
betrayal of the people of East Timor. He was later
readmitted, in 1992. David was also adjunct professor
at Swinburne Institute of Social Research. He was the
author of many books, including Don’t Mourn for
Me — Organise — The Social and Political Uses of
Voluntary Organisations.
In the Second World War, David served on the
destroyer HMAS Arunta, joining it a short time after
the Arunta had evacuated the 2/2nd Independent
Company from East Timor, starting a lifetime of
commitment to the people of that nation. David
dedicated his book Last Flight Out of Dili — Memoirs
of an Accidental Activist in the Triumph of East Timor
to the courageous people of East Timor and their
supporters — to ordinary people throughout the world,
including in his own community of St Kilda, who
persisted when all seemed lost. Vale David Scott, a
great Australian and global citizen whose legacy lives
on.

Budget: responsible management
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I congratulate the Baillieu
government on a tough and responsible budget.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired. The time for making
statements has ended.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Employment: government performance
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have
accepted a statement from the member for Narre
Warren South proposing the following matter of public
importance for discussion:
That this house:
(1) notes that only Tasmania has a higher unemployment
rate than Victoria; and
(2) notes that the Baillieu government has done nothing to
secure and create jobs for Victorian families in the
2012–13 budget.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I woke up
from a restless night’s sleep last night, picked up the
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Age and had a look, and I thought, ‘He’s back’. He
might be taller; he might be richer; and he is probably
even funnier, but Spooner got it in one. With the axe
being wielded, the Kennett-like cuts to families and
jobs in Victoria are back.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GRALEY — And they are praising it on the
other side of the house!
Industry groups; the business sector, including big and
small business; housing and construction companies;
community organisations; and newspaper editorials —
not to mention the workers of Victoria — have all
called on the Baillieu government to show some firm
leadership in guiding and supporting the Victorian
economy and creating new jobs. And what do we see?
We see a Premier that has failed this test of leadership.
As Tim Colebatch said today in the Age:
And there was nothing to answer the question Victorians are
asking: why does Ted Baillieu want to be Premier? Where
does he want to take us?
At some point, his government is going to have to tell us what
it stands for. The budget was a missed chance to do that.

What do we see in this budget? The Baillieu
government’s second budget is a horror budget for
Victorian families who were hoping for a government
plan to save jobs. Instead we have a budget full of
excuses and without solutions. We certainly do not
have a jobs plan from the Treasurer. In fact in his
speech yesterday he mentioned the word ‘jobs’ twice.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GRALEY — Look at the budget. Look at those
noisy — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Government
members!
Ms GRALEY — Look at those rude and noisy
people opposite who do not really give a damn about
Victorians’ jobs! This is a job-killing budget. Last
year’s budget was a disaster for Victoria. The problems
we have with this budget are the inheritance of the fact
that those opposite mucked up last time as well. If last
year’s budget was a disaster, this year’s is a catastrophe
for Victorians. Instead of setting Victoria up for the
future, it is setting Victoria up for going backwards.
The saddest thing of all is that this budget has ensured
that Victoria’s unemployment queues are going to
grow.
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When the global financial crisis hit a few years ago, the
Labor government took action by investing in
job-creating infrastructure projects around the state. In
the final two years of the Labor government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GRALEY — Take notice! You weren’t here.
We created nearly 200 000 new jobs. Since the Baillieu
government’s first budget, over 41 000 jobs have been
lost; 41 000 Victorians have had to go home and tell
their families they have lost their jobs. And still — as of
yesterday’s budget — there is no jobs plan for Victoria.
The former Labor government always made jobs for
Victorians a priority. During these tough economic
times — and there is no doubt there are some pressures
on the Victorian economy — what is the Baillieu
government doing? It is sitting on its hands. Its
members can hardly say the word ‘jobs’. Their
approach has been to do nothing.
Let us look at what the situation is.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GRALEY — Have a listen to this, because you
are hiding, putting your head in — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Gembrook!
Ms GRALEY — Since this government has come
to power the unemployment rate has increased from
4.9 per cent to 5.8 per cent. There are 16 500 fewer
full-time jobs in Victoria, and over 30 000 more
Victorians have joined the unemployment queues.
Thanks to the lack of support from the Premier, it also
seems now that Qantas workers are about to join that
number. This rate of unemployment is second only to
that in Tasmania. Underemployment is also very high
in Victoria, with 96.4 per cent of all new jobs created in
March in Victoria being part-time jobs. That is an
appalling record for this government.
Let us look at the situation out my way in the south-east
of Melbourne, where 4800 jobs have been lost — that
is, 4800 people in the south-east have lost their jobs.
When the Baillieu government came to office the
unemployment rate in the south-east, which is
Victoria’s manufacturing heartland, was 6 per cent.
Now it is 8.3 per cent. The member for Frankston has
been very loud in this house and finds it very easy to
tell people not to bug him, but I will bug him with this
figure: the unemployment figure for young people in
Frankston is the second highest in the state.
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The Minister for Youth Affairs stood up in this house
and could not even tell us what the youth
unemployment rate is. Last month it got to 23.1 per
cent, the highest since March 1988. What did the
government do? I will tell members what it has done. In
the last budget it cut 3600 more jobs, and in this year’s
budget it has cut 600 more jobs. An Age article headline
states ‘Public sector jobs to go in biggest cuts since
Kennett’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GRALEY — And there is more. Do you know
what the Treasurer says to these people — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
should address her comments through the Chair.
Ms GRALEY — Do members know what the
Treasurer says to these people who are losing their
jobs? He says, ‘They’re only back office jobs’. Back
office jobs they may be, but they are the jobs of mums
and dads who have to put a meal on the table every
night, have to pay their mortgage, have to pay for their
children’s education and have to clothe their children.
When they go home and tell their children that they do
not have a job, it will have a devastating impact on not
only the person in that family who has lost their job but
also the people around them, especially their children.
I am absolutely bemused. If the government is going to
cut people’s jobs, as it said it would, increase the
unemployment rate and make sure that young people
cannot get a job, you would think that it would do
something about making sure that young people could
stay at school or go to TAFE to get some extra training.
But what the government has done with this budget is
make it much, much harder for them to do that. It will
be much more expensive and much more difficult for
young people to get training with better services and
better teachers at TAFE.
In the last budget the government made cuts to the
funding of VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied
learning). In this budget it has not reinstated any of that
funding. Those cuts are having an
impact — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Yan Yean knows that it is not permitted to cross
between a member who is speaking and the Chair. That
is the second time she has done so. Ducking is not an
excuse for doing so, and I ask her to cease it.
Ms GRALEY — We know that young people are
very disadvantaged through not being able to have
VCAL coordinators to help them in their training. The
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people who yell out that there is more money for
VCAL — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GRALEY — It is just a lot of spin. They should
come out to Narre Warren South P–12 College, which
has had $126 000 cut from its VCAL funding.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Campbell — On a point order, Deputy Speaker,
interjections are disorderly. It is impossible to hear the
member over the volume of noise that is coming from
the government benches, and I draw your attention to
these interjections.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I support the
point of order. The volume of interjection is very high,
and I ask members to lower it.
Ms GRALEY — If members come to Narre
Warren South P–12 College and talk to the students, the
staff and the parents, they will find that $126 000 has
been cut from the school’s VCAL program and that
other programs in the school are being cut to cover the
program cuts to VCAL. It is just not fair. It is not fair
on kids who need to get the skills training and that extra
support and engagement that is going to get them a
good job in the future and prevent them from joining
the lengthening unemployment queues in Victoria.
I was quite bemused a couple of weeks ago to sit in this
house and hear the member for Bentleigh stand up and
say:
The Baillieu government has been able to deliver election
promises within its first 12 months in office, including a
reduction in the cost of living …

That is a big call by the member for Bentleigh. I
recently surveyed constituents in my electorate and
asked them what they thought of that statement. My
question was: ‘The cost of living has improved over the
last 12 months — yes or no?’. The responses to the
member for Bentleigh’s announcement of a reduction
in the cost of living were almost unanimous. They
included ‘Outrageous!’, ‘What planet are you on?’
‘You’re joking, I hope’. I know the member for
Bentleigh spends a lot of time giggling up in the back
row with those other knuckleheads — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Narre Warren South to stay on the matter
now before the house.
Ms GRALEY — What I am saying is that when
people go home and tell their children that they have
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lost their job, they also face the agonising problem of
having to balance the household budget. When
members of this house get up and say the cost of living
has been reduced under this government, they are living
in la-la land. Let us look at it. This is what they are
going to face: health costs have increased by 22.5 per
cent, housing costs have increased by 7.5 per cent,
transport costs have increased by 6.8 per cent, car
registration fees have gone up and education costs have
increased by a massive 37.5 per cent. To make it harder
for those people who are trying to make ends meet, in
yesterday’s budget we see that fines have gone up,
taxes have gone up and fees have gone up. Even if you
wanted to send your children — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GRALEY — Even if you wanted to help your
children get a job in this terribly difficult economy, we
have fees going up at TAFEs. What should we expect
of this government? What we would have expected was
to see an investment in the Victorian economy and an
investment in Victoria’s infrastructure. Budget paper 4
is an interesting document in that it is now about a third
full of completed projects — say thank you to the
Labor government — along with existing projects,
most of which were started by the previous Labor
government, and a few projects that have been
instigated by this government.
The people of the south-east are waiting to see when
this government is going to get its act together and put
in some real money, as it promised, to create jobs and
to provide health services to the families of the
south-east by constructing the Monash Children’s
hospital in its first term. Instead what we get is some
planning. Do not lose your job in Victoria — —
Mr Watt interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Burwood!
Ms GRALEY — Do not send your kids to TAFE,
because you will not be able to afford the fees since
they have gone up, and I suggest you do not get sick
either because you are going to have a long wait in the
hospital queue. We now see that what we have in
Victoria is the highest taxing Treasurer that Victoria has
had in its history.
I am very concerned about how people in my electorate
are going to cope. I draw the attention of members to
the fact that so many of those people really appreciated
the School Start bonus. Last year the schools were
means tested. I heard the Premier say on the radio this
morning that he did not need the cheque; frankly,
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nobody is going to get the cheque now. That is what is
happening to Victoria’s families — they are doing it
tough. Job queues continue to grow at a rate that is only
second to Tasmania’s job queue growth.
I note that Margaret Whitlam said she joined the Labor
Party because it was a party that cared about people.
Labor members on this side of the house care about
people and about investing in Victorian infrastructure
and jobs so that Victorians have a future. Members
opposite obviously do not care about Victorian people
or the future of Victoria. It is very sad day when people
are shouting, screaming, smiling and clapping for a
budget that increases the unemployment queues in
Victoria. It is a sad day for Victoria.
Ms Green — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
you rightly ruled against me when I moved in front of
you. I did that to obtain a copy of Rulings from the
Chair to get some direction from the Chair, because the
level of interjection from the other side of the house
while the member for Narre Warren South was on her
feet was truly disgraceful. I urge you, Deputy Speaker,
while this matter of public importance is being debated
to pull the opposition backbench peanut gallery into
line.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! If the member
for Yan Yean has a problem with the way I am chairing
this debate, I suggest she speak to the Speaker in his
chambers and lay a complaint. Coming across the line
of the Speaker in the chamber to reach for a copy of the
Rulings from the Chair is not an excuse. The member
could have walked behind my chair to reach the area
where the clerks sit.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — I am delighted to participate in
debate on this matter of public importance (MPI). It is
one of the most audacious matters of public importance
I have experienced being brought before this chamber.
I have two comments for the member for Narre Warren
South. The first is that I am going to have a
conversation with the member for Mornington, because
I would like him to evaluate his constituent’s
contribution to this debate. The second is that it is
always a good idea to write your MPI after you have
read the budget papers and not before and not to
anticipate what you think might be in the budget.
Firstly, I will put this MPI in context. Labor’s legacy in
a budgetary sense has given the coalition a triple
whammy. Whammy no. 1 is this: according to the
Auditor-General and the Ombudsman, $4 billion of
public expenditure was wasted on previous Labor
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projects. For example, the poker machine contract
should have been let out for $3 billion more than it was
for Victorian taxpayers. The Ombudsman has pointed
out wastage in relation to ICT projects, where in some
areas there has been double the expected expenditure
that should have been incurred under the previous
government. Everyone is familiar with the myki black
hole. We saw a range of major projects undertaken by
the Labor Party when it was in government that were
late, over budget or both late and over budget.
Whammy no. 1 is about the previous Labor
government wasting a whole lot of money that could
have been used for capital and services. We have
inherited this situation.
Whammy no. 2, in case Labor opposition members are
not aware of it, is that we have inherited a significant
budget problem. There were inherent problems with the
way the Labor Party structured budgets when it was in
government. One inherent problem was that over
10 years, expenditure growth under Labor was rated at
7.3 per cent, whereas revenue growth was 6.9 per cent.
That is unsustainable; you cannot have a budget based
on those parameters. The second feature of whammy
no. 2 that Labor has left us with is that public sector
growth between 2006 and 2010 was 5.3 per cent
whereas population growth was 2 per cent. You cannot
have those underlying features of a budget and expect
that that will be able to continue.
Whammy no. 3 which we have received from the
Labor Party and which we are trying to manage comes
courtesy of the federal Labor government. You, Deputy
Speaker, like everyone else in this chamber, are aware
that Victoria will suffer a $6.1 billion cut to GST
revenues over four years from 2012–13. As an aside —
and you will remember this well — the previous Labor
Premier, who was also formerly the Treasurer, John
Brumby, noted in this chamber week after week during
MPI debates how much he wanted the distribution of
GST to Victoria to change. I remember constantly
debating his arguments during MPI debates. He had an
opportunity to help Victoria in relation to the review of
the distribution of GST funds, and he did not assist. I
put that on the public record. The member for Benalla
would have participated in those debates, whereas John
Brumby, in his capacity as the Treasurer at the time,
constantly came into this chamber during MPI
debates — the very sort of debate we are having
now — bemoaning the carve-up of GST revenues. He
was recently in a position to help Victoria, and he did
nothing.
The fundamental proposition in relation to running a
AAA budget — and it still distresses me that members
of the Labor Party do not seem to comprehend what a
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AAA rating means — is that if you lose that rating, the
state has to pay more for money. All the capital projects
that the member for Narre Warren South talked about
would have to be funded at higher cost if we lost our
AAA rating. The fact is that this budget surplus, on
which everyone has commented, is so important to the
state because it is vital that we maintain our
AAA rating, because that in turn impacts on the cost of
borrowing the money that is necessary for the state to
provide the maximum possible number of capital
projects. We intend to build our budget capacity and
deliver infrastructure.
Despite all the problems left by the Labor Party and the
triple whammy at a state level and a federal level that
impacts negatively on Victoria, this is a significantly
business-friendly budget. The budget will in fact help
business to create jobs. I note that the Labor Party
always talks about the government creating jobs. This
budget helps business to create jobs. I would advise the
member for Narre Warren South to read the budget. Let
me assist her in that endeavour and point out a couple
of the areas where the budget is particularly helpful to
business creating jobs.
The first area is the fact that WorkCover premiums will
be reduced by 3 per cent from 1 July this year. When
we debated in this chamber the dividend to be taken
from WorkCover, members of the Labor opposition
said there would never be a cut in WorkCover
premiums. We have already seen a cut in WorkCover
premiums. In practical terms this will benefit 60 per
cent of Victorian businesses, which means
59 000 Victorian businesses will have their premiums
cut by more than 10 per cent. That is a very job-friendly
initiative in the budget which has been commented
upon favourably by the business community.
A second example of where the budget will assist in
increasing jobs is the Victorian international
engagement strategy, where $50 million has been
allocated over four years. This money will go to trade
missions both outbound and inbound. One of the very
important four pillars of the government’s strategy is to
help businesses to secure new markets. It is very
important. Significant economic benefits have flowed
from trade missions to India, the Middle East, North
Africa and China. This strategy assists large companies
to provide markets — —
Ms Miller interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bentleigh will cease interjecting across the chamber.
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Ms ASHER — It will also assist small businesses to
find new export markets as well, because small
businesses are partly subsidised to participate in these
missions. If a small business cannot participate, there
will be inbound missions and a whole range of contacts
will be set up. This is a very important initiative in the
budget.
What does the Labor Party think of this initiative? As
usual, it has two views. In an article in the Herald Sun
of 26 December 2011 Mr Pakula, a member for
Western Metropolitan Region in the other place, said in
relation to trade missions:
The Premier has called this a ‘super trade mission’ but all we
know at the moment is that it’s going to be super expensive.

You could take from that comment that Mr Pakula is
opposed to this particular strategy.
However, in the Herald Sun of 22 March 2012, when it
was announced that a Chinese delegation would occur
later this year rather than earlier, the Leader of the
Opposition is reported as saying:
… axing the trip showed Mr Baillieu had no real plan to
deliver jobs.

Ipso facto, because there is this funding in the budget,
you could logically conclude that the opposition leader
favours this type of activity to support businesses to
gain export markets. So on the one hand we have
Mr Pakula opposed to it, yet on the other hand we have
the Leader of the Opposition supporting the strategy.
The opposition needs to work out where it stands on
these matters.
I would also refer members of the Labor Party to the
budget item which allocates $58 million for a
manufacturing strategy. If the budget papers are too
difficult for members to comprehend, they can turn to a
very easy summation called Victorian Budget —
2012–13 Budget Overview. This manufacturing
strategy is set out at page 8. I would advise the member
for Narre Warren South to read that particular strategy.
Those opposition members bemoaning the so-called
lack of a capital program need only turn to Victorian
budget paper 4, 2012–13 State Capital Program, and if
it is too difficult to read the whole document, they need
only turn to page 1, where they will see:
The total value of Victorian public sector capital projects
under way in 2012–13, including projects across both the
general government and public non-financial corporations …
sectors and public-private partnership projects, is expected to
exceed $41 billion.
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Budget paper 4 goes on to state:
… Victorian general government sector infrastructure
expenditure is expected to reach record levels in 2012–13.

The member for Narre Warren South need only open
the book and read page 1. She should have read page 1
before she drafted her matter of public importance.
However, I wish to now move on to a document that
came across my desk the other day. It is called
Victorian Labor — Jobs and Investment Plan. I
thought, ‘What an interesting document!’, and I read it.
First of all there is a foreword signed by the Leader of
the Opposition and the member for Lyndhurst — Two
Million Dollar Tim. Two million dollars a day for
30 years. He signed the foreword, which is really
interesting. It states:
Our economy faces great challenges — uncertain global
conditions and a high dollar are making it even harder for
Victoria to secure new jobs and to protect existing jobs.

Then the Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Lyndhurst go on to say:
No state government can control the world in which we live.

It is interesting that the Leader of the Opposition and
the member for Lyndhurst seem to twig that there are
some significant challenges facing the Victorian
economy and believe that no state government can
control the world in which we live; however, the
member for Narre Warren South appears to have a
different perspective on global economics.
Mr Eren interjected.
Ms ASHER — I am advised to keep reading, and I
shall. On page 4, the Labor Party goes on to say:
The precarious global financial situation, the high Australian
dollar, and the strength of the resources sector in Queensland
and Western Australia are all factors that present obstacles for
Victoria’s economic growth.

There seems to be an understanding on the part of the
Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Lyndhurst that Victoria is not some isolated little state
and that we actually operate in a global economy. On
page 5 the document goes on to make the valid point
that:
Whilst many of the challenges faced by the Victorian
economy are not the fault of the state government,
governments must always be working to protect and create
jobs and generate new investment.

That is precisely what I have outlined the budget has
done. It is precisely what I have outlined the budget is
attempting to do. Even on a matter like the investment
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support program, again I would refer the member to the
budget documents themselves: that is what the budget
is striving to do.
I then read this document further. I thought, ‘What
would Labor’s policy be? It was in government for
11 years. It has been in opposition for 18 months’. I see
on page 7 that Labor has called on everybody else,
saying:
We would like to hear your feedback …

Here we have a seven-page document. This is the
Labor Party’s jobs and investment plan. It basically
says, ‘Victoria has a range of challenges that it is
facing. Victoria is a small state, and it cannot influence
the global economy. And by the way, could you tell us
what we should do about it?’. That is the Labor Party’s
jobs plan. What a ripper of a plan! As I said, it has had
11 years in government and 18 months in opposition,
and this is what it comes up with: seven pages of ‘We
do not know what do. It is far too difficult. Please help
us develop our policy’. That is the quality of opposition
we have at the moment. That is the quality of the matter
of public importance from the member for Narre
Warren South, and it is unbelievably audacious.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on this matter of public
importance on behalf of my constituents of Ballarat
West and on behalf of all regional Victorians, because I
do not believe there is much joy for us in this budget. I
will talk about the unemployment rate and about jobs
because I believe that one of the most important things
governments can do is to ensure that we have the right
conditions for jobs and that people do have jobs. I have
felt an increasing frustration over the past 12 months
because I have spent a lot of my time talking about
election commitments that should have been fulfilled. I
feel like I have wasted about 12 months, and while I
have been talking about that I have seen jobs leaving
the regions in large numbers.
Talking about last year’s news when we have been
haemorrhaging jobs and realising that there is certainly
no tourniquet in this budget is really disappointing and
frightening, especially considering that Victoria has the
highest unemployment rate of any mainland state. In
fact only Tasmania has a higher unemployment rate.
Rather than supporting jobs growth in Ballarat, the
Baillieu government is winding back jobs growth. We
can see that in some of the budget announcements. One
example is the scrapping of the first home bonus. That
not only hurts young families starting out who are
wanting to buy their first home — they will not get that
incentive to do that — but it also affects construction
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jobs. What it will mean for a typical couple or a single
person in Ballarat wanting to build their first home in
August, for example, is that they will be thousands of
dollars — up to about $18 000 — worse off. This could
mean the difference between building and not building.
This could be the difference between construction jobs
and unemployment. This could be the difference
between starting a family or waiting. But the biggest
difference I see is the clear difference between Labor
values and Baillieu values.
The budget announces that a further 600 public servants
will be sacked across Victoria, bringing the grand total
to 4200 people. That is 4200 families that will have one
fewer member working to help pay the bills, pay the
school fees and buy the groceries. That will really hit
Ballarat hard; in fact it will have a disproportionate
impact on Ballarat. We have a number of departmental
regional offices in my town, and that is why it will hit
us harder than perhaps some metropolitan centres.
These public service job losses are not occurring in
isolation; they are happening on top of the jobs that
have already been lost. I will quote some figures that
show that as at February 2012, 7728 fewer people are
working in the Central Highlands region than in
December 2010. That includes losses over the last
12 months of 80 jobs at Telstra’s Wendouree call
centre, 21 redundancies at SEM Fire and Rescue and
38 redundancies at Mars. Just this morning I received
an email regarding a further 44 redundancies at CMI’s
Footscray and Ballarat sites, and that is in addition to
the redundancies that occurred last week across Ballarat
and Horsham.
When the Treasurer stood up and made his address last
year he did not mention jobs once. I think I know why.
I think it was because this government does not even
factor jobs into its thinking. It has not even factored
them into its planning. Unlike the government, we
believe it is a government’s role to ensure that people
have secure jobs and that jobs are created, but there was
certainly no planning for that in Ballarat in the budget.
We all know about the economic value of AFL games.
I believe the Deputy Premier spoke about that in
question time in the last sitting week. He talked about
the economic value of bringing AFL games to regional
centres, yet there is no money in the budget for the
redevelopment of Eureka Stadium as a sports and
entertainment precinct. Over 20 community groups, the
Courier, the Committee for Ballarat and the wider
general community of Ballarat all understand the value
of this project, not only in terms of sport and
entertainment in Ballarat but also in terms of the jobs
that would be attracted to that project. But not this
government — this government does not see that at all.
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Another way to alleviate the housing crisis and generate
jobs in the construction industry would be to build more
public housing in Ballarat. There is no new money for
that at all. Hundreds of jobs will potentially be lost in
the tourism industry, with the budget forecasting a
massive drop in numbers of domestic and international
travellers to Victoria. That will really hit Ballarat hard,
particularly the small businesses that rely on those
tourists in order to earn a living and employ staff. Some
55 000 jobs were promised every year. How many will
actually be delivered? The government’s own estimates
show that in the current financial year employment
growth is zero. By this government’s own estimates, in
the next financial year employment growth will be
0.25 per cent, a very clear betrayal of trust to regional
Victorians. Jobs are just not on the agenda for this
government, and the Premier does not seem to care.
There seems to be no passion about this whatsoever.
Not only does the Premier seem to be in a coma about
this, he seems quite content to put the Victorian
economy in a coma as well.
I also want to talk about families in the context of this
budget and how important it is that families have access
to employment. There are some very vulnerable
members of our community who for various reasons
are unable to access employment at some point in their
lives. It is incumbent on the government to assist those
people wherever it can. Let us look at what this
government has done for the most vulnerable families.
The School Start bonus is gone, scrapped from 2013.
This bonus, which was means tested, was made
available to the most vulnerable members of our
community. It is gone. They get nothing — not a cent
of the money that was used to pay for school shoes,
uniforms and books. The education maintenance
allowance, an allowance given to the most vulnerable
families, has been slashed. The loss of the conveyance
allowance will really hit regional Victorians who have
to send their kids to school over greater distances.
Fewer of those families will be receiving the allowance.
Regarding concessions, pensioners will get a 2 per cent
increase, which does not even keep up with the forecast
rate of inflation of 2.75 per cent. All this is on top of an
increase in the cost of living, despite pre-election
promises that this would not occur. The cost of water
has gone up by 3.1 per cent in the 2011–12 financial
year and will go up by 3.1 per cent in the 2012–13
financial year, electricity will go up, public transport
will go up and car registration fees will go up.
What does the government do when more and more
people are turning to not-for-profit agencies for
support? It announces zero indexation on non-wage
costs for these organisations, which will hit those
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community agencies that support the most vulnerable in
our community. School support programs such as
speech therapists and social workers will be slashed —
gone. So much for supporting vulnerable families.
Budgets are not just a collection of numbers, figures
and formulas; they tell stories about values,
commitments, the experience of governments and how
they relate to the people they purport to represent. I was
one of those vulnerable people, and I accessed those
supports. Not so long ago I accessed bond assistance
and received hampers from the St Vincent de Paul
Society and assistance from other not-for-profit
agencies. But I took responsibility for myself, I
accepted the challenges in front of me, I did not blame
anybody for my budgetary position and I worked very
hard. I would like to see the government talking to
some of those vulnerable families, because there are
some valuable lessons it could learn about accepting
challenges, taking responsibility for its own budgets
and not casting around for anybody it can blame while
attacking vulnerable families and showing a lack of
commitment to developing, sustaining and creating jobs
in this state.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to participate in this
debate. I commence by commending the member for
Brighton for her informed and comprehensive
presentation of the argument. Like the member for
Brighton, I am amazed at the audacity of members of
the Labor opposition who have criticised the coalition
government about job creation when the position that
Victoria finds itself in is to a large extent a consequence
of Labor’s inability to manage money in its 11 years of
government. In contrast, the coalition government is
creating a favourable environment for jobs whilst
exercising fiscal responsibility. That is exemplified by
the budget that was tabled yesterday by the
Treasurer — a budget for tough times that lays a sound
foundation upon which to rebuild Victoria’s economy
as we go forward.
Building on what the member for Brighton said, let us
take a quick look at the commentary on Labor’s fiscal
management skills. An editorial in the Age of
27 February says:
The Baillieu government is wrestling with some hugely costly
issues inherited from its predecessors.

I should say the Age is not noted for singing the praises
of the coalition, but it called it straight there.
I turn to another quote from the Age, from a different
commentator this time, the Leader of the Opposition,
who talked about the last Cain Labor government and
said:
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There are mixed views on the economic performance of John
Cain’s administration, but his credentials as a reformer are
unchallenged.

That highlights Labor’s continuing state of denial.
I turn to an article from the Age of 28 April in which
Bank of America Merrill Lynch economist Saul Eslake
is reported as arguing:
… that the government is correct to stick to its pre-election
promise by attempting to balance the books. Past efforts by
states to spend their way out of trouble have failed, with
disastrous consequences.
‘The Cain government … even though the Hawke
government, its federal colleagues, were committed to
eliminating their budget deficits and returning to surplus …
sought to run its own fiscal stimulus’, Eslake says. ‘[That]
ended up nearly bankrupting the state and the stimulus didn’t
work all that well because the stimulus leaked into other
states’.

These quotes from the Age highlight the fact that Labor
cannot manage money and that it remains in a state of
denial.
Let us move on to the current situation. The Age article
of 28 April also says:
Ted Baillieu and Treasurer Kim Wells … have sailed straight
into a perfect storm. The rivers of cash from the
commonwealth and the property market that kept the Brumby
and Bracks governments in business have dwindled to a
trickle. The world is being buffeted by uncertainty linked to
the European debt crisis. Victoria’s manufacturing sector is
caught in a cyclical and structural squeeze precipitated by the
high dollar.

It is fairly obvious. The member for Brighton has
outlined the facts from various reports that she has
accessed. The Age has highlighted the same situation.
Even the Labor Party, in its own assessment, has been
brought kicking and screaming to the realisation that
there are some difficulties, many of them of its own
making.
That said, we are about creating a favourable
environment for job creation by the private sector. In
regional Victoria we have the Regional Growth Fund,
which is very much about facilitating job creation. That
is already working: $957 million worth of projects are
up and running, which has resulted in the creation of
1312 new jobs, including 105 new jobs at Hazeldene’s
chicken processing plant at Lockwood, 90 new jobs at
Olam Australia in Mildura, 140 new jobs at Gippsland
Aero, 40 jobs at RPC Technologies in Geelong — and
the list goes on.
The message is: we are delivering.
Mr Shaw — That sounds like jobs.
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Dr SYKES — Yes, it is jobs. I could continue, but I
want to move on and note more media commentary
today from the Weekly Times. Again this is a newspaper
that in recent times has not been noted for its favourable
commentary about the coalition government. Its
coverage of the budget is headlined ‘Spared the “tough
love”‘, and journalist Kate Dowler starts her
commentary by saying:
Regional Victoria is among the major beneficiaries of what
insiders have described as a ‘tough love’ state budget.

If we look at the agriculture budget released by the
Treasurer yesterday, we see that the amount of money
going to agriculture this year is $213.6 million. When
you compare like with like and look at the former
Labor government’s Future Farming strategy, you see
its contribution towards agriculture was only
$138.6 million. There is a substantial increase in the
money going to agriculture, but more importantly this is
an ongoing commitment, not a short-term approach of
saying, ‘Put some money in and hope for the best’. This
is an ongoing commitment that provides certainty for
people involved in agriculture, and that is particularly
critical given the cyclical, long-term nature of
agricultural production and of agricultural and related
research.
The minister is also proud of the effectiveness of the
fox and wild dog bounty, which is injecting $4 million
into regional Victoria. Already over 40 000 fox scalps
have been presented and over 200 dog scalps. If we
look at the broader context — —
An honourable member interjected.
Dr SYKES — There are a few mongrels that might
get their scalp done soon too if they are not careful, but
I am not going anywhere, because I did not say
anything wrong there.
The Regional Growth Fund is an ongoing project. Just a
week or two ago Damian Drum, the Parliamentary
Secretary for Regional Development, visited
north-eastern Victoria, sat down with representatives of
local government and worked through their projects to
ensure that we have a coordinated approach to
providing an environment that is favourable for job
creation in northern country Victoria. We also had the
rural expo just last week, which was an outstanding
success. I understand that over 20 000 people visited
the expo and that many of those people were genuinely
interested in coming to look for jobs in regional
Victoria and also in spending time holidaying there.
Locally we have an Advancing Country Towns project
up and running in Benalla. Our key theme there is to

1965

provide greater educational opportunities for our young
people, starting with the bubs but also focusing on
year 8 and year 9 students, who are often at risk of
disconnecting. That project will also involve helping
people be job ready. Recently the Minister responsible
for the Aviation Industry visited the area, highlighting
that there is $20 million available for regional aviation
for the upgrading of airports, which again creates
opportunities by putting in place infrastructure that
ensures a favourable environment for job creation. We
also have a very strong commitment to game hunting,
because we recognise that the hunting of game,
particularly deer and ducks, brings a great amount of
income to regional Victoria. We also believe that
people who hunt game play a key role in the
management of our habitat.
If we reflect on the former government’s contribution
to job creation, we need to look no further than the
desalination plant. It has been raised many times before,
and it will be raised many times again, but just look at
it — Victorians have a commitment to pay nearly
$2 million a day for the next 30 years. A bit of simple
arithmetic shows that that adds up to about $12 million
a week. According to my arithmetic, that would be the
equivalent of about 10 000 jobs. If the incompetent
Labor government had not blown that money on that
white elephant, there would be money available for
10 000 to 12 000 jobs. What a disgraceful performance
by the former government.
It is clear that the people of Victoria have elected the
coalition government to come in to fix up the mess left
by the outgoing Labor Party, and we are on the job. We
have a Treasurer who has delivered a tough but fair
budget which will set a firm foundation for Victoria to
regrow its economy, which will deliver opportunities
for jobs and which will look after families, young
people and the vulnerable. The coalition government is
fixing the mess.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — It is always a
pleasure to follow the member for Benalla. It is fitting
that the weather today is overcast, rainy and miserable,
because that is exactly how Victorian families woke up
feeling this morning after yesterday’s state budget and
after hearing the Treasurer’s speech. It was
underwhelming, poorly delivered and uninspiring. On
top of last year’s budget, which did not mention jobs at
all, we should be grateful that in this year’s budget the
Treasurer mentioned jobs at least once. However, the
government’s budget has delivered no comfort for
regional Victorians, with no promise of future growth
and no promise of future investment — in fact the
government itself predicts a fall in infrastructure
investment over the coming years — and no jobs plan.
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Last year the government was warned that Victoria was
heading for low growth that would inevitably cost
Victorians their jobs and would impact negatively on
our state’s finances. What did the Premier and his band
of merry men and a couple of women do? They did
absolutely nothing. They sat back and enjoyed the
trimmings of office and boasted and basked in the glory
of their election win. Now they face the reality
check — doing nothing is sending Victoria backwards
under Mr Baillieu. There is no investment in regional
Victorian infrastructure, still no jobs plan, no plan to
grow the state and no real plan to help business. A 3 per
cent WorkCover premium reduction as a sweetener for
business looks insignificant in comparison to Labor’s
WorkCover premium reductions while it was in office:
10 per cent in 2004–05, 10 per cent in 2005–06, 10 per
cent in 2006–07, 10 per cent in 2007–08, 5 per cent in
2008–09 and 3.5 per cent in 2010–11.
Even at the height of the global financial crisis Labor
delivered budget surpluses and kept the unemployment
rate low. After just 18 months in government the
Premier and his offsiders have sent the Victorian
economy into a tailspin. Business confidence is at an
all-time low, manufacturing is in the doldrums and the
public service is being targeted for the biggest attack on
it since the dark days of the Kennett government.
Regional Victorians have long memories, and they
have not forgotten those dark years of the 1990s when
regional Victoria was ignored and treated disdainfully
and when morale was at its lowest point ever.
The unemployment rate in Victoria is at an all-time
high, second only to Tasmania’s. The Treasurer
promised when he came to office to deliver 55 000 jobs
every year over the first four years. Instead, because of
the government’s inaction, we have seen the loss of
41 000 jobs since the Treasurer’s first budget last year.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry to
interrupt the member, but if the member for Lara and
the minister at the table, the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change, wish to have a conversation, I ask
them to leave the house. They are making it difficult for
me to hear the member who is on her feet.
Ms EDWARDS — And we have an unemployment
rate of 5.8 per cent — much higher than the national
average. Despite calls from the business sector, from
the manufacturing sector and from not-for-profit
organisations, Victoria still has no jobs plan and no jobs
growth, with a prediction of zero employment growth
this financial year and just 0.25 per cent in 2012–13.
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The Premier has said he will attract overseas
investment, but we are yet to see any sign of interest in
Victoria from anywhere. Instead jobs are being lost,
taxes and charges are going higher, services to families
are being slashed and Victoria will have to wait a long
time before it sees any vital infrastructure projects. The
Liberal-Nationals coalition has done what it always
does best when in government: it has attacked families
and workers to the benefit of the high end of town — a
philosophy that is anathema to Labor, which will
always put families and workers first.
The cuts announced in yesterday’s budget to the School
Start bonus, the slashing of the education maintenance
allowance, the slashing of specialist school support
officers in public schools — such as speech therapists,
counsellors and social workers — as well as the cutting
of the first home bonus, will directly impact on the
low-income families who need this support most. This
government has its priorities badly skewed when it
attacks the most vulnerable in our community just to
reach a budget surplus — a budget surplus that looks
very shaky indeed and will only get to a billion dollars
because of the massive 15 per cent hike in fines and
charges that Victorians will have to pay.
It also clear that regional and rural Victoria is heading
backwards under a government that continues to spruik
its $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, which is actually
only half of that amount, with no evidence of how it is
being spent on regional infrastructure. Yesterday’s
announcement that the government will cut a
$205 million program that delivers farmers vital
support shows that members of this government,
particularly the Nationals, are not genuine about caring
for farmers and cannot stand up for farmers when it
comes to what is in and what is out of the budget,
because the budget is based on their Liberal masters’
preferences. The Future Farming strategy, introduced
by Labor to boost farming services and drive growth
and innovation in agriculture, has helped farmers
respond to new challenges for many years. Cutting this
program is a huge let-down of farmers by this
government
While rural and regional Victoria bears the brunt of the
jobs crisis, this government cuts vital business, welfare
and health support for rural and regional families. Lack
of investment in a skilled workforce has long been
recognised as something all governments must address
for the future of our economy. In clear contradiction to
this well-recognised analysis of the need for skilled
workers, the government has instead slashed
$100 million from the very sector that provides skills
training — the biggest ever cut to TAFEs in Victoria’s
history. The massive cuts to the TAFE sector

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 2 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

announced in yesterday’s budget will put Victoria well
behind the eight ball in the future when it comes to
having a skilled workforce. This is bad news for TAFE
students and for teachers. It is also bad news for the
many Victorians who have found themselves without a
job and who may have been able to retrain or reskill.
There is no evidence that this government is investing
in jobs or productivity, and now there is clear evidence
that it is not interested in investing in skills for our
young people who need to get a job.
After $50 million in cuts to the Victorian certificate of
applied learning and $40 million in cuts to TAFEs last
year, this cut of $100 million in the TAFE sector this
year is a shock to the skills and training sector. Bendigo
TAFE announced in the paper today that there will be
cuts to courses and job losses as a result of this massive
budget cut. Many young people will have no future
because of the government’s short-sighted attack on
this sector. Then there is the budget cut announced
yesterday to the very successful Skills for Growth
program that provided 45 000 small and medium
businesses with help for education and training. Where
is the common sense in these cuts? Where is the plan
for the future? Surely the most rational way forward
when there is a jobs crisis is for a government to invest
in people’s skills, to support business and to prepare for
when the economy improves.
Cutting the first home bonus will have a detrimental
impact on young families and young people who have
been hoping to build or buy a new home. The regional
growth in real estate has been helped enormously by
this grant, but now we will see more young people
saving for longer and more families despairing that they
will ever realise the dream of owning their own home.
We will also see a construction industry that had been
boosted by this investment go into decline, with job
losses in the industry to follow. House prices will rise,
and fewer people will be building new homes in the
regions. How members of this government can hold
their heads up this morning and look people in the eye
defies belief.
Another 600 public service workers are facing the axe,
taking the tally to 4200. It is getting to the point where
Victorians cannot believe a word this Premier or this
government says. The spin they have put on this budget
is astounding. The government is constantly playing the
blame game and still, after 18 months, doing nothing
proactive to help with a jobs crisis in Victoria that is
predicted to get much worse. Just last week I was
saddened to hear of the loss of another 32 jobs in
regional Victoria at Victoria Carpets in Castlemaine.
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These are signs of the economic times, the government
members said, while at the same time doing nothing.
Even after this wake-up call there is still nothing to help
the manufacturing sector in Victoria. There have been
352 jobs lost across the Bendigo region in less than one
year. How many more jobs will have to be lost before
this government starts to do something to put in place a
jobs plan that will give business and manufacturing
some confidence that it is serious about governing this
state? Poor leadership and a slash-and-burn budget
show that this government is more interested in filling
the coffers in anticipation of the 2014 election than in
supporting families who are in need of help and in need
of it now.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It is
interesting to follow the previous member and the
sustained attack we have just had to put up with. The
drivel that has been coming from those opposite is
unbelievable. I just love the fact that those opposite
have the gall to lecture a coalition government on how
to run an economy. Incompetence when it comes to
running an economy is in Labor Party DNA. Let us
look not only at the former state government — I will
come to it in a moment — but at Labor governments
around Australia.
An honourable member — They are not doing a
great job.
Mr WAKELING — That is exactly right; they are
not doing a great job at all. Let us look at what
happened in the New South Wales debacle. Let us look
at Queensland. The way the Queensland Labor Party
operated was so appalling that all members of the
present caucus of the Queensland Labor Party can drive
together in a Ford Territory to the Queensland state
Parliament. And do not get me started on Canberra. If
you want to see incompetence and ineptitude, you only
need to look at Kevin Rudd, Julia Gillard and their
merry band of men and women; you only need to look
at the projects they have mismanaged: pink batts, the
carbon tax — a litany of projects that just highlight the
ineptitude of Labor. It is in its DNA.
Do not take it from me; do not take it from this side of
politics. Let us look at the Victorian Ombudsman, who
has produced many a report and conducted many an
investigation into the way in which those opposite
manage their affairs. The problem is that although some
of those on the other side mean well, they just do not
know how to run a business. They do not have the
experience. They have never actually had the
responsibility of employing people, they have never
had the responsibility of managing a budget and they
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have never had the responsibility of spending within
their means.
The Victorian Ombudsman made that very clear when
he conducted one of his investigations, an own-motion
investigation into ICT-enabled projects that was handed
down in November of last year. In just that one
investigation into ICT projects the Ombudsman
demonstrated that those opposite, when charged with
the responsibility of running this state, wasted in excess
of $4 billion of Victorian taxpayers money. Imagine
what we could have done with $4 billion. We are
talking about just ICT; we are not talking about other
projects — we are not talking about the blow-outs at
the desalination plant that mean $2 million a day will be
wasted every day for 27 years, thanks to the
incompetence of those opposite.
Let us just look at the ICT projects. There has been
$4 billion wasted in blow-outs as a consequence of the
mismanagement of those opposite. I will just go
through some of those projects in the time allocated to
me. I only have 6 minutes left, and we are certainly
going to need a lot more than 6 minutes to get through
even part of the crisis and the stench that was
highlighted in this report. The initially approved budget
for the client relationship information system for
service providers, commonly known as CRISSP, was
$22 million. I am sure when that budget was prepared it
was scrutinised to the last dollar, and when they looked
at the programs the department, the minister
responsible and the cabinet sat around the table and
wanted to make sure that Victorian taxpayers were
going to get value for their dollar! One can only hope.
Twenty-two million dollars — —
Ms Pike — It was the same head of Treasury you
have got.
Mr WAKELING — I am more than happy to take
up the interjection from the member for Melbourne.
She sat at the table at the time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — I will not take up interjections;
they are disorderly. I know the member for Melbourne
and others like her who were sitting around that cabinet
table scrutinised these projects to the last dollar! I know
she can stand in this place, hand on heart, and say, ‘I
did my bit for this state in making sure we had efficient
decisions!’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — This is a revelation: the cost
blew out. Did it blow out by 50 per cent? No. Did it
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blow out by 100 per cent? Did it blow out by 150 per
cent? No, no, no. That would not be good enough for
the Labor Party. It was a 218 per cent cost blow-out.
Who was doing the scrutinising around the cabinet
table? Who was doing the heavy lifting? Who was
doing the thinking? Who was doing the hard work? We
just know it was not the member for Melbourne or her
band of merry men and women doing the hard work.
There was a 218 per cent blow-out, and that is just one
example of an inefficient government in charge of the
state of Victoria.
One of the members opposite earlier raised an issue
with regard to the health IT system, HealthSMART.
The original HealthSMART budget was $323 million. I
am sure the then minister — now the Leader of the
Opposition, who stands up in this house talking about
scrutiny — scrutinised that project to the last cent. I am
sure he wanted to make sure that the $323 million was
expended as it was expected to be, given the fact that he
was looking after $323 million of Victorian taxpayers
dollars. But no. Guess what? There was a blow-out.
This is the gentleman who wants to be Premier of this
state. He wants to run the state. But let us look at his
record. What happened? Did the final project cost go
from $323 million to blow out by $10 million? Did it
blow out by a lazy $100 million? No, not under the
Leader of the Opposition, the man who wants to run
this state; the final cost was $566 million.
This is from a gentleman who stands in this house and
says, ‘I want to scrutinise government. I am the leader
of the alternative government. I stand in this house on
behalf of all Victorians saying I know how to run this
state more efficiently’. I only look at the example that
has been made clear not as a consequence of the work
of this government, not as a consequence of the work of
the minister and not as a consequence of the work of
our cabinet but as a consequence of an investigation by
the Victorian Ombudsman. The Victorian Ombudsman
has said there was a blow-out from $323 million to
$566 million.
Where else can we go? Let us look at the poker
machine licence auction. We all remember the former
member for Mitcham, the former Minister for Gaming,
Mr Robinson, who used to sit down in the corner there.
When he was questioned by the then coalition
opposition about the way in which he was managing
the poker machine licence system he stood up in this
house and said, ‘Trust me. All is well. All is under
control. Everything is in train’. What did we lose on
that auction? What is a lazy $3.12 billion between
friends?
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It does not really matter, because it was not the money
of the former government. It was the money of
Victorians. The former government could fritter away
$3.12 billion of Victorian taxpayers dollars, because as
I said from the start, it is in the DNA of Labor members
to do such things. They just do not get it. They do not
know what it is like to run a business. They do not
know what it is like to have to employ people. They do
not know what it is like to have to operate an
organisation and live within your means. You can only
spend what you earn. That is what you have to do at
home when you have a budget, and that is what you
have to do when you are running a business, but
unfortunately those opposite do not understand that that
is also what you have to do when you are running a
country or a state.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is quite telling that
the previous speaker, the member for Ferntree Gully,
on a motion that deals with jobs in Victoria right now
and the budget that the government has put before the
house, spent his whole contribution talking about
everything but the current government, its performance
in producing jobs or the current budget. The member
wanted to speak about Queensland, other states, the
federal government and other people he could blame,
but he did not want to talk about or defend the Baillieu
government.
It is pretty clear that members on the back bench on the
other side of the house do not feel too inclined to stick
up for the Treasurer, the Premier or others on the front
bench. I would say that some of those people sitting in
the middle row over there are looking at the people on
the front bench and thinking, ‘Those guys are not going
to last too much longer. If I set myself up, I might be
able to knife one of those people and take their job’.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr BROOKS — The Minister for Environment
and Climate Change just looked over then. He might be
laughing on the outside, but I think on the inside he is a
little bit worried.
The Victorian people are asking how it is that we could
go from having a AAA-rated economy under the
former government and go from being the jobs engine
room of the country — despite the fact that we are not a
resource-rich state and that we saw through the global
financial crisis much better than people expected — to
this jobs crisis we have now in Victoria. How could it
be? I can understand why Victorians are asking that
question.
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In moving around the state and my own electorate I talk
to a range of people, not just the people you would
expect to be Labor voters but even businesspeople, who
are saying, ‘What is this government doing?’. They all
know that the government has been doing nothing, and
that has jolted this government, which is slowly trying
to give the impression that it is doing something, but I
think the people of Victoria are already awake to it. I
very much support the proposal that has been put before
the house that we note the concerns of the Victorian
people. The matter of public importance sets out that
the unemployment rate here in Victoria is the worst of
all the Australian states except for Tasmania. We
should be ashamed of that, and the Baillieu government
should be very ashamed of that.
This government has done nothing to secure jobs in
Victoria. I put to the house that, based on a mixture of
politics and incompetence, this government made a
deliberate decision in its early stages to put the brakes
on the economy. What that has meant is that the
government has shut the infrastructure pipeline and put
the shutters up to business. I wish I had a dollar for
every time a businessperson or a stakeholder group has
said to me, ‘We can’t get in to talk to this government
to get our message across’. The government has sacked
public sector workers. When there is a jobs crisis, what
does this government do? It sacks people. It is
unbelievable.
I also want to talk about the cuts from the education and
skills sectors. Such cuts are counterproductive if you
want to secure jobs in Victoria in the long term. A few
months ago, when it realised it had a problem with jobs,
the Liberal-Nationals coalition fell back on that old gem
of, ‘We have got to increase productivity’. We know
that is Liberal-Nationals code for pushing down the
conditions and pay of ordinary Victorian workers. We
have seen that. The coalition has tried to run things up
the flagpole around building and construction unions
and run the whole union bogeyman argument that it
often does, but what the coalition has not done when it
has talked about productivity — and we saw the
minister in the other house fail to explain what
productivity was — is it has not invested in education
and skills. The coalition does not have a vision in that
area. It has done the opposite. It has actually cut
funding from the education and skills sectors.
I turn to the Victorian certificate of applied learning
(VCAL) program. This is a revolutionary program — I
think it is about 10 years old — which has given an
alternative pathway to kids who are not going to go
through the Victorian certificate of education program.
In my role as parliamentary secretary to the Shadow
Minister for Education I get to visit a lot of specialist
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schools — schools that educate disabled kids. These are
fantastic places.
Mr Weller interjected.
Mr BROOKS — I am the shadow parliamentary
secretary — at the moment. These schools do a
fantastic job. The coordinators of VCAL programs in
schools in rural and regional areas have a very
important job to do in placing kids with disabilities in
the right courses and making sure they get good work
experience and the right placements, and then hopefully
at the end of that they will get good jobs. Those
coordinators line all of those things up. They do all of
that sort of work. It is particularly difficult in rural and
regional areas where those sorts of employment or
work placement opportunities are more limited than in
the city, but they are still as important as they are in the
city; I make that point. For the government to cut that
coordination funding has been a cruel blow to disabled
students, particularly in the bush but certainly here in
Melbourne as well.
It is also counterproductive to talk about productivity. If
members of the government want to talk about
productivity, they should remember that lifting the
standards of these kids, giving them something to aim
for and getting them out in the workforce is better, as
the Principals Association of Specialist Schools has
said, than them ending up in day programs which cost
taxpayers money. It is far better for these kids to have a
great sense of purpose, get a job and contribute to
society and the economy in that particular way.
The Minister for Education and the Premier have told
the Parliament that there will be no cuts to VCAL
programs. These weasel words mean nothing.
Government members should go out and talk to the
people who run these programs in their schools, and
they will get a very different message. In fact the
budget papers that were released yesterday show that
this government expects a 3 per cent drop in students
who complete the VCAL program. That is a 3 per cent
drop that has been indicated in the government’s own
budget papers.
On top of that we have $100 million of cuts to TAFE
institutes. We should be investing in our TAFE
institutes and targeting our TAFE programs to skill up
our young people so they get a foot in the door to get a
good job. Instead this government has decided to rip
$100 million out of our TAFE institutes. Up in my part
of the world in northern Melbourne, the Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE could lose around
$20 million. Will kids be able to afford the increased
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costs of programs? Will the schools be able to run as
many programs? Will they have to sack people?
This is not just happening in Melbourne. On ABC radio
this morning we heard the head of GippsTAFE say that
the school was expecting to lose $4 million. I wonder
how the backbenchers on the other side of the house are
going to explain those sorts of cuts and reductions to
the people in their communities, such as, for example,
the people in the Gippsland community.
The pathway through the education and skills system
begins in the early childhood stages. There is a widely
accepted agreement at the commonwealth and state
levels that the best results for preschool children are
achieved if four-year-old children receive 15 hours per
week of preschool education. No-one disputes that
point. The research and evidence points to that, and
both sides of politics have signed up to that. What that
means is that Victorian kindergartens need capital
works and investment so they can expand their schools
and so they do not have to cut other programs, like their
kinder programs for three-year-old children, to be able
to continue to run their programs for four-year-old
children.
In the last budget this government slashed capital works
funding for early childhood education providers down
to $15 million, which funds very little indeed, and in
this year’s budget there is no mention of capital funding
at all for providers of early childhood education. The
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development snuck out to my electorate to visit
MacLeod Preschool last week, I think it was, to
announce $50 million of funding for that school. Of
course she did not invite any of the media along or let
anyone know about that visit, because the kindergarten
she visited has completed an upgrade recently using
funds provided by the previous Labor government and
the $50 million she was talking about was all federal
money coming through the state government. It is no
wonder she was running and hiding from that. We have
seen no vision, no direction and no funding from the
government in that area either.
In relation to the school system, in this budget funding
is being cut from the education maintenance allowance,
which provides struggling families with some
assistance with the basics of getting kids to school. The
education maintenance allowance is paid to the most
vulnerable families right across the state. The money is
paid in two portions, with 50 per cent paid to the school
and 50 per cent to the parents — and the 50 per cent
that goes to the school is going to be cut. This is
funding to make sure that kids from poorer families are
able to access all the programs, including important
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programs, that the other kids at that school access. This
is a shameful cut from this government. Of all the
programs it could look at if it wanted to prune back
funding, this is one it should never have gone anywhere
near. It scrapped the School Start bonus, and we know
about the cuts to Reading Recovery program experts.
I think a message was sent in debate yesterday when
someone raised a point about skills training and
people’s futures and a government member said people
could milk cows. I think that is symbolic of the
approach of this government to education, skills and
training. It does not have a vision. Its view is that if we
prune back the budget and let things run, the market
will take care of jobs growth.
Members on this side of the house believe education is
not only vital to people’s sense of self-worth, growth
and development, and that providing it is the right thing
to do for those reasons, but also that investing in
education at all levels lifts the whole society, that it lifts
Victoria as a whole. That is why when this government
makes cuts to education and skills training which have
a negative impact on productivity we will be here to
highlight those cuts and to make the point that the cuts
are counterproductive to jobs growth in the long run.
We want our children, all of them, to have bright
futures as highly skilled individuals. We do not want
their futures to be determined by where they live or any
particular difficulties they might have.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — When I read the
opposition MPI (matter of public importance) today
criticising the government for a lack of job creation I
must admit I had to read it a second time, thinking there
was a mistake. How could the member for Narre
Warren South criticise the Baillieu government for
making no investment in jobs? It is quite ironic, and I
believe she had not actually read the budget before this
MPI was written. At the outset I would like to
commend the Premier, the Treasurer and the cabinet for
delivering a responsible budget that ensures that we will
continue to fix the problems left behind by Labor and
continue to build the future for Victorians.
Labor’s criticism today of the budget should have been
preceded by an apology from Labor for 11 years of
incompetence, waste and mismanagement. Before we
came to government over $4 billion was wasted. This
has been confirmed by the independent watchdogs, the
Auditor-General and the Ombudsman. Major projects
were late and overbudget. Let us take a moment to
imagine Victoria without the waste, the incompetence
and the overruns. Money could have been spent on
hospitals, on schools, on police, on education and on
child protection workers. It seems hard to imagine
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Victoria without the burden the former government left
behind. When you imagine it, it is almost like a
fairytale.
Mr Eren interjected.
Mrs BAUER — I imagine Victorians would think it
would be like a fairytale, but instead they have been left
with a nightmare by the former government. When we
pick up on that point — that I would love the former
government to apologise to the people of Victoria —
just one example is the $2 million a day we are having
to pay for the desalination plant. Imagine how many
extra front-line teachers, police and child protection
workers we could have. I think the figure is over
10 000. We could afford to employ so many more
front-line service people. I think an apology from the
opposition would be a very good place to start.
In our first Liberal budget — before I get onto this
wonderful one — even with the billion-dollar black
hole left by the former government we delivered
$100 million for ageing railway lines, $242 million for
repairing roads, $602 million for 1700 front-line police
and 940 protective services officers, money for
100 new maths and science teachers, and $240 million
for Catholic and independent schools. And guess what
this is doing? This is creating jobs for Victoria. It was a
responsible first budget. We made the tough decisions
that had to be made. It was a sustainable budget in the
long term, and despite the enormous challenges we are
also maintaining our AAA rating.
Being in government is a privilege, not a right, and it is
a role that we as members take very seriously. This
government inherited many bad projects and serious
problems that needed to be fixed, and the more we
looked and the deeper we dug, the more problems we
found. But we have got a plan to ensure that our state
remains a leading state, and it is clear that we have
already made significant improvements across all areas
of government.
Victorians will benefit from this budget. We have a
focus on health care, transport improvements and
school upgrades. We are securing Victoria’s future,
ensuring economic activity and creating jobs. We have
a clear plan that focuses on rebuilding the state’s
finances, investing in infrastructure through a record
state spend and also growing the manufacturing
industry. We are preparing people for jobs by investing
in skills and education. I have spoken to many
businesses in my electorate about the challenging
economic environment, with the strong Australian
dollar, the volatile global economy and increasing
competition.
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Recently I was fortunate to represent the government at
the Family Business Australia Hall of Fame awards,
which recognise the contribution that family businesses
make to the Victorian economy. Of the 140 attendees,
3 Victorian businesses were recognised and inducted
into the Victorian Hall of Fame. These three
businesses — Haymes Paint, Dysons Bus Services and
Wittner Shoes — are third and fourth-generation family
businesses employing well over 1000 employees
between them.

jobs. The commitments of $875 000 each for the
refurbishment of Seaford Primary School and Seaford
North Primary School and $15.8 million for planning
and development for the Monash Children’s hospital
will all create jobs. It is not rocket science; we are
investing, and we are creating jobs — local jobs. It has
taken our government just two years to fund these
projects, which had been left abandoned, neglected and
forgotten by the Bracks and Brumby governments for
more than a decade.

Despite the tough times, businesses have been telling
me they are optimistic about the future of business in
Victoria under the Premier’s leadership. They see our
government as pro-business and as creating the right
environment to encourage investment, cut unnecessary
regulation and promote exports. An example of this is
that just yesterday there was a 3 per cent reduction in
WorkCover premiums. We are supporting businesses,
which will then employ more people — and there you
go, you have more jobs. While we are speaking of jobs,
I note that over 10 000 jobs were generated in Victoria
in the last month. This is at a time when businesses and
industries are under extreme pressures. Do not get me
started on the carbon tax!

The $35.9 million redevelopment of the Frankston
Hospital, funded in our last budget, delivered over
100 full-time jobs for local people. I was delighted to
see that in this budget the minister has included another
investment in the hospital in the emergency department
that will create 108 local jobs. If you add up all the jobs
I have just referred to, you see that we have thousands
of jobs, including those coming from several projects in
this budget affecting my electorate alone.

I would like to speak from a local perspective about the
budget delivered yesterday. In this budget were some
announcements of local measures that will be fantastic
and have already been well received by the Carrum
electorate, the City of Kingston and the City of
Frankston. Investments announced for my electorate
included major transport infrastructure projects that will
have a direct effect on the Kingston and Frankston
communities. These will directly and indirectly deliver
thousands of jobs to the south-east. I would like to
highlight a few of them.
Kingston community and surrounds will receive a
significant boost, with $155.7 million provided to build
the Dingley bypass, which will connect South Road in
Moorabbin to the South Gippsland Highway in
Dandenong South. For over a decade the former
government promised to build this bypass; it deceived
my local community because it never delivered it. It is
estimated that this example alone will result directly in
184 jobs and indirectly in 1104 jobs. That is just one
project.
We have heard about grade separations, and I refer
especially to Springvale Road. I acknowledge that this
is out of my electorate, but it is a continuation of
Edithvale Road, which a lot of people use on a daily
basis. This will result directly in 1508 jobs, and it is
estimated it will indirectly result in over 9048 jobs. The
building of schools in my electorate will also create

The Baillieu government is committed to ensuring that
we continue to fix the problems left behind by Labor
and to build for the future of Victoria. If the former
Labor government had wasted less in government,
Kingston residents, Frankston residents and all
Victorians would have more infrastructure and services
today. The state budget brought down yesterday
delivers for the people of Victoria. It will be welcomed
by Kingston and Frankston residents, and every Labor
criticism we are hearing today about the budget should
be preceded with an apology to Victorians from Labor
for 11 years of waste and mismanagement.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to congratulate the
member for Narre Warren South on the matter of public
importance she has brought before the house today,
which is:
That this house:
(1) notes that only Tasmania has a higher unemployment
rate than Victoria; and
(2) notes that the Baillieu government has done nothing to
secure and create jobs for Victorian families in the
2012–13 budget.

Just to put this into context, I would like to read out
some of the statistics of the job losses since the election
of the Baillieu government: in Gippsland, there have
been 14 300 job losses; in the Central
Highlands-Wimmera region, 10 500; inner eastern
Melbourne, 12 900; outer eastern Melbourne, 10 100;
south-eastern Melbourne, 4800; inner Melbourne,
2100; outer western Melbourne, 4000; Mornington
Peninsula, 3700; north-eastern Melbourne, 600 — the
list goes on and on.
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The lack of planning on the part of this government in
not having a jobs plan is costing Victorians a lot. It is
sad to see that Victoria is suffering through one of the
worst periods in terms of unemployment rates. Going
back to 2010 and just prior to it, we were the engine
room for jobs. Even though we are not a mining state,
without question we were leading on the jobs front: 60
to 65 per cent of the jobs created nationally were being
created in Victoria. That is because our government had
a plan. Unfortunately this government does not have a
plan, and at the moment we find ourselves in a
predicament where after 18 months of this government
we have the highest unemployment rate on the
Australian mainland. We come second nationally to
Tasmania. It is a crying shame.
I have previously referred to this next matter, and I will
now do so again — it relates not to our words but to the
words of the Organisation for Economic Cooperation
and Development about the time of our government. I
am sure those opposite would understand how
important, well recognised and well respected the
OECD is. I am referring to its words back in
2007–08 — and let us remind ourselves once again
about the global financial crisis, how devastating it was
and how it still cripples many nations across the world,
including those of Europe. In 2007–08 the OECD said
Victoria had one of the strongest and most resilient
economies in the world. That is not us saying
something about ourselves; it represents other,
reputable organisations across the world
acknowledging the good work the Victorian
government did back then.
We acknowledge that we lost the election; there is no
question about that. However, the government needs to
understand that it now needs to do the work required of
it and to have a jobs plan. This is what those opposite
do not have at the moment.
We are very proud of our record of making sure that we
kept the budget in the black during the time that we
were in government. We made sure that we had a
AAA credit rating at all times during the time that we
were in government. We handed over to this
government a budget that was AAA credit rated and
that was in surplus.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr EREN — That was what the Premier said in a
radio interview. He acknowledged that the economy
was in good shape when he took over. Now the
government has doubled the debt. The forecast is that in
the next few years the debt will double. There is
nothing for infrastructure or for the work that is
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generated through spending on infrastructure. We did
that quite well, in conjunction with the federal
government. I want to mention the Building the
Education Revolution program, which was a
partnership between the federal and state governments
to build facilities across this state not only to ensure that
students have the best environment to learn in but also
to create those vitally important construction jobs. That
is what this government is not doing. It has stopped
expenditure on infrastructure at a time when jobs
depend very much on it.
I want to talk about some aspects of yesterday’s budget.
It shows clearly that government members have turned
their backs on the Victorian community, particularly in
relation to the creation of jobs. Not only have they done
that but, adding insult to injury, this government has
decided to sack 4200 people from the public sector.
That is a kick in the guts for Victorians that comes on
top of the inadequacy of this incapable government. It
cannot even develop a jobs plan not only to protect the
jobs we have currently but to create more jobs.
The Premier claimed that he would create jobs once he
got into government. He promised that he would create
some 55 000 extra jobs each year. Leading up to the
election he promised Victorians that he would create
55 000 jobs annually. That was the spin that members
of this government put before all Victorians prior to the
election. The Premier said that the employment growth
rate would be 1.75 per cent, and he promised he would
create 55 000 jobs each year over the next four years.
How embarrassing it must be for all of you on that side!
You must be embarrassed by those comments. Leading
up to the election the Premier said he would create
55 000 jobs annually, and what have we got today? We
have job losses coming out of your ears — and that is a
problem that all of you have. You need to obviously do
what you — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
should address his comments through the Chair.
Mr EREN — Through you, Deputy Speaker, that is
a problem that you all have.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara knows the terminology.
Mr EREN — The point I am trying to make is that
people cannot say one thing leading into an election and
then do the totally opposite thing. At the end of the day
we are talking about people’s livelihoods. Government
members must acknowledge that. They need to do the
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best they can in the current circumstances. The
government must find a way to stop the job losses
occurring.
For most of her speech earlier the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business spoke about
the discussion paper put out by Labor. She was actually
knocking the fact that we are consulting members of the
wider community by asking them to tell us what they
are going through. That is what developing policy is: it
is about listening to members of the community and
then formulating policy on not only the information that
members are privy to but also the information that we
are given by the community. The minister for small
business had the gall to stand there and try to ridicule
the opposition’s document, which is about coming up
with ideas for defending and creating jobs. I hope the
minister read that document well and learnt from it, and
I hope she looks forward to hearing about the
information we get back when that consultation process
on our discussion paper is over. That is what it is about.
Even in opposition we try to defend jobs and make sure
we harness our ability to protect Victorians from
external pressures — as we did when we were in
government.
That is what this government is not doing, and that is
what we are trying to highlight through this matter of
public importance. We are trying to wake government
members up. Unfortunately they do not want to be
woken. They are still gloating about the budget that
they announced yesterday. What they fail to understand
is that in the real world out there people are actually
suffering. I do not have time to talk about Geelong, I do
not have time to talk about Alcoa, I do not have time to
talk about Shell, I do not have time to talk about Ford
and I do not have time to talk about the port and the
impact on the port of Geelong if Alcoa and Shell were
to go. What are members opposite doing about it?
Nothing.
In relation to the aviation industry, at least the
Queensland government is sticking up for its state. At
least Queensland has the ear of Qantas. This
government does not have the ear of Qantas. It should
do what the Queensland government is doing. It is not
doing that. It is an outrage. The government should call
Qantas today, right now, and save those jobs instead of
them going to Brisbane. Why can Queensland do that
but we cannot do it? The answer is that we have a
government that does not care!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I want to start by
saying at the outset that this is a disgraceful matter of
public importance (MPI). It is an absolute dud. I think
members would all agree that the member for Narre
Warren South has been left hanging out to dry and
deliver a dud MPI. None of the members of the
opposition frontbench has even bothered to turn up;
they have left it to the members of the backbench to
make contributions in this debate. This MPI is such a
dud because the opposition did not take the time to look
at what the budget contained before it put forward the
MPI, without any thought for its consequences. If
anything demonstrates just how lazy members of this
opposition are, it is this MPI.
I want to point out something. Standing order 39(3)
provides that an MPI must be lodged by 4.00 p.m. on
the day before it is to be discussed. All members were
handed the budget papers at the same time, at 3.10 p.m.
The Treasurer then began to read the budget speech and
concluded it at 3.50 p.m. There was not enough time for
any opposition members to get together and talk about
the budget and to consider putting forward an MPI that
notes that in the budget ‘the Baillieu government has
done nothing to secure and create jobs for Victorian
families’. There was not enough time to collude and do
that. There was only enough time for opposition
members to say to the member for Narre Warren South,
‘You draft some weak, lousy MPI. You go in and take
the heat, and you deliver it. You deliver it because we
don’t believe what will be in it’. The truth is that
members opposite do not believe what is in it because
they have done nothing. They have done nothing in
18 months, and they did nothing in 11 years. Each and
every one of them should hang their head in shame. It is
an absolutely disgraceful MPI.
If members opposite did their homework, they would
understand that this budget delivers a surplus of
$155 million. It delivers $58 million to manufacturing
to ensure individual firm productivity and investment in
innovation and technology. The government is looking
at international engagement to ensure that Victoria’s
export markets are supported. It will increase the
capacity of the port of Melbourne, which will increase
container movement. The budget provides for new
projects worth $2.7 billion.
Manufacturing is highlighted right through the budget
as being integral to the Victorian economy. As
members all know, manufacturing is the single largest
full-time employer. We as a government are proud that
we will ensure that that continues. In the budget the
government has also announced $13.7 million over four
years for specialist manufacturing services to work with
medium size firms to achieve world-class services,
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including certification, efficiency and supply reliability.
There is $24.8 million over four years to provide
incentives for firms to invest in leap-ahead technologies
to make their businesses more competitive. There is
$7.5 million over four years to support
business-to-business networks to assist transfer of
knowledge, information and technology. There is a
further $9 million for building innovative small
manufacturers including more specialist workshops and
improved access to government information and
programs, and there is $3 million over four years to
deliver support and information to employees in
transition. There is a cut to WorkCover premiums of
3 per cent, which will ease pressure on business and
encourage growth.
There is so much good news in this budget. I will go
on. There is also a further investment of $1 billion in
the skills sector. This is a great budget. There are
infrastructure projects which are being commenced
under this government, yet the opposition has the gall to
say there is nothing about jobs in this budget. It says
there is no talk of jobs, no talk of anything that will
stimulate the economy and no talk about getting things
moving — nothing at all. This debate is just a weak
attempt to have a cheap political shot and say, ‘Yeah,
no problems; there is nothing in it’.
The opposition has a strong similarity with its federal
counterpart. The member for Narre Warren South in
particular shows a strong similarity to federal minister
Bill Shorten, because when Bill Shorten was asked for
his opinion he said that whatever Julia said will be
right. The member for Narre Warren South has pretty
much said, ‘Well, whatever the budget says, we don’t
agree with it. There are no jobs. We are not going to
look at it. We are not going to read it or take any time to
do the hard yards. We are just going to continue to be
lousy Labor opposition members and just criticise’.
These are the Labor opposition members we have come
to know. They talk down the economy, business and
jobs, and they talk down Victoria. They have no plan;
they had no plan for 11 years, and they have no plan
now. All they have got is a plan for a further review, the
kind of review that they were very good at doing in
government.
Mr Tilley interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — You are right. I hear some
very wise words from the member for Benambra, who
says they do have a couple of plans — plans for another
public holiday, plans for sunglasses for all
schoolchildren and plans for a further review of the
tomato sauce used in Parliament House. These are very
important policies, but the opposition has no real plan.
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It is ironic that we are talking about jobs, because the
hard and fast truth of it is that Labor has a great
reputation for waste and mismanagement; in fact
$4 billion was wasted by the previous government. We
do not need to rely on our own figures; we can rely on
the figures of the Auditor-General, because he has
looked at the figures. He has looked at the projects of
the previous government and has said that taxpayers
could have been saved a whole heap of money —
billions of dollars — the expenditure of which was
directly attributable to the waste and mismanagement of
the former government.
We have heard about things like the desalination plant
and myki. There is such a list — there is $350 million
on myki and $3 billion lost on the poker machine
licence auction. That money could have been spent on
good, solid jobs; instead it has just been wasted — ‘See
you later. We don’t care because it’s not our money and
not our responsibility’. If you took that $4 billion, how
many jobs could it buy? Instead of carping and
whingeing, the opposition should learn some basic
economics: how to manage money, how to be
responsible and how to deliver good and sensible
policy.
The fact of the matter is that every project the
opposition committed to when in government blew out.
Every policy it touched failed. There were all these
fantastic ideas, but none of them reached fruition. There
was no proper management. It was like the old jousting
sticks in the film The Castle. ‘Haven’t I got a deal for
you, a great deal for you? What are they worth?’. A
dud, an absolute dud, that is what it is. Victorians were
all sold a dud, and we are left to fix the problems. That
is what this budget delivers — good, sensible
management and good, sensible, fiscal responsibility,
something the opposition should learn about. It is an
absolute disgrace that no-one on the opposition front
bench has the guts to stand up here and deliver this
matter of public importance. They do not believe in it
themselves; they do not believe in any of this. They are
just riding the wind.
They do not even believe in their own jobs, because if
they did, they would remove all the deadwood on the
front bench — they are not here now, but they should
be removed — to give some of the new performers a
chance, because they could do a damn sight better job
than the frontbench members of the opposition are
doing. They are an absolute dud. They should be held
accountable for their 11 years of waste and
mismanagement.
The member for Melbourne just walked in, and I am
reminded of the dud she delivered for education. The
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money the schools had been asking for was not
delivered under Labor even though it had 11 years in
which to do it. Now she is walking out. Members of the
Labor Party ought to be disgraced; they all ought to
hang their heads in shame and apologise to Victorian
taxpayers. They have a lot to account for, and we will
be standing here each and every time to make people
aware of the mismanagement and failures of the
previous government.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour today to talk on the opposition’s matter of
public importance. It is pretty disappointing to see that
the member for Caulfield thinks that people losing their
jobs is something to be proud of. There would be very
few governments in this country that could sit there and
be proud of watching 900 jobs disappear out of their
state every week.
It is an absolute disgrace that we have seen no forecasts
for employment growth in the last budget; we are
seeing unemployment rise to 5.75 per cent. We have a
Premier who will be known in the future as Captain
Zero. There is no employment growth. He will have his
mate Treasurer All is Well. I can picture them sitting in
their wetsuits wearing their budgie-smugglers on the
outside. Captain Zero is delivering nothing for the
Victorian economy.
We have a group of people who are abandoning the
education field. These people are pointing their fingers
and — kapow, bang, gone — every week 900 jobs are
going from this economy. These people will not spend
and will not deliver in relation to demand in this
economy. We have a group of people who are mugging
the economy and taking it backwards. Then they sit
there and suggest that somehow or another they have
something to be proud of.
This group of people in the government is made up of
conservatives who believe there is no role for the
government to do anything in the marketplace. We do
not have to worry about this government crowding out
the marketplace, because the government is not even in
the marketplace. The government is abandoning the
field and sitting down hoping that somehow or another
the economy and the private sector will do the job for it.
The private sector often does the job for it, but in this
instance the private sector is looking to the government
to assist with these endeavours during difficult times.
We have a Premier and Treasurer who continue to hide;
they never appear in the media. They say it is never
their fault; it is the fault of a carbon tax or something
like that. They have said the fault can be found on the
south-west coast. I was on the south-west coast the
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other week looking at roads. They blamed the carbon
tax to explain why they could not build roads on the
south-west coast; then they blamed wind farms. Then
there was a bizarre explanation from a minister who
blamed volcanic rock when explaining why roads were
not being built. This government is delivering very
little.
Captain Zero has made a bang, and the School Start
bonus and the EMA (education maintenance
allowance) are gone. This will dramatically affect the
budgets of parents in my area. Many people at many
schools receive the EMA. Last year there was a means
test, and that was fair enough. I am quite happy to see
means testing being used to deal with middle-class
welfare. But most of my constituents who had received
the EMA are not middle-class or well off. This will
dramatically affect their budget.
Why are government members so manic about
mugging the economy? Why are they dragging back
growth? Why has there been zero growth in relation to
the delivery of employment in the last 12 months?
There are very few governments in this country which
would sit down and be proud of delivering absolutely
nothing.
The tradesmen in my area will have less work. I think
there is $4.5 million for roads in the budget which, to
be blunt, is bugger all and diddly-squat. In the city of
Casey we received $40 million every year for roads
under Labor. The amount of $4.5 million will deliver
nothing in terms of a stimulus to my local area.
But what concerns me above all else is that this
government has struggled to deliver a budget surplus.
The Premier and Treasurer are the one-trick pony
specialists. Captain Zero and his mate All is Well have
struggled to deliver a $155 million surplus, but revenue
is up to $55 billion and GST revenue is up by 6.3 per
cent. We can all remember the crocodile tears and the
carrying on of government members before the budget
was released. They were carrying on like a pack of pork
chops, to be blunt, when they said, ‘The world is going
to fall apart, and it’s going to be very difficult’. But
somehow or another debt is skyrocketing to $73 billion.
Unfortunately the one-trick pony has simply said, ‘We
will cut debt’. If that is looked at as a KPI (key
performance indicator), you can see the government has
certainly not cut debt; it will increase to $73 billion in
2013. That is not meeting the KPI put up by Captain
Zero and his mate All is Well.
It is pretty hard to explain to the Victorian public what
is in this budget for them. The fine for swearing has
gone up, which will obviously affect someone like
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myself who swears a little bit. Speeding fines are going
up by 15 per cent. There are a fair few people in my
electorate who are a little bit naughty sometimes. A
15 per cent increase in speeding fines will affect their
budgets. That is a bit disappointing. They might swear
and they might speed, so there will be a 15 per cent
increase for them.
The EMA and the School Smart bonus have gone.
There is literally bugger all and diddly-squat funding
for roads in the local area. You would be very hard
pressed to explain what this government is doing to
assist families in my local community. In many ways
the polls tell the story. The public is not impressed.
Captain Zero and Treasurer All is Well disappear all the
time. They say, ‘It’s never our fault; it’s the federal
government’s fault’. The GST revenue shows that it is
not the federal government’s fault, because there has
been a 6.3 per cent increase in GST revenue. You
cannot complain about that. I do not know how much
they expected it to increase by. It cannot be the federal
government’s fault. The Premier and the Treasurer hide
the whole time. Parts of the budget were dropped
before the budget was released by the Treasurer, then
no-one could find him. All is Well disappeared. I guess
he is wearing a wetsuit like the Premier; he might be
wearing his budgie-smugglers on the outside. But you
cannot find him. They have disappeared, which is quite
disturbing.
At the end of the day these people will not stand by the
KPIs they have proposed. They will not even stand by
the things they have dropped, which is absolutely
bizarre. The Victorian public has been saying, ‘We
didn’t vote you in for your good looks’. We know that.
The public voted the government in to do something.
Unfortunately not much is happening.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — They voted me in for my
good looks, but maybe they did not vote members on
the other side of the chamber in for their looks!
Mr Delahunty — We are fixing your mess.
Mr DONNELLAN — The Minister for Sport and
Recreation, who is at the table said they are fixing the
messes. However, the key performance indicators I
have in front of me include reducing the debt, but that is
going up and employment growth is zero. It is quite
bizarre that the KPIs are not being met, the ministers
are disappearing — and it is never their fault. It is quite
disturbing that they say it is never their fault, that it is
always someone else’s fault. That might work for a
little while, but it is not sustainable in the long run.
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Sooner or later you have to take responsibility if you
are in government.
I turn to the subject of roads. I note that the Minister for
Roads has put out marvellous press releases about how
much money he is spending. He has said, ‘At
Bayswater, we are spending $12 million’. That is
incorrect — the government has allocated only
$1.4 million. He has said, ‘We have allocated
$49 million for Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road’, when
only $4.5 million has been allocated. Then there is the
Dingley bypass, which seems to be blowing out in
terms of costs under this government. That did not
happen under our government. There is a great myth
that somehow or other all this money is being spent, yet
only $107 million was allocated for metropolitan roads
in this budget. That is pretty ordinary.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is with pleasure that I
rise today to speak on the matter of public importance
proposed by the member for Narre Warren South.
Might I say that when members of the opposition talk
about the budget, they appear to have short memories. I
will just run through some examples of the mess that
this government inherited. We inherited a desalination
plant that costs this state $1.82 million every day. It is
also disappointing that I did not get a new school in my
electorate. Consider this: for the cost of running the
desalination plant for just 11 days, I could have had a
new school in my electorate combining the Echuca
Specialist School and the Echuca South and Echuca
West primary schools. For the cost of running the
desalination plant for just 11 days, I could have had that
school in my electorate. That is the disappointing
thing — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! I apologise to the member for Rodney, but the
time for debating the matter of public importance has
expired.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
2009–10 and 2010–11 financial and
performance outcomes
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
this morning to speak in relation to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee’s (PAEC) report on the
2009–10 and 2010–11 financial and performance
outcomes. I note from the outset that this is a very
weighty tome of some 351 pages. An enormous amount
of work has gone into this very comprehensive
committee report, and I commend it to members of this
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place. I also thank the committee staff for the extensive
amount of work they have done to pull this report
together.
This PAEC inquiry examined the achievements of the
public sector in 2009–10 and 2010–11, along with how
those achievements were reported. The committee was
particularly interested in how the actual achievements
compared to what had been planned at the start of each
year. Essentially this report completes the circle that
begins with the preceding year’s budget papers and
ends with the annual reports. It looks at the analysis of
that full circle in the transaction process. That is a good
thing for a number of reasons, not the least of which is
accountability and transparency for the government.
The report is also very informative for members and for
anybody who cares to take a look at it. This is the
second report produced by the committee in relation to
this subject. The first report was tabled in February
2012. That report examined the annual reports of
departments and selected agencies. This report goes
further and focuses on what was delivered and achieved
by those departments in this period.
The report examines the government’s performance in
six areas: first, overall financial performance; second,
how the income and expenditure of departments
compared to budget estimates; third, what outputs were
delivered; fourth, how departments’ performance
compared to the targets in their performance measures;
fifth, how asset investment projects have progressed
compared to timeliness and cost targets; and sixth, what
outcomes were achieved. The report also includes a
chapter looking at the performance of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office in 2010–11; that is obviously
a very important aspect of this report.
As a result of this inquiry the committee has been
provided with an overview of government performance
in 2009–10 and 2010–11. As a result of that overview,
the committee has been able to make
65 recommendations that are extremely wide ranging
and comprehensive. The recommendations can be
found both in summary at the start of the report and
also in detail within the various chapters. The chairman
of PAEC made an interesting comment in the foreword
to this report:
Assessing the achievements and performance of government
departments and agencies in a meaningful way which can be
readily understood by members of Parliament and the
community is the implicit key performance task of the
committee.

I think that is a very good summary of one of the key
roles of the committee.
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As the chairman goes on to state, PAEC looks at:
… outcomes and where they relate to measures of actual
impact on the community which can be regarded as the
achievement judged against the objectives and commitment
of resources …

In other words, PAEC is looking at bang for the buck,
so to speak; analysis has been undertaken in relation to
money that was previously expended.
In terms of the structure of the report, there are a whole
range of chapters. Chapter 3 deals with components
relating to both the preceding 56th Parliament as well
as the current 57th Parliament. Chapter 4 deals with
departmental income expenses. Chapter 5 deals with
the general government sector output delivery, and on it
goes. Chapter 8 deals with the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office.
One matter I would like to briefly note relates to one of
the findings on page 22 of the report, which states:
One-off grants from the commonwealth for asset investment
are included in revenue but the use of these funds is not
included in expenditure.

It goes on to state:
If these … were not included in revenue, however, the result
of trading would have been a deficit of $950.7 million.

I commend the bill — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to make a
number of comments in relation to the Law Reform
Committee’s inquiry into access by donor-conceived
people to information about donors and the inquiry’s
report, which was tabled in March 2012. I do not often
speak about committee reports, but I felt compelled to
place on record my support for the recommendations
and findings on this particular report.
This is a wonderfully researched and balanced report
that deals with some very sensitive and longstanding
issues. It is also a near-perfect example of just how
valuable our system of parliamentary committees can
be in helping to shape social policy. It is apparent from
the chair’s foreword that the committee’s views shifted
significantly during the course of this inquiry, and that
shift was based on the evidence received from
donor-conceived people, donors, parents, medical and
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counselling professionals, departmental representatives
and academics. I commend the committee members for
being prepared to conduct their inquiry with
compassion, goodwill and fair-mindedness.
What we quickly learn from the report is that
donor-conceived people born in Victoria have different
rights in relation to accessing information about their
donors and that these rights are tied to an arbitrary date
based on their year of conception. At present persons
conceived from gametes donated before 1 July 1988
have no right to access information about their donors.
Those conceived from gametes donated between 1 July
1988 to 1 January 1998 are entitled under law to
receive non-identifying information about their donors
and identifying information with their donors consent,
while those lucky enough to be born after 1 January
1998 are entitled to obtain non-identifying and
identifying information about their donors. This system
of differing rights has created a climate of secrecy and
trauma for many donor-conceived people.
On the one hand I can understand that donors who
made their donations prior to 1 January 1998 might
reasonably expect to remain anonymous and have their
privacy protected, but on the other hand I accept the
principle articulated in the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Act 2008, which states that the welfare and
interests of persons born or to be born as a result of
treatment procedures are paramount. This is clearly an
issue of justice for donor-conceived people, and I am
pleased that the committee’s first recommendation is:
That the Victorian government introduce legislation to allow
all donor-conceived people to obtain identifying information
about their donors.

I want to join with other members of Parliament on
both sides of this chamber and offer my emphatic
support for this recommendation.
To its credit, the committee organised a presentation
during the last sitting week to discuss its report. In
attendance were Lauren Burns, Narelle Grech,
Kimberley Turner, Myf Cummerford, Ian Smith and
Peter Lewis. Each offered their own personal story as
either a donor-conceived person or a donor. I found the
session to be enormously informative, and I want to
congratulate those men and women who came forward
to share their experiences. I particularly want to pay
tribute to Narelle Grech, who spoke at the meeting and
later wrote a letter to MPs. Like so many others,
Narelle’s desire to see change is based on both sadness
and hope. Narelle has stage 4 bowel cancer, and her
prognosis is not good. With no history of bowel cancer
on her mother’s side, it is fair to assume that there may
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be a greater genetic risk on the paternal side of her
family. As Narelle explained in her letter:
Had I access to my true birth origins when I was a teenager I
may not be fighting for my life right now. Whilst I have a
strong will to live and refuse to accept the doctor’s prognosis,
I also feel an enormous sense of responsibility to warn my
paternal family and eight half-siblings (born via the same
anonymous sperm donor between 1982 and 1985) of this
life-threatening disease.

Unfortunately for Narelle she has no way of contacting
them, which she describes as ‘a horrible position to be
in’. As a Parliament we owe it to people like Narelle to
change the laws. In fact I think we would be neglectful
of our duties if we did not. Let us not miss the
opportunity to correct a wrong. I urge the Baillieu
government to accept the committee’s
recommendations and introduce amending legislation at
the earliest opportunity.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
2009–10 and 2010–11 financial and
performance outcomes
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this afternoon
to speak about the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s Report on the 2009–10 and 2010–11
Financial and Performance Outcomes, PAEC’s report
no. 109. It covers the last 18 months of the Brumby
government and the first 6 months of the present
government. It covers a lot of ground — two years, two
governments and certainly two very different
approaches. While as committee members we agreed
on much of what we discussed and the information we
assessed, we did not agree on all issues. Perhaps our
views were not as divergent as the views recently
reported by another committee on the other side of the
world, but certainly there were some differences in
terms of matters of substance.
The minority report deals with some matters that those
members felt should be included and presented with a
differing view on some outcomes that were achieved.
In terms of the outcomes that were thought to have
been achieved — I guess you could say, ‘They would
say that, wouldn’t they?’ — there were clearly
divergent views. As was very much evident in the
debate on the matter of public importance that the
house has just concluded, there is clearly a divergence
of views across the house, and that was reflected in the
committee’s report. As to the minority view of the
world — some might say Labor has learnt nothing, but
I will not go that far — it is very clear that there are two
entirely different views.
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What I want to concentrate on in the time remaining to
me today is the other matters that are reflected in the
extract of the minutes, which is appended to the report.
One of the challenges I want to address is just how far
you go in terms of reporting. How far do you want to
go in diverting resources within departments and
statutory authorities to navel gazing and over-analysis
of information in reporting to Parliament when you are
taking the agencies away from doing the very things
they exist to do? You are taking them away from
providing services, building infrastructure and doing
appropriate planning, and you are looking backward
rather than forward. We need to be looking forward; we
need to be looking at where we are going. Obviously it
is important that there be an appropriate retrospective
assessment of actions, but we need to be looking
forward as well.
To refer to the minutes that are appended, there are
some differences of opinion in terms of chapter 2 and
the level of detail that should be incorporated in the
report. I want to make the point that budgets are annual
events; appropriations are annual events. They are
brought down once a year. They are not brought down
twice a year or quarterly. In many cases it is not
appropriate to say that simply because you are halfway
through the year you should be halfway through the
task. In many cases things need to be done in one half
of the year or the other or with differing weights on the
way through. If that is the case and reporting and
analysis are to be required on a very regular basis, then
you are clearly diverting resources away from what you
should be doing. Reporting to the Parliament is an
important thing but is perhaps not a core responsibility
of departments. It is accountability after the event. The
third motion relates to the outcomes of the
56th Parliament. Once again we need to be looking at
what is happening and looking forward rather than
having this rear-view mirror view of events that was
proposed by the minority.
Chapter 3 relates particularly to the issue of debt. I
think that is probably one of the fundamental
differences, and once again that was on display this
morning during the debate on the matter of public
importance. I would suggest that the majority
understand that in government you have choices: you
can borrow the money and burden future generations
with debt or you can live within your means and
provide infrastructure on that basis. The former
government sought to justify its decision to mire the
state in debt by trying to portray it as some sort of thing
you have to do to provide infrastructure. Clearly that is
not correct. Governments have choices, and there is a
clear difference of view on those matters. The same
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thing goes for the next motion on page 347 as well. I
commend the report to members.

Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to speak
on the Law Reform Committee’s report on its inquiry
into access by donor-conceived people to information
about donors. I spoke about this matter in the last sitting
week, and along with many other members of
Parliament I had the opportunity to listen to a number
of people who had provided evidence to that inquiry. I
thank the committee and its staff for the work they have
done and the briefing that was provided. It is a useful
example of how parliamentary committees can go the
next step. For example, the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, on which I serve, could well
have briefed members of Parliament to highlight many
of the issues that were raised during its review of the
Victorian Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
Turning back to this report, I place on the record my
utmost admiration for the people from TangledWebs. It
is an organisation that I first came across when I
attended a Victorian Law Reform Commission hearing
into assisted reproduction. I must admit I went along to
the hearing with a particular view about the importance
of us all understanding our families, and after meeting
with people from TangledWebs my view was further
reinforced. Our genetic families are essential to who we
are as people in terms of our emotional make-up. As
Narelle Grech has pointed out, it is also critical when it
comes to medical issues.
Members of Parliament have received, through their
electorate offices, copies of a submission from
TangledWebs, and I want to highlight in Parliament
what the organisation has put to us in our electorates.
The submission summarises the main recommendations
of the Law Reform Committee’s report —
recommendations 1, 4, 13, 14, 18 and 23 — and
responds to each of them. I highlight the critical first
argument — that is, that the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Act 2008 has as its first guiding principle
that the rights and interests of persons born and to be
born from assisted reproductive treatment are
paramount. It is therefore essential to remove
discrimination against older donor-conceived
Victorians and introduce equality with adoptees and
donor-conceived people born after 1998. This was the
argument that was put to the committee, in the briefing
to members of Parliament and in correspondence. This
was the response to recommendation 1.
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In response to recommendation 4, TangledWebs says it
does not believe that contact details are required:
… as all parties are able to negotiate as adults what level of
contact is mutually desired. Contact vetoes introduced in
adoption legislation in NSW and Qld are currently being
phased out due to lack of use.

We need to learn from the experience of other
parliaments so that we do not put donor-conceived
Victorians through further unnecessary trauma. The
organisation also states:
However if contact vetoes are introduced TangledWebs
recommends the legislation includes mechanisms so that the
requirement for contact vetoes be reviewed after five years
and if a contact veto is withdrawn, the person who is no
longer barred from contact should be informed of this change
by the agency managing the donor registers.

I have to say the organisation is extremely generous in
making that concession. I would be saying that what
has happened in New South Wales and Queensland
provides enough evidence that contact vetoes are not
required.
TangledWebs strongly supports recommendation 13. I
referred to recommendation 14 last sitting week. The
organisation says in relation to recommendation 14:
The current situation where three separate agencies manage
the donor registers (BDM) — —

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

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
2009–10 and 2010–11 financial and
performance outcomes
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — I am pleased to rise
to comment on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s report on the 2009–10 and 2010–11
financial and performance outcomes. I draw the
attention of members to the section titled ‘Protecting
the environment for future generations’ on page 244 of
the report — the committee’s 109th report to the
Parliament — and I will make a few comments on it.
As the report implies, protecting the environment is a
critical task for any government. I will mention some
current initiatives in my electorate of Gippsland East
that relate to protecting and gaining a better
understanding of the environment for the benefit of
future generations. The first of those is the $10 million
commitment to set up a Gippsland Lakes advisory
group, which will result in a number of positive
outcomes for these iconic waterways, which play a vital
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role for a number of industries in the area — in
particular the fishing and tourism industries.
Tourism is one of the backbones of a number of little
coastal townships around the Gippsland Lakes —
Metung, Lakes Entrance, Paynesville and Eagle Point,
just to name a few. This has many spin-off benefits for
other townships. You only had to be in the area over the
Christmas or Easter periods to see a large number of
watercraft and people on the water and know how
important those industries are to the region. Largely
because of the Gippsland Lakes, East Gippsland is a
year-round holiday destination.
The advisory group will provide greater monitoring of
the lakes system and take into consideration the impacts
on the environment. This might include things like
salinity levels, the impact on vegetation around the
lakes system, and pest species and new species that are
coming into the Gippsland Lakes as a result of
environmental changes of some description.
This government has also made many other significant
investments in relation to protecting the environment,
including a significant investment in Landcare and
Landcare facilitators, including for the Snowy River
Landcare group based in Orbost, which undertakes a lot
of great work in that area.
There have also been significant investments in relation
to controlling pest species, including weeds and wild
dogs, which are an ongoing concern throughout many
parts of my electorate. The introduction of the wild dog
bounty has been effective; it has resulted in a number of
dogs being handed in. We also planned to introduce
aerial baiting, but this did not have the support of the
federal government that we would have liked. Aerial
baiting is drastically needed. Unfortunately we have
been delayed at a federal level, but we hope to get some
breakthroughs pretty soon.
This government has also announced $1.86 million for
research into Victoria’s threatened species. This project
will collect a whole raft of new information on the
state’s rarest inhabitants and help strike the best
possible balance between looking after the environment
and looking after the timber industry, which is very
important to our region. The research will be the largest
program of threatened species surveys undertaken by
the Department of Sustainability and Environment in
more than a decade. This project will involve gathering
up-to-date information on threatened furry little
creatures that inhabit our public native forests in eastern
Victoria. The smoky mouse, long-footed potoroo,
Leadbeater’s possum, powerful owl, sooty owl and
masked owl will all be part of this project, which will
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hopefully allow for the right balance between the
conservation of the biodiversity of the region and the
environment and the supply of timber and other
commercial forest products.
It goes without saying that the timber industry is very
important to a number of our rural and regional
communities. Swifts Creek, Orbost and Cann River rely
very heavily on this industry. It is an industry that is a
major employer in these towns, and it is an industry that
we came to the election saying that we would support.
This is one of many steps we are taking to support this
industry, which is very valuable to the economy of East
Gippsland. It is also worth noting that more than
120 groups across the state will receive funding in the
first round of the coalition’s $20 million Communities
for Nature program. This government has made a
significant investment in environmental projects right
across the board because it recognises the importance
of protecting the environment for future generations. I
commend this report to the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2011–12 (part 1)
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I wish to refer to
page 116 of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) report on the 2011–12 budget
estimates, part 1, which deals with the hearings relating
to the Ports portfolio. Key matters raised at the budget
estimates hearings involved both the feasibility of
relocating car imports and exports to Geelong, at
pages 8 to 9 of the transcript, and the development of
the port of Hastings, including transport links, at
pages 11 to 12 of the transcript. The people of Geelong
have had every right to believe that the government had
a clear plan to facilitate the development of the vehicle
trade and its relocation to Geelong. The people of
Geelong were told that the vehicle trade could generate
up to 1000 jobs in the Geelong region and add
$200 million to the output of the economy. Indeed that
was the evidence of the current minister before PAEC,
found at page 4.
However, today the government has confirmed that this
was a cruel hoax. As the opposition has been saying for
many months now, simply producing a press release
and indicating that you are undertaking a feasibility
study does not create one job. Indeed, poorly handled it
can create an enormous amount of concern and hurt in
the community. The Geelong region has received a kick
in the guts from the Baillieu government, which has
broken its promise to deliver 1000 new jobs to the port
of Geelong by transferring Victoria’s car trade to the
port and providing something like $200 million to the
local economy.
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This is devastating news for this community, and it has
been sneakily delivered under the noise of the state
budget in the hope that Victorians will not notice that
the Baillieu government has broken another promise.
This is deceptive behaviour that is a consequence of a
rush of policy blood to the head by the minister and has
not been properly thought through. Today we know
what everybody in this industry knew and what the
opposition has been saying for many months: that the
relocation will not be able to happen. The minister has
finally confirmed in a media release that this is the case.
We knew that it was not going to happen. Nissan,
Toyota, Holden and the Federal Chamber of
Automotive Industries have all described it as ill
founded and said that it could not proceed. It was
effectively just a crackpot idea from a government that
had not thought the issue through. In effect this has
done nothing to assist Geelong with its genuine
problems associated with port development or indeed
long-term job creation.
On 3 February 2011 the Minister for Ports released a
media release with the headline ‘Coalition’s massive
job boost for the port of Geelong’. The media release
went on to say that this was just a feasibility study. The
opposition has been warning that this feasibility study
would ultimately prove that it was not feasible. The
work had already been done some time ago by the
opposition while it was in government. It was quite
clear that the plan could not proceed. But not only that,
the government also put a ‘Policy implemented’ stamp
on what was nothing more than a feasibility study,
which has broken the hearts of the people of Geelong.
The government needs a jobs plan, not half-baked
promises that effectively come to nothing. The
government needs to start scrutinising its ideas before it
creates public expectations. I will discuss this further in
the context of the government’s plans for the port of
Hastings. The minister has said he believes Hastings
should be developed as a container port within a much
shorter time frame than the 20 years the previous
government proposed. We need to start looking
sensibly at our ports policy, and we need to look
critically at Hastings as against other alternative
options, because if the port of Hastings in fact proved to
be the best investment, given the time lines that are now
being proposed, it would constitute up to $15 billion
worth of investment. This is a substantial amount of
money; in fact it would be the largest single
infrastructure development in this state.
The government needs to get behind the idea of
scrutinising this proposal against a Bay West proposal.
Why? Because effectively the Victorian Freight and
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Logistics Council, the Property Council of Australia
and the general manager of the Toll Group all believe
that decisions like this need to be thoroughly
researched, and they are happy to support governments
getting the right outcome. Even the federal minister has
said you have to scrutinise the proposal for the port of
Hastings against alternative capital investments. If that
is not done, the same tawdry result that has occurred
with the port of Geelong will occur.

COURTS AND SENTENCING
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 April; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to put forward
the Labor opposition’s view on the Courts and
Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I should
say at the outset that it is not the intention of members
of the opposition to oppose the bill before us. It is a
reasonable bill insofar as there are a range of technical
amendments to which we take no policy or specific
objection. I make the observation, however, that there
are a number of amendments contained in this bill that
could and should have been addressed when the
government moved its initial bills in respect of
community correction order (CCO) reforms, and it
strikes me as reasonably sloppy legislating that three
months after those bills went through the house we
should be back here fixing those problems.
I would also like to put forward the opposition’s view
that this is a government that seems to be obsessed with
creating the perception that it is tough on crime when it
does little to invest in addressing the reduction of crime
and its causes. That perception is borne out by the fact
that for eight years we had declining recidivism in this
state, but yet again the government’s budget papers
indicate and confirm that it expects recidivism and
reoffending to rise. That is relevant because for a
government that said it was going to reduce crime, it
has consistently refused to commit itself to any kind of
target or accountability in terms of how it will reduce
crime, and we note that reoffending will increase. In my
view there can be no greater fraud on victims than for
the government to pretend it will make Victoria safer
when its own data fails to bear that out.
As I said, this bill makes a number of amendments to
the Sentencing Amendment (Community Correction
Reform) Act 2011 which we believe should have been
made at the time that legislation went through. The bill
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seeks to streamline the process for dealing with the
contravention of orders, so that after a charge for the
contravention of a community correction order is filed
in the Magistrates Court and an arrest is executed, the
case can be transferred to the original sentencing court
unless the offender is before the Supreme Court or the
County Court for another offence committed during the
term of the community correction order. In these cases
the contravention would be dealt with by that court at
the same time. Again that seems like a fairly sensible
reform; however, the question arises as to why these
processes were not put in the original legislation.
The bill clarifies how bond money will be held and
repaid under the community correction order bond
condition. It amends the current process and will see
money held in trust on behalf of the state rather than the
courts. It clarifies that the state may hold the bond
money for up to three months after the community
correction order has expired to enable prosecuting
agencies to determine if the offender has contravened
the CCO. As I understand it, this is a measure that the
courts have requested the government to undertake. The
courts asked the government to take that action over
three months ago, before the initial reforms were
introduced, so it is a little frustrating that the
Parliament’s important time is being taken up with
what is effectively a fix-up bill. This demonstrates that
the government perhaps rushed through the initial CCO
reforms. This is another example of a sloppy approach
to legislating and an inability to get things right the first
time.
The bill also makes a number of amendments to the
Koori Court’s jurisdiction. It clarifies that the Koori
Court divisions of the Magistrates, County and
Supreme courts are able to deal with a breach of a
sentencing order made in any part of the criminal
jurisdiction of a relevant court. It seeks to enable the
widening of matters relating to an accused that may be
heard together. Again members of the opposition are
satisfied that the provision does not necessarily
compromise fairness in the administration of justice and
will perhaps lead to greater efficiency in the conduct of
hearings.
The bill seeks to amend the Children’s Court legislation
to clarify how specified time periods are calculated in
relation to bail, and similarly amends provisions in
relation to processes for hearing cases for breach of a
probation order, a youth supervision order or a youth
attendance order. The bill also amends the Sentencing
Act 1991 to clarify matters relating to hours of unpaid
community work and whether they can be performed
cumulatively or concurrently when there are several
orders. It enshrines the principle that the Court of
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Appeal is not treated as a sentencing court and that
orders made in that court can be considered as orders
made by a lower court, in order to enable lower courts
to deal with breaches and variations. Most of those
matters have been dealt with through regulation to date,
and obviously those regulations will be revoked upon
the commencement of the act this bill seeks to create.
The bill also seeks to insert, in relation to fine
conversion orders, that an offender must not reoffend
during the period of the order. It extends by two years
the power to issue infringement notices under the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Infringement
Offences) Act 2011 for offences of shop theft of goods
valued at up to $600 and for wilful damage of property
valued at less than $500. The bill also amends the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to clarify how
to calculate the period for which a child may be
remanded in custody: there is to be a clear 21 days. It
makes administrative changes so that it is no longer a
requirement that the same member of the police force
who executes a safe custody warrant must deliver the
child to the location as per the warrant.
The bill also provides that only the principal registrar or
registrars can exercise functions under the children and
young persons infringement notice system. The effect
of that amendment is that it no longer allows deputy
registrars to exercise functions under that system. That
may well be a sensible reform; however, no issues were
addressed in the course of the Attorney-General’s
second-reading speech to explain why that is the case. It
might sound like a reasonably perfunctory reform to
some, and it is not a matter of such import that we will
oppose the bill, but we ask that during the course of
their contributions government members address the
reason for the driving need for that reform.
I also note that the bill seeks to amend the Juries Act
2000 in line with requests from the juries
commissioner. This includes enabling the court to
empanel by name or number. It will also amend the
process for excusing potential jurors so that they can be
returned to the pool as a group rather than individually.
The bill seeks to amend the Judicial College of Victoria
Act 2001 to enable the college to provide education to
registrars and to enable registrars to participate in
professional development. Let us remember that the
Judicial College of Victoria was a Labor government
reform. It was introduced by Labor to improve access
to justice and to enhance the independence,
professionalism and performance of the judiciary.
While I note that this bill provides for an ever-so-slight
amendment to the way the judicial college performs its

Wednesday, 2 May 2012

task, the debate provides us with an opportunity to
consider the government’s delays in implementing
some of the election promises that before the election it
claimed would strengthen judicial independence.
On 23 November 2010 the now Attorney-General
pledged to establish a new courts executive service that
would be independent of departmental or political
control. The Attorney-General claimed in a press
release that that would provide for executive support for
all Victorian courts and for VCAT (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal). The government also
promised that it would introduce a judicial
appointments advisory panel based on the federal
model to advise the Attorney-General on potential
judicial appointments. It also promised it would
establish a judicial complaints commission to
investigate complaints about poor or inappropriate
performances by judges, magistrates or VCAT officers.
It is very interesting that there has been no delivery.
Those election promises have not been acquitted. The
courts executive service is going nowhere fast, as the
government and the courts seem to have very different
ideas about what the model should look like. If the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
example is anything to go by, we are unlikely to see the
judicial complaints commission in this term of
government. I certainly looked at yesterday’s budget to
see what grand funding commitments and output
measures were committed around the courts executive
service and how the government would acquit itself
regarding its election commitments in this regard.
There was nothing, absolutely nothing, about the
implementation of the courts executive service.
Mr Delahunty — Are you sure?
Ms HENNESSY — We looked very hard, I must
assure the Minister for Sport and Recreation. This reeks
of government members who, before they were elected,
liked to beat their chests, particularly about the
independence of the judiciary. A whole range of
insinuations were made about particular judicial
appointments, which led to the government’s
commitments around the establishment of a so-called
independent body to advise the Attorney-General on
such appointments. I have been a critic of the
government in this chamber on its failure to make
diverse judicial appointments — that is not to diminish
the capability and capacity of those it has appointed —
but finally, about two months ago, we saw the first
woman appointed to the County or Supreme court in
the time in office of this government. I certainly hope
that the government does embrace diverse judicial
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appointments. I hope it has the capacity and the
capability to deliver on its election commitments.
The courts are straining under incredible demand.
There was little by way of capital for the judicial
system announced in yesterday’s budget, apart from
that announced for the Broadmeadows Children’s
Court. The delays in the court system have an
incredibly devastating effect on things like the
processes involving intervention orders in the family
violence scheme — and the government has delivered
absolutely nothing. Let us remember that family
violence represents the greatest cohort of assaults
against the person.
I am certainly aware of circumstances where
intervention orders have lapsed because they have been
transferred to another court miles away and the person
who is the subject of that protection is unable to then go
and argue for the extension of the order. Is it any
wonder that our police feel frustrated about having to
return to the same homes to try to intervene and keep
families safe? There is an emerging crisis in our court
system, and this government says it is going to take
more than 600 people from the Department of Justice
staff. It defies comprehension to suggest that that will
not impact either upon the fairness and effectiveness of
the administration of justice or upon those who are
vulnerable and actually need assistance to access our
judicial services.
On that point, I commend the bill to the house.
However, I hope the government takes its commitment
to the administration of justice seriously and finally
starts investing in the protection of victims of family
violence.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Employment: government performance
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Last year the Treasurer told this house:
If you looked at employment and looked at the figure of
1.75 per cent, the growth in employment, you would realise
that that equates to between 50 000 and 55 000 jobs being
created every year over the forward estimates period under
this budget. Don’t be embarrassed!

I ask: can the Treasurer now report to the house on how
the first year of this four-year plan has gone?
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Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — We brought down a
budget yesterday that was a tough budget but we
believe a responsible budget. A lot of difficult decisions
needed to be made in order to get us to that situation.
We have to think back about what we have inherited.
Over the past 10 years average expenditure growth was
7.3 per cent and revenue was only 6.9 per cent, so every
single year the budget was going further and further
into debt and deficit. The only reason that the budget
papers did not show a deficit was that the budget relied
on the commonwealth stimulus package. There was a
structural deficit — there is no question about that —
and the only reason — —
Mr Holding — On a point of order, Speaker, you
are aware that answers to questions are required to be
factual. The Treasurer has just informed the house that
the budget was in deficit. They were the words that he
used. The word he used was ‘deficit’. The point of
order that I would like to pursue is: is the Treasurer
expecting us to believe that the budget he delivered
yesterday was in fact in deficit, if his logic is to be
accepted?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The member is debating the issue; it was not a
point of order.
Mr WELLS — The fact remains that had it not
been for the commonwealth stimulus package, the
previous Labor government would have been running
the state with a structural deficit. Not only did we have
the 7.3 per cent average expenditure growth but we also
had the cost blow-outs, and that is significant in the
issues that we have had to deal with. So what have we
done in regard to addressing the situation?
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition — enough!
Mr WELLS — We have been able to curtail
expenditure over the forward estimates by 2.9 per cent,
and we are looking at those large infrastructure projects
that generate the jobs over the forward estimates.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
are now warned.
Mr WELLS — It is about building that
infrastructure. It is about the Webb Dock infrastructure.
It is about eliminating those rail crossings. It is about
building those road bypasses. It is about getting on with
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the east–west link — a very important project. It will be
interesting to find out where the opposition stands on
the east–west link. It is about those sorts of projects, as
well as the $50 million in international engagement. It
is about investment in manufacturing — the
$58 million in manufacturing.
Then there is the 3 per cent cut to WorkCover
premiums. That will save Victorian businesses about
$60 million a year. There is a contrast: this government,
with the budget it has brought down, is ensuring that we
live within our means, something the Victorian people
have not seen for more than 12 years. This was a
responsible budget, and we believe that it is the right
thing to set up Victoria for the future.

Budget: commentary

…
The state’s new long-term goal of lowering its debt burden
over the next 10 years is a positive indication that efforts will
be made to reverse this trend …

It is a fact that the AAA rating is valuable to Victoria.
Having a AAA rating means that we can — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — It’s important, isn’t it?
The SPEAKER — Order! The chatter and
interjections in the chamber are getting out of control.
Mr Helper interjected.
Questions interrupted.

Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier inform the house of the
response of the ratings agencies and key stakeholders to
the government’s budget?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The government was
very proud to deliver the budget it delivered yesterday,
because that budget has been delivered during very
difficult times. In the face of shocks to the budget from
the reduction in GST revenues and reduction in
state-based revenues, we have delivered a surplus
budget, we have delivered a budget that gets debt under
control and we have retained the AAA rating, even in
the most difficult circumstances, even in the face of
those who would have us spend everything and raise
nothing.
We have delivered a AAA rating. Yesterday Standard
and Poor’s said that the AAA rating on the state of
Victoria was ‘not immediately affected by the Victorian
government’s announcement of its 2012–2013 budget’.
The budget also includes a new fiscal strategy that
targets operating surpluses and lower debt while
providing for future infrastructure investment,
providing the state remains committed to its
medium-term fiscal strategy.
Moody’s also reaffirmed the AAA rating. It said:
The outlook on the state of Victoria’s AAA rating is stable
and is unlikely to change with the release of its 2012–13
budget …
…
Despite the impact of weaker revenue growth that has
occurred more recently as state conveyancing duties and
GST-backed commonwealth grants have slowed, the
performance is expected to improve due to the state’s
intention to restrain spending including implementing the
recommendations of the … independent review….
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not intend to tolerate
it anymore today. The member for Ripon can leave the
chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Budget: commentary
Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — Without a AAA rating
our annual interest bill would rise by a staggering
$220 million-plus by the end of the current forward
estimates period. That is a simply unsustainable
position. We have endured the shocks, we have been
through a very tough budget and we believe this has
delivered. Those who would do it otherwise would put
this state’s financial basis at risk. We have seen that sort
of commentary from the opposition. We have seen it
from the opposition leader: ‘Spend everything and raise
nothing’.
The Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry gave a glowing endorsement of the budget:
Today’s … budget has recognised the challenges confronting
business with a number of initiatives designed to lower costs
and improve competitiveness …
…
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At a time when business is under strain, the 3 per cent
reduction in WorkCover premiums will benefit many
Victorian employers.

Further, the Australian Retailers Association said it was
positive to see that the government had retained its
AAA rating without putting further pressure on
consumers. I appreciate that there are some people in
this place who are disappointed that Victoria retained
its AAA rating. They are disappointed that we retained
the AAA rating. Those people were given an
opportunity today to say how they would do it and to
indicate what they would do differently, and they came
up with a big fat zero. They had nothing to say on the
subject. This is an important step for Victoria, and the
budget achieves that AAA rating.

Employment: government performance
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Given that there are only two months to
go before the close of this financial year, can the
Treasurer guarantee that he will at least achieve his
0.00 per cent employment growth target for this year?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — As I said in answer to
the previous question, this was a very difficult budget to
bring down. These are the most difficult financial
circumstances this state has seen for some time, and as I
also said — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Pascoe Vale
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Pascoe
Vale can leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Pascoe Vale withdrew
from chamber.

1987

GST of course. The figures we put out show they come
to $6.1 billion, which makes it even more difficult to be
able to frame the budget. As I have also said, if we had
left the budget without policy change, we would have
ended up with a $4 billion deficit, and that deficit would
have increased to $10 billion by 2015–16.
Mr Holding — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has been asked two questions on the issue of
employment. The point of order goes to the question of
relevance. He is now repeating the first answer that he
gave about the budget fundamentals. The question
related to a target, a forecast in the budget around
employment growth and whether or not the Treasurer
was willing to guarantee that he would meet that very
specific jobs forecast. I ask him to be relevant to the
question and to give Victorians that guarantee.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the answer was
relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr WELLS — Despite those difficult
circumstances, we announced a record state-funded
capital works program of $5.8 billion, and that is
significant because of the projects we are getting on
with. As we mentioned, those will include Webb Dock,
the road projects and the purchase of more rolling stock
for our rail system. It is those sorts of jobs that are
productivity enhancing. That is infrastructure which
will contribute to ensuring that Victoria remains
competitive and to the generating of more jobs.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
completed his answer.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is not guaranteeing to create no jobs this year.
He will not even guarantee that.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is not the time for
supplementary questions. The Leader of the Opposition
is aware of that.

WorkSafe Victoria: premiums
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Employment: government performance
Questions resumed.
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — As I have said, during
the global financial crisis the federal government put
$13.2 billion into the Victorian economy, whereas at
this stage we are not seeing any stimulus or assistance
from the federal government — apart from the cuts in

Mr SHAW (Frankston) — My question is to the
Treasurer. Can the Treasurer inform the house of how
the government’s decision to reduce WorkCover
premiums will benefit businesses, boost jobs and help
the Victorian economy?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Frankston for the hard work he does in his electorate.
As I have said, we are facing difficult economic
challenges — some of the biggest challenges that we
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have faced over the last decade. Revenue, including
stamp duty, is down. We are losing about $7.6 billion
over the forward estimates period, and this is a situation
where we need to live within our means, something
Victoria has not seen for some time.
In addition to everything that was happening with
respect to the slowing growth in revenue, we were able
to deliver a surplus of $155 million. We have also
committed — this was an election promise — to cutting
red tape for business by 25 per cent. That will save
businesses $715 million a year. On top of that, we have
made it very clear that when it comes to occupational
health and safety we will not accept the system that has
been put to Victorian businesses by the Gillard
government and which will end up costing businesses
in this state, especially small businesses, $3.4 billion
over five years. It was therefore with great pleasure that
we were able to announce a 3 per cent cut, on average,
in WorkCover premiums. That means the rate has been
cut from 1.338 to 1.298, and that is the lowest average
premium in the country. It assists with competition and
creates jobs.
It was good to see what some members of the business
community said about this. For example, in a media
release from the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, chief executive Mark Stone
said:
The forecast $155 million surplus next year is welcome and
will help retain the state’s AAA credit rating. That the
government has reduced its own size and cost without
damaging front-line services is also positive …
At a time when business is under strain, the 3 per cent
reduction in WorkCover premiums will benefit many
Victorian employers.

In its media release the Master Builders Association of
Victoria said:
The budget also provides a cut to business costs by reducing
WorkCover premiums …

Further in the media release the executive director of
the Master Builders Association of Victoria is quoted as
saying:
Victoria already has the nation’s most affordable WorkCover
premiums and a further 3 per cent cut will help drive business
costs down …

But there is more. It is not only the business community
and the construction industry that are making such
comments, it is also the Victorian Farmers Federation
and the farmers, who drive many of the agricultural
sectors in regional Victoria. The VFF president, Peter
Tuohey, is cited in a VFF media release as having said:
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… the budget is as frugal as expected in order to meet the
government’s commitment to ongoing surpluses.

The VFF also said:
Farmers will also benefit from a 3 per cent cut in WorkCover
premiums announced in today’s budget.

Many others have also commented on how they will
benefit from a 3 per cent cut in WorkCover premiums.
This government is about driving costs down for
business in order to generate jobs right across the state.

Budget: Geelong
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I ask: will the Premier
apologise to the people of Geelong for perpetrating
nothing more than a cruel hoax in promising 1000 extra
jobs and the relocation of the car trade to the port of
Geelong? Will the Premier apologise to each and every
family in the Geelong community?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question.
Mr Eren — Apologise!
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Lara
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara
can apologise outside for an hour.
Honourable member for Lara withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Budget: Geelong
Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The Leader of the
Opposition asked about the car trade.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question.
Mr BAILLIEU — We are very proud to have
advanced the development of the port in Victoria.
When we made that announcement the Leader of the
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Opposition said, ‘Oh no, don’t do that!’. He wants to
put a cork in the port of Melbourne.
Mr Andrews — Any port in a storm, Speaker. On a
point of order, the question related to the port of
Geelong and this government’s cruel hoax on the
people of Geelong, not to my commentary on the
on-ramp to the Monash Freeway that this government
announced last week. It is the port of Geelong we are
interested in — and an apology to the people of
Geelong.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. That was not a point of order.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the Leader of the
Opposition wants to stay in here, he should be quiet.
Mr BAILLIEU — We made a commitment to
undertake a study to examine the possibility of moving
the car trade to Geelong. That is what we committed to,
that is what occurred and that is what the Minister for
Ports has done. It is exactly what we have done. A
thorough examination was undertaken into the prospect
of moving the car trade. Indeed the automotive industry
had a keen interest in that and some expressed views in
support and others expressed otherwise. The bottom
line is that it has been decided not to proceed with that
shift on the basis of the parameters that were set by the
car industry, in particular in regard to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — It is on the basis of available
land and what the car industry was seeking. We are
working with the car industry to advance the
automotive industry in this state, unlike some. There are
some who — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
debate the issue.
Mr BAILLIEU — I am simply observing that in
Geelong we have made significant — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is happy to observe all sorts of things but this is
question time, and he ought to answer the question: will
he apologise to the people of Geelong? It is not an
opportunity to reflect on me or anyone else. He ought to
apologise to the people of Geelong.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
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Mr BAILLIEU — We said we would undertake a
study. That is what took place. We had a go at it and we
had — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Essendon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon can leave the chamber for half an hour. If
other members of the opposition want to join him, they
should just keep going the way they are going.
Honourable member for Essendon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Budget: Geelong
Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The port of Geelong is
an important port, obviously, in Victoria, as of course is
the port of Melbourne. The port of Geelong has been
growing, and we are very keen for that to continue. It
has grown more than 30 per cent in the last 12 months
in terms of trade. When it comes to Geelong we are
very proud to have committed more than $90 million to
the hospital upgrade there and additional funds for the
Geelong Performing Arts Centre and additional funds
for the Grovedale station and the Waurn Ponds police
station.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
logically, if I wanted to hear about the Geelong
Hospital, I would have asked a question about the
Geelong Hospital. The question was about the port of
Geelong and whether this Premier will apologise to the
people of Geelong — —
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the point of
order?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the point of
order?
Mr Andrews — The answer is not relevant to the
question that was asked. That is my point of order:
relevance.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The answer was relevant
to the question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — The Leader of the Opposition
thinks the Geelong Hospital is not relevant. That will
come as a novelty to the people of Geelong! Can I say
that the port of Geelong is — —
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked a very simple question. Could he
provide a very simple answer, without attempting to
verbal people on this side of the house, and take
accountability for his decisions?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BAILLIEU — We will continue to look at
every opportunity to advance Geelong. Geelong is
obviously a very important city in this state. The port of
Geelong is advancing, with more than 30 per cent
growth in the last 12 months, and only the merchants of
gloom would talk it down. Only the merchants of
gloom would talk Geelong down.

Budget: regional and rural Victoria
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are multibillion reductions in GST and stamp duty, as
have been referred to today by the Treasurer.
The coalition has ensured that regional and rural
Victoria remains a priority for the government. I am
very proud to say there is a raft of projects and
initiatives that have received funding — and they will
all be the creators of jobs. Just to run through some of
them: $93 million for a major upgrade to Geelong
Hospital — a lot of jobs in that one; $23 million to
reconstruct the Charlton hospital, which was damaged
in the 2011 floods — a lot more jobs created there;
$18 million to rebuild Swan Hill’s aged-care
facilities — a lot of jobs will be there; $10 million to
the Castlemaine hospital — a lot — —
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Mulgrave
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will hand that up here and he can leave the
chamber for half an hour.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My question is to the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development, the
Deputy Premier. Can the Deputy Premier outline to the
house how the coalition government’s 2012–13 budget
is investing in key areas of infrastructure, innovation
and front-line services to drive future growth in job
creation in regional and rural Victoria?

The SPEAKER — Order! He has been told
about — —

Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Mildura for
his question. As is self-evident from the content of the
budget yesterday, the coalition’s budgetary document
sets out a clear plan that will put regional and rural
Victoria in the box seat to take advantage of the future
growth, job creation and new prosperity that await us in
regional Victoria. It includes major investments in
infrastructure, in innovation and in front-line service
delivery that are intended to support growth, to create
jobs and to help build both domestic and export
markets.

Mr Andrews — You want me to leave the
chamber?

Of course the budget is framed against some principal
issues which have been fundamental in the way in
which we have been able to develop it. Firstly, there
was the absolute waste visited upon the people of
Victoria by the former government. It squandered
billions. We had to contend with that. Secondly, there is
the impact of the high Australian dollar. Thirdly, there

The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked you to leave
the chamber.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition can leave the chamber.

The SPEAKER — Order! Yes. You can leave the
chamber for an hour and a half.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! You were warned last
sitting week about it, when you held up a poster. I do
not — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked you to leave
the chamber.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! No, I have finished
talking to you; you can leave the chamber for an hour
and a half — now.
Honourable member for Mulgrave withdrew from
chamber.
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, you
made a reference to the Leader of the Opposition in
which you alleged that he held up documentation
during the last sitting week. I put it to you that that is
not in fact correct, so I would ask you to review your
determination on that basis. Further, Speaker, there
appears to be the perception in respect of your capacity
to observe unparliamentary or so-called
unparliamentary behaviour that it seems to be focused
on this side of the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Hennessy — I appreciate that it is difficult to
ensure that we remain orderly during the excitement of
a post-budget question time. However, the purpose of
question time is to enable us to ask questions about
government business and to scrutinise the government,
and in order to do so it is important that you maintain a
degree of equality in the way in which you observe and
respond to behaviour in the chamber. I would ask that
you consider that.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Budget: regional and rural Victoria
Questions resumed.
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — As I was saying, there is $10 million
for the Castlemaine hospital — more jobs; and more
than $46 million to redesign and upgrade the Ballarat
hospital — more jobs.
In addition to all this, there is major investment in vital
road and transport initiatives right across the state:
$18 million for the Koo Wee Rup bypass — a great job
creator, I am sure; $42.2 million over four years to
duplicate the Western Highway from Beaufort across to
Buangor — that will create a lot of jobs for certain;
$172 million for rail maintenance for the regional
freight and passenger network — one can only guess at
how many jobs that will create; and additional funding
for additional carriages for V/Line — again many,
many jobs to be created.
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Of course on top of all this, schools in regional and
rural areas remain in focus, with work to be done on
schools in Bairnsdale, Ballarat, Wodonga, Northern
Bay, Castlemaine, Ouyen and Mirboo North — all are
to be upgraded as part of a $225 million package. Of
course all those projects will create jobs.
More than $60 million is going towards the food
industry plan — a relatively small component of the
overall funding going to agriculture — with more jobs
to be created. That initiative is going to build on our
already vast exports of food and fibre. On top of that is
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, and more jobs
will be created through the initiatives that are being
pursued under that scheme.
The Victorian Farmers Federation has welcomed the
government’s food industry plan, the cut to WorkCover
premiums and the water management strategy. The
Bendigo Advertiser leads on its front page with a
headline that begins ‘Budget joy’. The Warrnambool
Standard headline reads in part: ‘principal, pupils
rejoice’. The ninemsn website has an article with a
headline that begins ‘Regional hospitals win big’. The
Weekly Times has been very positive in its support for
the budget. All in all, regional and rural Victoria is a
great beneficiary of this budget, because it will drive
further innovation and advancement and will create
jobs, jobs and more jobs.

Students: School Start bonus
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to the Premier’s comments today that
he did not need the now scrapped School Start bonus
when his children started school, and I ask: does the
Premier accept that whilst his family may not need the
School Start bonus, 40 000 low-income Victorian
families do?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for Monbulk for his question. The School Start bonus
was made available in the first instance by former
Premier Bracks. I am not sure that in his question the
member accurately quoted me, but that is beside the
point. I made the point that I had received a cheque,
which surprised me at the time. We have made a move
to merge the EMA (education maintenance allowance)
with the School Start bonus, and as a result there will be
an increase in the education maintenance allowance for
many students. There will be some 100 000 primary
school students who will have their EMA increased,
and some 52 000 — —
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing orders the Premier is required to be factual.
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The School Start bonus has been scrapped and the
EMA, the component for schools, has also been
scrapped. We are talking about 40 000 needy families. I
know it may not apply to the Premier, but it does apply
to those kids.
The SPEAKER — Order! A point of order is not an
opportunity for to debate the issue.
Mr BAILLIEU — The education maintenance
allowance has been retained for children. More than
110 000 students will receive increases in the primary
years, and more than 50 000 will receive increases in
the secondary years. As a result of merging the School
Start bonus with the education maintenance allowance,
additional support will go to low-socioeconomic status
schools in terms of adding to the student resource
package. It is a sensible move to merge two programs
that were separately administered and now service the
EMA-based children and families. It makes sense to
merge them and to ensure — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to continue,
without interruption.
Mr BAILLIEU — As a result of the changes we
have made, those merged programs are both servicing
the same cohort. We have merged the program, made
appropriate adjustments and compensated the schools
where that was necessary.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing orders the Premier is required to be factual.
This cohort is receiving less money. There is less
money for needy — —
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order. A point of order is not an opportunity to debate
an issue, whether it is factual or not. The Premier has
finished his answer.

Child protection: funding
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. Can the minister
inform the house of how the state budget will fund
improvements in the protection of vulnerable children
in Victoria?
Ms Duncan interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon can leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Child protection: funding
Questions resumed.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for Mitcham for her
question and for her interest in this very important
issue. Yesterday’s budget invests significantly in
keeping Victoria’s vulnerable children safe. When
times are tough and resources are scarce, you learn a lot
about a government’s priorities in terms of where it
chooses to invest. These are difficult economic times,
but a very clear priority of the Baillieu government is
the protection of vulnerable children.
This budget includes a $336 million package to keep
vulnerable children safe. We recently received the
report of the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry, and this $336 million package is an important
part of our response to that inquiry. It is the most
significant investment in Victoria’s vulnerable children
from a whole-of-government perspective in this state’s
history. It adds to the $98 million that we invested in
last year’s budget to start the reforms.
There are a couple of key areas I would like to
highlight. We are reforming our child protection
workforce, investing in it and in new front-line workers.
We are significantly expanding out-of-home care and
therapeutic out-of-home care and focusing on the
stability of young people in terms of their getting their
lives back on track and having prospects for the future.
We are focusing on connecting our services. We know
that some families have a range of complex needs, and
we need to have a much more connected, coordinated
response across the breadth of issues like mental illness,
alcohol and drug abuse, educational attainment, the
justice system and early childhood. All the ministers are
working together collaboratively to focus on our
priorities in relation to vulnerable children. We are
establishing a new commission for children and young
people to increase our accountability and oversight in
relation to these issues.
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A very important part of our investment is the creation
of a child-friendly legal system. I am pleased that an
important part of that investment in a child-friendly
legal system is the new Children’s Court in
Broadmeadows. This is a significant commitment by
the government, and it was the leadership of the
Attorney-General that made it happen. It will be
accessible and available and will put into practice that
child-friendly approach.
One of the best things about this court is that it is
incredibly accessible for clients in the northern region. I
am pleased to let the member for Broadmeadows know
that in relation to the court’s accessibility, if he wishes
to visit the court, he just needs to get on a train at
Middle Brighton station, swap trains at Flinders Street
station, and he will find the court right next to the
Broadmeadows station. It is an important and
accessible facility for that community.
This is a package that recognises the transformational
change that is needed so that we can invest in Victoria’s
vulnerable children, prevent abuse and respond to it
effectively when it occurs. I have to say it has been very
well received. An article headed ‘Finally, kids are better
off’ in the Herald Sun says:
The long-overdue measures are a good step towards tackling
one of our society’s most endemic problems.

An article in the Bendigo Advertiser about Bendigo’s
new multidisciplinary centre says that centre is:
… a great positive for this community.

The Victorian Council of Social Service has talked
about these measures as ‘smart decisions’ by the
Baillieu government in relation to investing in
vulnerable children.
There are two damning Ombudsman’s reports. There
has been a litany of failures. This government is totally
committed to working proactively with families at risk
and vulnerable children. We take our responsibility
very seriously. We have shown through the investments
detailed in this budget that we will work to protect
Victoria’s vulnerable children.

Member for Benambra: comments
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the savage cuts to the
TAFE sector and comments made by the member for
Benambra in the Border Mail today indicating that:
Neither I, nor the TAFE, expected the cuts to be so severe, so
I’m now seeking some answers from the minister.
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I ask: will the Premier undertake to mediate between
the member for Benambra and the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, a Nationals member?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question. When it comes to vocational education
and training, the important thing to understand is that
under the previous government funding for vocational
education and training was budgeted this year — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have just about had
enough of the member for Albert Park today. He will
be out of the chamber shortly if he keeps on going that
way.
Mr BAILLIEU — It was budgeted to be around
$850 million. Instead of that, under the system
introduced by the previous government, where volume
was deregulated but fees were not, the demand-driven
system has grown to the extent that the expenditure will
be more like $1.3 billion. That is clearly unsustainable
in anybody’s language. Under the system that was
introduced, when we get growth in particular
courses — for example, there has been over 2000 per
cent growth in the certificate II course in customer
contact and a 2800 per cent growth in the certificate IV
course in sports coaching, and there have been similar
sorts of issues — clearly there is a structural and
systemic issue that needs to be dealt with. That is what
the government is seeking to do. To redress the
problems that have developed — —
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has been allowed to talk for a minute and a
half. The question was very specific. It was in relation
to comments made by the member for Benambra in a
news report headed ‘Jobs risk as Wodonga TAFE cops
$7 million cut’. The cuts were more excessive than the
member — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order are not an
opportunity to re-ask the same question. What is the
member’s point of order?
Mr Merlino — My point of order is that the Premier
is not being relevant to the question. The question was
about a comment made by the member for Benambra
and whether the Premier would mediate between the
member for Benambra and the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills about the impact of the cuts on the
Wodonga TAFE, which the member for Benambra did
not expect to be so severe. That is the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question related to a
TAFE. The Premier’s answer was related to TAFEs
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and TAFE funding. The member was being critical of
this and what the member for Benambra reportedly
said.
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community education sector and the private providers
to oversee these changes.

Budget: infrastructure projects
Mr BAILLIEU — The system we inherited was
unsustainable, and it has to be put on a sustainable
platform. Late last year David Williams from the
Victorian TAFE Association slammed the former
government’s approach, and an Age article quoted him
as saying, ‘Blind Freddy could see that this was going
to happen when they opened the gates uncontrollably
under the prior government’.
Ms Barker interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Oakleigh!
Mr BAILLIEU — I am very aware that the
minister is passionate about vocational education and
training, and he has committed in very strong terms to
seeing these changes through and working with TAFE
colleges, the training sector and the adult community
education sector to see that the TAFE sector and
vocational education training are put on a sustainable
platform. That is not a simple move. We had a
trajectory that was proposed and budgeted for by the
previous government at around $850 million; this year
it is $1.3 billion. In the 2012–13 budget we have
committed to that being $1.2 billion, but it has to be on
a sustainable basis. Indeed the minister said so in the
other chamber this morning, and I quote: ‘We have
arrested the largesse of the previous government and
put training in this state under a sustainable funding
model’.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Altona!
Mr BAILLIEU — I know the minister has engaged
with the TAFE sector and the training sector. He is
committed to seeing these changes through. I know he
has been encouraged by the response he has received.
The measures will see $1.2 billion spent on training
next year. That is compared to the $880 million
budgeted by the previous government. This has to be on
a sustainable basis. There are changes to be made.
Indeed the Essential Services Commission, as we
requested — we warned about this in opposition —
undertook a study, and it recommended the changes
being made.
We have taken this in two steps. It is important that we
get the training system operating on a sustainable basis.
I know the minister is passionate about doing that, and
he will work with the TAFE sector, the adult

Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — My question is to the
Treasurer. How does the 2012–13 state budget support
infrastructure and generate jobs in Victoria?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Benambra for the hard work he does in his electorate.
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk — enough!
Mr WELLS — The Baillieu government is
committed to funding new infrastructure to generate
jobs and productivity and deliver better services for
families. Living within our means means that we are
able to build up those surpluses over the forward
estimates in order to be able to use that surplus money
to fund infrastructure. In yesterday’s budget we set out
a medium-term strategy which will mean that 1.3 per
cent of gross state product will be invested in
infrastructure.
As I mentioned earlier, we will be putting aside
$5.8 billion in the 2012–13 budget. That is a record
state-funded spend on infrastructure. We have already
planned to start $2.7 billion worth of new projects in
the 2012–13 budget. It is worth noting for the member
for Benambra that I was pleased to see the Wodonga
Senior Secondary College upgrade, the Wodonga
special development school, the rolling stock — —
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker,
under standing order 58 the Treasurer’s reply is
required to be factual. The Treasurer and the member
for Benambra would be aware of the answer, given the
question was about jobs, so is the Treasurer going to
tell the house how jobs are at risk as a result of
Wodonga TAFE’s costly $7 million cut?
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr WELLS — There is a strong emphasis on
productivity-enhancing infrastructure which generates
more jobs, and that is important. We have already
mentioned the importance of being able to move the
supply chain around Melbourne, getting rid of those
bottlenecks and being able to eliminate those rail
crossings. We have been able to connect the south-east,
Moorabbin and Dandenong, through the Dingley
bypass. These are crucial projects. It is about improving
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and upgrading our rail maintenance system and
building and purchasing more regional rail stock. We
will push for that rolling stock to be manufactured here
in Victoria.
We have already spent $172 million on regional rail
maintenance. We have already announced funding
commitments for connecting and extending the
Western Highway past Ballarat Western Link Road.
Speaker, you would be happy with regard to the
Koo Wee Rup bypass and the government’s investment
in hospitals and schools.
It was pleasing to note what some of the business
associations have mentioned with regard to our budget
and infrastructure spend. The one that most caught my
attention was the media release of the Master Builders
Association of Victoria, with the headline ‘Building
jobs and investment at the forefront of state budget’.
The media release states:
Master Builders has welcomed the 2012–13 state budget as
an important move to support jobs, build infrastructure and
cut business costs.

It goes on to state:
Master Builders also welcomes money allocated to plan for
future major projects such as the east–west road tunnel,
Melbourne Metro rail link, port of Hastings upgrade,
Melbourne Park redevelopment and E-gate.

The Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry was also very pleased with the budget that we
brought down yesterday. In its media release headlined
‘Budget tackles business challenges’ it states:
Funding for the preparation of the port of Hastings expansion
and the further development of Webb Dock represents
important investment in meeting our future trade needs.

This government is about investing in infrastructure so
that we are able to generate jobs over the forward
estimates period.

COURTS AND SENTENCING
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I would like to
make a number of comments in relation to a bill that
contains a number of detailed amendments to courts
and sentencing legislation in Victoria. Included among
the amendments are changes to sentencing options and
community corrections orders, changes to the process
of jury selection and the identification of juries and
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changes to a number of other features of the law in this
state. In particular there are a number of provisions that
deal with judicial education for newly appointed
registrars so that they gain the benefit of instruction
courses with the Judicial College of Victoria.
I would like to turn to some of the more specific issues
in relation to the bill. A key feature of the justice system
in recent times has been the opportunity for the
imposition of a community corrections order. The
orders have operated successfully in this state over a
period of time and there is good scope for their
continued operation. On my evaluation they have
contributed over $20 million worth of work annually,
and in the last financial period something approaching
some 800 000 hours had been completed over a
relevant period of time. The orders provide a good
opportunity for variation of sentence as opposed to a
person being delivered to court for a custodial sentence
to be given.
In relation to community correction reforms, 145 of the
community correction orders have included one or
more of the new restrictive conditions, such as curfews;
alcohol exclusions, which prevent an offender from
attending or remaining at licensed premises between
specified hours; non-association; or place or area
exclusions, which can include banning a person from
entering or remaining in a specified place or area.
Popular conditions have included community work.
There are a range of programs that can be completed in
the realm of the community work being undertaken. I
note that in the Sandringham electorate over a period of
time Office of Corrections work crews have done
invaluable work along the foreshore, and on one
occasion they cleaned up a former courthouse site that
required significant work to be carried out, as it had
been treated as a local rubbish refuge. Great work has
been undertaken and it has provided an opportunity for
engagement in constructive programs by members of
the community who have had sentences to fulfil.
I would like to make a number of other comments in
relation to the role of judicial education. A number of
years ago — in 2000 — an Irish solicitor, Michael
O’Mahony, gave an address at the 18th annual
conference of the Australasian Institute of Judicial
Administration. The title of his address was ‘An Irish
litigation solicitor’s perspective on the judiciary’. He
described a number of judges. The background of the
descriptions had been drawn from the observations of
an Irish practitioner who used the nom de plume of
Rhadamanthus. The judges described included the
gentle judge, the quiet judge, the pragmatic judge, the
witty judge, the lawyer judge, the intrusive judge, the
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impatient judge, the authoritarian judge and the
intellectually challenged judge, and a number of other
quite erudite observations were made. I can commend
the paper he gave to members of the house and also to
the educators of judges in that it might give an insight
as to the perceptions from the bar of the person
presiding over the case. As far as I am aware such a
paper has not been undertaken on the role of
honourable speakers in the parliaments of the Western
world, but some adroit observations could be made
there.
In relation to the community correction orders, which I
would like to go back to, Community Correctional
Services develops partnerships with organisations such
as councils and welfare agencies to respond to
community needs and carry out work that would
otherwise not be done. Unpaid work undertaken by
offenders on community orders includes graffiti
removal and environmental projects such as recycling
and clean-up work along parks and rivers. The
community work can enhance offenders’ skills and
improve their employability. It was noted that
following floods the role of work crews had been
developed to assist with flood relief in the regional
areas of Loddon-Mallee, Barwon South, Grampians
and Hume. I would say, too, there is greater scope for
the particular role of a correction order to be expanded
to provide wider horizons for work to be undertaken
within communities.
Some other reforms are being made by the bill before
the house, and I would just like to comment briefly on
some of them. One of the reforms relates to the role of
jury selection, where for sensitive reasons there can be
concerns regarding the identification of jurors before a
court. It gives the trial judge the opportunity to
delineate what level of identification will be
undertaken. The legislation is being reformed so that
where a case is heard in another court there is scope for
the Koori courts to have a role in the sentencing — it
would require a guilty plea to be made in that
circumstance.
There are other changes as well, but the important point
to emphasise is that the role of the Koori courts comes
into play following a plea of guilty or a sentence being
appropriately determined following a conviction in a
case where the wider family and the elders would come
along and work through some of the sentencing options
and issues to try to deliver an outcome which reduces
the likelihood of recidivism. That represents a
constructive part of the criminal justice system in
Victoria at the present time, where the reports are
favourable in terms of the outcomes and likelihood of
reoffending taking place.
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Other reforms are also outlined in the bill. There can be
a variation of a fine conversion order or a fine default
unpaid community work order. It is noted that on an
application under section 63, the court which made the
fine conversion order or the fine default unpaid
community work order may decide to deal with the
order under subsection (2) if the court is satisfied that
the circumstances of the offender have materially
altered since the order was made and as a result the
offender will not be able to comply with the order. An
example of this might be an offender who may gain
employment when they had an order that was to be
completed within a particular time; there can be
variation of that order.
There could be a circumstance where an offender
serving a community correction order is injured in an
accident and hospitalised for a period of time towards
the end of the time within which the order was to have
been completed, so that the person may not have the
requisite number of hours. There is power for the time
frame of the order to be varied and the terms adjusted
so that it does not result in a breach being recorded.
They are a few of the provisions in the bill before the
house. I would like to run through a couple of other
measures. As I conclude I would like to note, firstly,
that the bill clarifies the jurisdiction of Koori courts.
Secondly, a guilty plea becomes a precondition.
Judicial immunity is given to the assessors, who play an
important role with the Supreme Court. There is a role
for the Children’s Court. Technical amendments have
been made that enable the transfer of responsibility to
transport a child to another location to an individual
other than the person who undertook the original arrest,
and the bill also enables jurors to be identified by
number. It also deals with judicial education, so that
judicial registrars can be provided with education by the
Judicial College of Victoria.
The bill covers a number of different areas and makes a
range of constructive reforms. I emphasise the value of
a number of legal initiatives that have taken place in the
last few years in relation to correction orders, judicial
education and the role of the Koori courts that form part
of the fabric of our criminal justice system in Victoria
today.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to speak on the
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. It is always a pleasure to follow the contributions
of the member for Sandringham; he is always well
informed and rational. But quite frankly I am
underwhelmed by this bill. I am underwhelmed by the
government’s legislative agenda and underwhelmed by
this government. This is largely another perfunctory
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tidy-up bill without any policy behind it, without any
leadership and without anything other than a
demonstration that this government is continuing on its
lazy journey. It is asleep at the wheel. It watches idly as
our streets become less safe, industrial unrest continues
at levels not seen for a decade and investment and jobs
leave Victoria at a rapid rate.
In his second-reading speech the minister suggested
that the bill will strengthen Victoria’s justice system.
Members of the coalition campaigned heavily on
justice reform before their elevation to the government
benches. The reality is that when they talk about justice
reform their ideas are not at all reformist or creative. It
is ironic that the only jobs this government has created
are the positions for railway platform protective
services officers, which are still going begging.
Potential recruits want to be real police, with proper
training and support — including proper toilet facilities
at work. Members of the general public have also seen
through this sham; they want real police on the beat and
they want them to be highly visible.
This government’s recent announcement that it will
build a new prison at Ravenhall is consistent with its
election promise to build 500 more prison beds in its
first term. But just because the coalition promised to do
this does not mean that it is the right thing to do or that
it should be high on the priority list, particularly when
the half a billion dollars budgeted for the prison could
go a very long way. For example, in my electorate of
Kororoit half a billion dollars could pay for a new train
station in Caroline Springs, a grade separation in
St Albans, an intensive care unit at Sunshine Hospital
or a new school.
Mr Wynne — It could build a lot of public housing.
Ms KAIROUZ — It could build a lot of public
housing; that is right. That is just to mention a few
possibilities. Good government is not just about doing
something; it is about doing the right thing at the right
time.
We know that mandatory sentencing will significantly
impact on the number of prisoners in Victoria in the
coming years, but rather than doing anything that might
reduce crime and the potential for subsequent
incarceration, this government is all about prosecuting,
sentencing and throwing away the key. It is not just a
moral and social issue; it is also an economic one.
According to the Age of 27 April, Victoria spends more
on prisoners per day — $257 — than any other
jurisdiction in Australia. Setting aside the cost of
providing the many hundreds of prisoner beds proposed
by this government, if just a fraction of that sum was
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put into enhancing educational or support programs for
marginalised Victorians, it would likely lead to a
reduction in crime and subsequently a reduction in the
number of people in Victorian jails.
It might surprise members to learn that if an offender
receives a custodial sentence, they are more likely to
reoffend than if they had received a community-based
sentence or other form of punishment. The research is
overwhelmingly damning in relation to this
government’s lock ‘em up attitude to justice. One study
reports that approximately 60 per cent of those in
custody in Australia have previously served a period of
imprisonment. Jails do not deter or reform criminals,
but they do further entrench the offending behaviour.
There are a number of benefits to having offenders
serve at least part of their sentence in the community.
Such community sentencing options assist ex-prisoners
with reintegration, thus enabling many of them to
become productive members of the community for the
first time. On the other hand, the prison environment is
problematic for rehabilitation and does not assist with
the acquisition of social skills. I am sure you, Speaker,
would agree with me that prison segregates and isolates
offenders from the general community through the
notion of ‘us and them’.
It should be noted that many prisoners have poor
education and employment histories. They experience
greater rates of mental illness and bad physical health,
and they have issues associated with drug and alcohol
misuse. If we ignore these facts, we risk repeating the
same mistakes that numerous jurisdictions have made
over the years.
This bill basically dots the i’s and crosses the t’s but
does little for justice or for the Victorian community. I
understand that the bill will facilitate a process whereby
unpaid court fines may be converted to community
work, and I welcome this aspect of the bill, but the devil
is in the detail. I am concerned about the power for
courts to impose a condition on a community
corrections order that an offender pay an amount of
money as a bond that can be forfeited upon breach.
I further understand that the bill will extend the
infringements trial commenced under Labor in 2008,
which trialled the use of infringement notices for a
small number of offences. I welcome that extension but
suggest that the government should be rigorous in its
evaluation of the trial and should base its future policy
in this regard on objective evidence rather than the hang
‘em high approach that it is apt to be applied.
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The opposition will not oppose the bill. I look forward
to the contributions that my colleagues on this side of
the house will make.

provide flexibility for the courts and that there would be
a much more streamlined system — and that is what we
now have in place.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the Courts and Sentencing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. The bill amends a
number of acts, including the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005, the County Court Act 1958, the
Judicial College of Victoria Act 2001, the Juries Act
2000, the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and the Supreme
Court Act 1986.

This particular regime, which we have debated
previously, gives flexibility in terms of those CCOs.
They can have some imprimatur on them, such as
restricting people’s movements when they go to
particular places, providing curfews, providing
community work and so on. Just in respect of that, and
digressing slightly, the Attorney-General visited the
Gippsland region last week and, together with my good
friend and colleague the member for Narracan,
addressed a number of justices of the peace. During that
visit, the Attorney-General relayed to the community
the provisions of community correction orders and the
benefit they will provide to the community.

To take up some of the comments made by the member
for Kororoit, I do not accept the premise of her
argument, which understates the importance of the
reforms made by this legislation in terms of
streamlining and improving the operations and
functions of the various courts. The bill seeks to do a
number of things: to improve the functions and
operations of community-based sentencing and the
court system itself and to provide a two-year extension
for the issuing of certain infringement notices. The two
infringement notices that this relates to in particular are
shop theft of goods valued at up to $600 and wilful
damage to property valued at less than $500.
Firstly, I would like to deal with community-based
sentencing and provisions within that. The
second-reading speech refers to particular aspects of
community-based sentencing and how we can
streamline that process. There are three key points to
which I wish to refer. These are streamlining the
processes for charging offenders with contravention of
a sentencing order, modernising orders to convert
unpaid fines to community work and clarifying how
money will be held and repaid under a community
correction order (CCO) — that is, the bond condition.
The bill also makes other technical and minor
amendments to those procedures.
There have been previous changes to community-based
sentencing. Indeed one would say that the previous
regime was complex, tangled and cumbersome. Many
of those provisions were rehearsed through previous
debates in this house on the Sentencing Amendment
(Community Correction Reform) Act 2011 and were
subsequently enacted in January this year. Indeed just
prior to the election, on 23 November 2010, the
Attorney-General made it clear that a Liberal-Nationals
coalition government would reform community-based
sentencing. As I say, at that time there were a number
of community correction orders in place that were
cumbersome to the system and also very unclear. The
Attorney-General made it clear that the government
would provide community correction orders that would

In terms of the community correction orders and how
we seek under this bill to improve community-based
sentencing, firstly, there is the matter of streamlining
the procedural steps for charging offenders with
contravening a sentencing order. Currently a person
who contravenes an order is required to have that filed
in the Magistrates Court. Once a warrant is executed or
a summons served, the case will be transferred to the
original sentencing court. Under these provisions, cases
will now be heard summarily as a collection. The courts
will be able to have before them the totality of the
offender’s offences, if you like, which from my
perspective is a very common-sense provision. I
understand that the relevant stakeholders, including
Victoria Police, the Director of Public Prosecutions and
Corrections Victoria, have endorsed that particular
provision.
Secondly, there is also the modernisation of orders for
converting unpaid fines to community work, to which
the previous speaker referred briefly. The former
government had replaced the previous orders with fine
conversion orders and fine default unpaid community
work orders. What we seek to do is to amend the
Sentencing Act 1991 to remove some of the unclear
and complicated provisions within that, thereby
improving other aspects of the act. This will also create
standard terms of orders whilst providing some
flexibility in the application of the orders themselves.
The third main change is the clarification of the
administration processes of community correction order
bonds, which I referred to earlier. As part of the earlier
community correction orders the courts could require
an offender to pay a bond that could be forfeited upon
any breach of that order. This makes clear that the
money is not held by the courts but that it is actually a
trust fund on behalf of the Crown. It also clarifies that
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the Crown can hold that bond for up to three months
after the CCO has expired. Again this is a sensible
provision which provides time for the consideration of
any possible breaches.
There is also an improvement of the operations of the
court system. One of these improvements involves an
amendment to an anomaly within the Koori Court.
Many Koori courts operate around the state of Victoria.
Indeed there is one in my electorate of Morwell, which
operates through the Latrobe Valley Magistrates Court.
I understand the good work that the Koori courts do,
but this bill amends an anomaly in that currently the
Koori Court division is only able to deal with a breach
of sentencing order if the order was made within the
relevant Koori Court division. This bill allows
Magistrates Court, the County Court and the Children’s
Court, which have Koori Court divisions, to deal with
breaches of a sentencing order. Again that is a
common-sense approach and a streamlining of the
system, reducing delays within the court system and
making sure that offences can be heard together. It also
clarifies some of those prerequisites. The member for
Sandringham mentioned in his contribution that for the
Koori Court to deal with some of these offences a
guilty plea must be made by the offender and the
offender’s consent sought as a consequence.
The bill also does a number of other things such as
improving the processes in and efficiency of the
Children’s Court for cases where a youth supervision
order, a youth attendance order or a breach of probation
order can be imposed. It enables a magistrate other than
the magistrate who originally imposed the sentence to
constitute the court. This is another factor in
streamlining court processes. The bill also clarifies how
specified time periods are to be calculated with respect
to bail provisions, and that extends to the calculation of
the time a child may spend in custody.
This legislation also makes amendments to the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005. Importantly it
addresses an anomaly that requires the same member of
the police force who executes a safe custody warrant to
deliver the child to the location specified in the warrant.
The bill contains a common-sense provision that allows
another police officer to undertake that task. It also
provides some clarity on the children and young
persons infringement notice system, makes other
amendments to the Juries Act 2000, clarifies the
definition of a judicial officer in the Judicial College of
Victoria Act 2001 and ensures that judicial registrars
are able to participate in educational and professional
development. This bill has had another good
endorsement from the Attorney-General, and I wish it a
speedy passage.
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Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. This bill makes technical and minor amendments
to several acts predominantly in relation to court
practices and sentencing issues. The opposition will not
be opposing the bill.
One of the main reasons I chose to speak on this bill is
that I had the pleasure of spending two days last year
observing cases across a range of issues being dealt
with at the Sunshine Magistrates Court. I must say that
it was an experience I will never forget because of the
number of cases before the magistrates on the day. It
could almost be likened to a processing factory in terms
of the number of people dealt with, yet many of the
issues were extremely intense, particularly those around
family violence.
It is therefore with pleasure that I take the opportunity
to speak on the amendments made by this bill.
However, I am slightly perplexed about why we are
here again talking about further amendments to this
legislation when we were here only three months ago
debating the community correction reform legislation,
which should have incorporated a lot of these
amendments. One could be cynical and say that the
legislative amendments we are discussing today are
possibly a part of the government’s agenda of looking
tough on crime rather than actually being tough on
crime, which would mean taking action on crime by
resourcing our court system further and resourcing the
services that support it.
One of the amendments in this bill is to the Judicial
College of Victoria Act 2001. It allows the college to
train judicial registrars. The Judicial College of Victoria
was introduced by Labor to improve access to justice
and enhance the independence, professionalism and
performance of the judiciary. The bill also amends the
Juries Act 2000 to allow a jury to be empanelled by
name or number, a very important move that possibly
could have been incorporated in the discussions we had
in this chamber on the community corrections
legislation only three months ago.
I would like to deal with these amendments in the
context of what the government has committed to in the
area of justice. I refer back to November last year when
the Attorney-General put on record in this house the
government’s forward plan for justice and the priorities
of the government. Some of those priorities were the
establishment of a new courts executive service
independent of departmental or political control — a
very good step forward; the introduction of a judicial
appointments advisory panel based on the federal
model; and the establishment of a judicial complaints
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commission to investigate complaints about poor or
inappropriate performance by judges, magistrates and
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal officers. It
was a pretty ambitious and forward-thinking plan for
the justice system; however, there has since been delay
and silence, and these measures have not been
implemented, resourced or allowed for in the
amendments made by the bill we are talking about
today. They have certainly not been supported by
yesterday’s budget in a way that moves our state
forward.
Another amendment this bill makes is to ensure that the
Court of Appeal is not treated as a sentencing court and
that orders made can be considered as orders made by a
lower court. This is to enable the courts to deal with
breaches and variations. One of the other changes the
amendments in this bill make is to alter the treatment of
bond money held under a community correction order.
During my time observing the many cases in the
Sunshine Magistrates Court I became aware that this is
in itself quite a large issue. This bill effectively transfers
the control of funds from the court to the Department of
Justice. This measure was requested by the courts
before this provision was drafted into legislation. It is
good to see that we are falling into line with the needs
of our court system.
The bill also amends the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 to clarify how to calculate the period for
which children may be remanded in custody. It is to be
a clear 21 days. This is to address some confusion that
exists in various children’s courts. I acknowledge and
welcome the announcement in yesterday’s budget of
the establishment of the Broadmeadows Children’s
Court. However, there are many other courts across the
state, in particular magistrates courts, that are serving
the growing outer suburbs that urgently require an
upgrade of facilities, increased staffing levels and more
judges located at their facilities to meet the demands of
cases being brought forward. When people are unable
to access the court system and have their matters dealt
with in a timely manner, they suffer, families suffer and
at times lives are put at risk.
The bill further amends the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 to make an administrative change so
it is no longer a requirement that the same member of
the police force who executed a safe custody warrant
deliver the child to the location specified in the warrant.
Again, that frees up many of our police — particularly
those in the family violence units who may be dealing
with cases in the Children’s Court — to have a little bit
of flexibility around their day-to-day administrative
duties in the station and to balance those with making
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court appearances or accompanying young people to
cases.
The bill makes changes to the children and young
persons infringement notices system and provides a
method of enforcing in the Children’s Court
infringement notices that have not been paid. This can
involve a hearing in front of a registrar. Again, this is a
small step forward in trying to alleviate the pressure on
our Children’s Court system and on all of our courts,
particularly those in the suburbs. The bill provides that
only principal registrars can exercise functions under
the children and young persons infringement notices
system, and the effect of that provision is that deputy
registrars will no longer be allowed to exercise those
functions. However, there are still some grey areas
around whether the government has clarified its
response to the existing problems with deputy registrars
performing the role.
The bill amends the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Infringement Offences) Act 2011 to extend the sunset
clause on offences by a further two years. It also makes
some slight amendments to the Koori Court legislation
through the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to clarify
justification issues and to ensure that courts can deal
with breaches of orders.
There is a great and growing need for our court system
to be better resourced. I hope that in the future the
Attorney-General will take up the cause of resourcing
magistrates courts located in the suburbs, particularly
those in my area. The magistrates courts of Sunshine
and Werribee are under extreme pressure due to the
number of cases that come before them, particularly in
the family violence division, where we have seen an
increase of 32 per cent in intervention orders in the last
12 months. The flow-on effect just in that particular
area of the law puts an enormous strain on not only the
staff and the facilities where these matters are heard but
also on the families that are involved in these matters.
Quite often a person pursuing a case can come up
against the perpetrator due to the lack of court facilities
and because they have not been able to be referred on to
obtain further services. Earlier this year the Chief
Magistrate called for investment in the family violence
jurisdiction, saying that our courts need more resources
and intervention via the state government’s budget,
which should prioritise our court system.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to support the
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. Prior to going to the many reforms that will take
place as a result of this bill, I would like to respond on
record to a few of the issues raised by the member for
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Kororoit. The member for Kororoit tried to insinuate
that this government does not support
community-based orders. This bill, along with previous
bills we have introduced to the house, actually proves
that we do support community-based orders and that
we allow them in sentencing. The idea is to streamline
the processes around community-based orders and to
make it easier for courts to use them so that they are not
handed out to just anybody but actually target the
offending behaviour that has led to a person coming
before the courts. I think it is very important that we get
that on record because it is something that we stand by
and that we will support the whole way through.
The other issue members opposite have brought up
relates to mandatory sentencing. I do not recall any time
we have talked about mandatory sentencing. I know it
has been brought up by those opposite, who are trying
to use it as a scare tactic, but this government is
committed to a review and will bring legislation in later
on. I welcome legislation in relation to statutory
minimums and baseline sentences coming before the
Parliament. The baseline sentences and statutory
minimums will be in line with the commitments we
made to the community leading up to the 2010 election,
but more importantly they will be in line with
community expectations. Courts are supposed to
sentence in line with community expectations. That is
how sentencing is currently performed, and it is
something that we support.
This government went to the last election with a
tough-on-crime stance, and we stand by that. We are
delivering on a lot of those commitments. We are
putting 1700 new police on the streets — 1700 new
police who will be out there not just working on
enforcing the law but also working on crime
prevention. Having a policeman on the corner as often
as you can throughout the city is crime prevention in
itself. If we can prevent crimes from happening, that is
actually a much better solution.
Another commitment relates to the new PSOs
(protective services officers). We have committed to
placing PSOs at all metropolitan and major regional
railway stations. I note that the Minister for Public
Transport is here. I was proud to have the minister out
in my electorate at the Cardinia Road station, a station
that will get PSOs in this term of government. That is
something my community very much accepts. It is sad
that the member for Kororoit during a statement she
made today said that PSOs were ‘not real police’.
Compare that to what the member for Monbulk said
when he called them ‘plastic police’. That is a
disgraceful way to refer to the working men and

2001

women who protect this Parliament and protect major
infrastructure and public places in Victoria. They are
real police. They are Victoria Police protective services
officers, and they do a fantastic job of protecting us in
here and of working in our courts. I have worked in the
courts for Victoria Police side by side with the
protective services officers, because Victoria Police
provides court security. The work the PSOs do to
ensure the safe operation of the courts each and every
day is essential. To turn around and say that PSOs are
not real police or that they are plastic police is
disrespectful to them and an absolute disgrace.
I note that the shadow minister at the table must agree
with the assertion that they are not real police, judging
by the way he is acting at the moment, but I support
them 100 per cent in what they do in protecting us here
at the Parliament and in protecting people in other areas
throughout Victoria. I especially support what they do
in protecting us on our railway network.
The Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 comes out of another of our 2010
commitments. It aims to make the justice system more
efficient and effective. It clarifies various legislation to
strengthen the court system. It will strengthen the court
system by clarifying the jurisdiction of the Koori Court,
improving various Children’s Court processes and
making other technical amendments, correcting
anomalies in relation to the empanelment and excusing
of jurors, making judicial registrars a class of judicial
officer that can be provided with judicial education by
the Judicial College of Victoria and providing
immunity to assessors in the Supreme Court and the
County Court.
This bill modifies aspects of community-based orders. I
spoke about community-based orders earlier. We
support them and the reasons we have them. In the old
system community-based orders were sentences that
were handed out, and they did not have a lot of strength
or power because of the variety of them. By
streamlining them you have the opportunity, and you
give the court the opportunity, to direct something to
address the offending behaviour. People go to court for
offending behaviour. If they are found guilty or plead
guilty, there is no use in saying to them, ‘Go out and
pick up rubbish’. You could always have something in
there to address the reasons they are there, whether that
be alcohol, drugs, theft or whatever else they have been
involved in. You can address the offending behaviour
through community-based orders, and that does not
always have to be a jail sentence.
The bill modifies the community-based sentencing
laws, including streamlining processes for charging
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offenders with contravention of a sentencing order,
modernising orders to convert unpaid fines into unpaid
work orders, clarifying the circumstances where money
will be held and repaid under a community correction
order bond condition and by making other technical and
minor amendments.
It is important that we really do get on the record that
this government supports any measure that attempts to
reduce recidivism in our community. Repeat offending
is something that has been around for a long time. It is
very difficult to address repeat offending if you are not
addressing the problem — why people end up in court
in the first place. Part of the reforms this government is
putting in place is about prevention and making sure we
have good crime prevention in place and that we build
on the community and on people getting involved to
ensure that we work with people who possibly could
offend or who have offended in the past. There are
many great programs out there that the government
supports. I can list one that is run in my electorate —
Operation Newstart. We have programs like ECHO up
in Emerald, which works with young people in regard
to crime prevention to make sure they do not end up in
a court, where they could end up with a
community-based order. We can try to prevent them
getting there in the first place, and that would be our
main target.
The Baillieu government went to the 2010 election on a
platform that related to the justice system. Our platform
was about being tough on crime, but more importantly
it was about listening to community views, which are
very important. Prior to the election, one thing the then
shadow ministers did very well was listen to the
community, and they have continued to do that whilst
in government. They have continued to listen to people
who are experts in their fields, especially when it comes
to young people and youth, to ensure that we put the
best programs in place when working with the
non-government organisations and other organisations
out there in the best way we can with the aim of
preventing crime and working with offenders to make
sure we reduce repeat offending throughout the state.
The bill extends to offences of shop theft of goods of up
to $600 in value, and wilful damage valued at less than
$500 is to remain infringeable for a further two years.
This extension of two years is very important to keep
these as infringeable offences. Victoria Police supports
the fact we are ensuring that this is extended for another
two years. This will assist to clear up lists in the court
system and help to keep out of that court system people
with infringements in relation to thefts and what have
you. It is an area that police spend a lot of time on. To
arrest someone in relation to a theft and to go through
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the whole process is difficult, especially with young
people but also with anybody who is brought in. There
is a process for assessing someone in relation to any
crime involving theft, especially the theft of shop
goods, and there are time and other constraints on
police, who have to go through a whole process before
taking a person to court. Those processes apply despite
the fact that as a rule of thumb offenders at the lower
end would generally walk out of the court with a fine,
especially a first-time offender, or in the best
circumstances with a caution.
What we are trying to do here is free up that time. It is
not about just putting the 1700 police onto the street but
also about getting the police who are currently in the
force back onto the street. People pay their taxes to get
a safer community — that is one of the reasons we pay
taxes in this state — and getting a safer community is
achieved by getting more police on the street. The
government is committed to recruiting 1700 new police
officers, but at the same time it is really important that
through legislation we work as best we can to get the
best productivity out of our police and have them on the
streets as much as we can. We do not hire them to be
always sitting behind desks writing. We hire them to
get out there and work as best they can to reduce crime
levels, and we employ them to prevent crime and
obviously work through any crimes that have been
committed to ensure a positive result. With that
contribution today and the many other reforms that are
coming through with this legislation, I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to speak today on the Courts and Sentencing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I want to look at
what we are doing. The government has indicated that
it has a tough-on-crime policy. That is fair enough, but
my concern more than anything else is that the
government’s approach is not really tough on the
causes of crime; it is very much the simpleton’s
approach, which assumes somehow or other locking up
more people will reduce crime. During the terms of the
Brumby and Bracks governments the statistics proved
that when you reduced incarceration — incarceration
was actually reduced during our term in regard to the
total number of people locked up — crime was reduced
at the same time. There was obviously something a
little more sophisticated in our approach and a little
more sophisticated in the outcome. At the end of the
day, as the statistics prove, just locking up people does
not reduce crime.
Worst of all, the idea that somehow or other spending
$100 000 a year on locking up people and not having a
reduction in crime is suddenly a virtuous cycle is quite
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ridiculous. It costs $100 000 a year to incarcerate a
person. That is an enormous sum of money, apart from
the $500 million the government is currently spending
on a new jail. It is the $100 000 a year that has to be
costed into the exercise to incarcerate people. It is pretty
much like putting people into an expensive hotel. In
many ways if you do not deal with the causes of crime,
you are never going to end up with a reduction in
crime. All you are going to end up doing is spending
more and more on jails, spending $100 000 per year per
individual who is incarcerated, and the effect on your
operating budget will be substantial over time.
We have looked at this year’s budget — which relates
to the Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 — and what we have seen are substantial cuts
to education. In many ways that is one of the ways of
dealing with disadvantage, dealing with the reasons
why some people may commit crimes. It may be that
they do not have the skills or the ability to function
properly in society. In many ways this budget works to
increase crime by reducing funding for education,
which will result in a not so virtuous cycle of having to
look at further rates of incarceration, more jails and the
like. I would have thought that in many ways that is
definitely not a virtuous cycle, and it is actually a very
dangerous precedent to set that you just continue to
lock people up, as happens in many parts of the USA,
and you actually do not end up reducing crime over
time.
It is very concerning to me on a philosophical level that
somehow or other the current government is going to
try to convince people that spending more money on
locking up people is more worthwhile than actually
looking at reducing the causes of crime. That includes
making cuts to vocational training and cuts to primary
schools and the like. Reducing the causes of crime is
the way you address this serious issue over time. You
do not address it with the black-and-white simpleton’s
approach of, ‘Just lock ‘em up and that’ll fix it’,
because statistically that was proved to be incorrect
during the Brumby and Bracks governments. We
showed that it is possible to have lower rates of
incarceration and to actually reduce crime. It is very
concerning that the previous speaker and members
speaking before him should make a virtue of the fact
that we are going to be spending more money on
incarceration and are not going to be reducing the
causes of crime.
As previous opposition speakers have indicated, we
will not be opposing this bill. In many ways it reflects
an underlying philosophy of this government that it will
continue to find opportunities to incarcerate people and
do this at a higher rate — really ending up nowhere.
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That contrasts with Labor’s approach to reducing
crime — for example, our work on family violence,
which was not treated as a serious crime by some
people in institutions in the past. I am not talking about
the Liberal Party; I am talking about various people
involved in the police force and the like. We actually
said that this was a serious crime and needed to be
treated accordingly, and as such we applied new laws
and new systems.
At the Narre Warren police station in my electorate, for
argument’s sake, we have a specific family violence
unit to deal with these crimes. I think we have four
officers — there might be more now — just to deal
with this serious issue alone. For many years it was not
treated appropriately. At the end of the day there
probably have been more offences registered in relation
to family violence as a result of Labor’s changes, and I
think that is appropriate. It did not just involve locking
people up; it involved behavioural change — trying to
effect behavioural change in some of the perpetrators,
whose behaviour had been disgraceful — and actually
dealing with that in a serious and systematic way for the
benefit of the community in the long run.
As I have said, the opposition will not be opposing this
bill, but I would certainly encourage the government to
vary its philosophical approach to this exercise and to
deal with the causes of crime in a more systematic and
serious manner than just thinking that locking people
up will result in a reduction in crime, because I do not
believe it will. I guess the statistics over the next couple
of years will highlight the fact that it does not work.
With that small contribution, I reiterate that we will not
be opposing the bill.
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise in support of
the Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. I have just listened to 7 minutes of the member
for Narre Warren North speaking on everything except
the bill. He spoke at length about the causes of crime —
which this legislation does not address; that is not what
we are talking about today — and about incarceration.
If we have a look at the history of the 11 years of the
previous government, what we see is rates of crime
having gone up and people feeling more and more
unsafe in the community and thinking that the idea that
you cannot sentence people for crimes does not work.
We were elected basically on a tough-on-crime and a
very strong law and order agenda, and this bill is about
improving the justice system through courts and
sentencing legislation. It will clarify the jurisdiction of
Koori courts, improve a range of Children’s Court
procedures, remove anomalies with respect to the
excusing and empanelment of jurors, give judicial

COURTS AND SENTENCING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
2004

ASSEMBLY

registrars a clearer status and allow them education
from the Judicial College of Victoria, and provide
assessors with immunity in the County and Supreme
courts. These moves are a step forward and will provide
a fairer and more robust system.
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orders and probation orders, as well as clarifying how
to calculate the time a child may be remanded in
custody. With respect to children taken into safe
custody, at the moment the police officer who executes
a safe custody order must take the child to the safe
location; this bill allows another officer to do that.

It is no secret that in the 11 years of the previous
government Labor’s soft-on-crime, slap-on-the-wrist
sentencing approach was an abject failure. People could
run around doing what they liked without fear of
consequence. The community generally became fearful
and unhappy. It was a failure of gigantic proportions. It
was up there with myki, the desalination plant, smart
meters, public transport et cetera. All of these things
have seen Labor now on the opposition benches.

Jury processes will be improved. Originally juries could
be selected using names, and then they were allowed to
be selected using anonymous numbers, which is
common practice. However, to date the name lists have
still had to be produced, wasting the time of the Office
of the Juries Commissioner and increasing the risk of
names being disclosed.

This bill addresses the weaknesses in community-based
sentencing. It streamlines procedures for charging
offenders who ignore sentencing orders, it brings orders
to convert unpaid fines to community work into 2012,
and it clarifies how money will be held and repaid
under the community correction order bond conditions
and much more.

The bill also expands the definition of ‘judicial officer’
to include judicial registrars so that registrars can take
part in judicial education and professional development.
Assessors assist the Supreme Court by providing
independent expert assessments and are currently
utilised in the technology, engineering and construction
list, and the bill will give assessors in the Supreme and
County courts the same immunity as a Supreme Court
judge.

The bill also provides for a two-year extension of the
trial of the power to issue infringement notices for two
offences under the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Infringement Offences) Act 2011: shop theft of goods
valued at up to $600 and wilful damage of property
valued at less than $500. The trial of these offences
commenced in mid-2008 and was extended for a year
in 2011. However, there have been insufficient cases to
be sure of its effectiveness — which may mean it is
working. A further two years of this trial will clarify
that.
This bill reinforces the role of the Koori Court.
Currently the Koori Court within each of the
Magistrates Court, the County Court and the Children’s
Court can only deal with contraventions of sentencing
orders that the originating Koori Court makes. This bill
allows each Koori Court division to deal with
contraventions of sentencing orders from within its
court level, so a Koori Court within the Magistrates
Court can sentence for contraventions of sentencing
orders made by the Magistrates Court.
The bill removes anomalies in Children’s Court
legislation. It enables a magistrate other than the
magistrate who originally imposed a sentence to
constitute the court, which will improve efficiency in
scheduling cases. With respect to bail provisions, the
bill clarifies how specified time periods are calculated,
which will help the Department of Human Services and
the court. It also improves procedures for hearing
breaches of youth attendance orders, youth supervision

Last year we made the most significant reforms in
20 years to community-based sentences, and from
16 January new flexible community correction orders
(CCOs) came into effect. This bill streamlines the
procedural steps for charging offenders with the
contravention of sentencing orders. The change is based
on the steps in the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and
simplifies things and makes them much more efficient
and practical. This process was developed in
consultation with Victoria Police, Corrections Victoria,
the Director of Public Prosecutions and the courts.
The bill also provides standard terms for community
work orders. Last year we refined the community work
orders down to two types: fine conversion orders and
fine default unpaid community work orders. This bill
builds on that reform by amending the Sentencing Act
1991 to remove complicated and unclear provisions,
making the law simpler. Another element of the
reforms to CCOs was the implementation of a bond
system. This element will commence later this year.
The bill prepares and clarifies the rules around that
bond system.
Our government is working with a clear law and order
agenda. This bill is about improving the justice system
through courts and sentencing legislation. In summary
it will clarify the jurisdiction of Koori courts, improve
Children’s Court procedures, remove anomalies with
respect to the excusing and empanelment of jurors, give
judicial registrars a clearer status and allow them to
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receive education from the Judicial College of Victoria,
and provide assessors with immunity in the County and
Supreme courts. Labor’s soft-on-crime and
slap-on-the-wrist sentencing approach was an abject
failure; we saw that after 11 years. As members can
see, this bill is all about fixing the anomalies and
streamlining the processes to make the court system far
more efficient. After Labor let things slip, we need to
tighten up all the rules so offenders know that if they
misbehave, there are consequences. This bill will mean
penalties are applied much more quickly. I commend
the bill to the house.

Attorney-General: where is that courts executive
service?

Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to speak
briefly on the Courts and Sentencing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. This bill makes minor
amendments to several acts, predominantly in relation
to court practices and sentencing issues. The bill is
about improving the justice system and involves tidying
up some loose ends, just minor amendments — but it is
not a step in the wrong direction. The opposition does
not oppose the bill. Improving the justice system is a
huge and complex task. It is not restricted to issues
around locking up people; that could be part of it, but
that is not the main issue. Improving the justice system
also cannot be restricted to a single piece of legislation.
It has to be looked at in the context of the government’s
other commitments and the delivery of those. Many
speakers, including the member for Gembrook, have
spoken about law enforcement, which is also part of the
justice system. The bill should be spoken about
broadly.

In that same press release another pledge was made by
the current Attorney-General. It was to establish a
judicial complaints commission to investigate
complaints about poor or inappropriate performance by
judges, magistrates or VCAT officers. Again, a few
days before the election the constituency would have
been misled to believe that before long, if the shadow
Attorney-General became the Attorney-General, the
commission would be put in place so that action could
be taken against judges, magistrates or VCAT officers
for inappropriate action or wrong decisions made. I ask:
where is that commission?

The bill makes amendments to the Judicial College of
Victoria Act 2001 to allow the college to train judicial
registrars. This judicial college was introduced by
Labor to improve access to justice and enhance the
independence, professionalism and performance of the
judiciary. I cannot, however, see any specific money
allocation in this budget to carry out the extra task of
training judicial registrars. Does that mean this measure
is going to be implemented sometime beyond this
financial year? Why would anybody believe this
government will implement these measures if funding
for them is not allocated in the budget?
In his press release of 23 November 2010, the first
pledge of the then shadow Attorney-General, now the
Attorney-General, was the establishment of a new
courts executive service. He said that he wanted it to be
independent of departmental or political control. It
would provide executive support to all Victorian courts
as well as for the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT). What a nice and attractive pledge to
the electorate a few days before the election! I ask the

Pledge no. 2 was the introduction of a judicial
appointments advisory panel based on the federal
model. It would advise the Attorney-General on
potential judicial appointments. That was a few days
before the election. What a fantastic initiative, an
independent panel for the Attorney-General to seek
expert advice from to make the best judicial
appointments. I ask the Attorney-General: where is that
panel, after one and a half years?

The delay in implementing and the silence about these
pledged initiatives show the inherent problems in
launching a policy via a line in a press release. The
courts executive service is going nowhere fast, as the
government and those in the courts have different ideas
on what the model should be. This shows that this was
a policy made on the run. It explains why the
government did not allocate funding for those measures
in either the last budget or this budget.
The bill makes amendments to the Juries Act 2000. It
enables those empanelled as a jury to be listed by name
or number. Currently either can be used, but there is
always the requirement to produce the list by name,
even if it is not used. This change will reduce the
administrative burden on the court. However, both lists
would still contain information about occupation for the
purpose of identifying people’s suitability for cases.
The legislation also enables excused jury members to
return to the jury pool as a group at the completion of
their swearing in.
The jury system plays an important role in community
life. It reflects the belief that there is no stronger
sanction than community sanction. The Juries
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2010 was aimed at
increasing community representation in two ways.
Firstly, it reduced the occupational groups whose
members are ineligible for jury service. Secondly, it
reduced the period of ineligibility for jury service. The
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bill provided for the payment of jurors remuneration
and allowance to be more secure. The main agenda for
introducing the bill was to broaden the jury selection
pool. That was supported overwhelmingly by the juries
commissioner, but unfortunately it was opposed by the
then coalition opposition.

sentencing legislation, and it proposes a much more
streamlined system. Furthermore, the amendments
made by the bill are a demonstration of the
government’s commitment to improve court
procedures, provide more flexibility and ensure
stronger and more effective sentencing.

The Labor government introduced specialist courts for
disadvantaged indigenous Victorians — that is, the
Koori courts. It is pleasing that the government has not
only kept those courts but also through this bill is
introducing measures to improve the functions of those
courts. When the government was in opposition, the
work of the Koori courts was described as apartheid
justice.

I want to draw attention to the improvements to
sentencing legislation that are contained in this bill —
and there are many. Last year the government
introduced legislation which made the most significant
reforms to community-based sentences in the past
20 years. I believe they were very well accepted in the
community. That legislation replaced the previous
range of what were deemed to be inflexible and rather
cumbersome community-based sentences with a new
single, flexible community correction order (CCO), the
key to that being the flexibility it provides.

The current Attorney-General has stated that in fact the
government is looking to identify successful elements
of the Neighbourhood Justice Centre and other
specialist court lists which can be taken up and
implemented more widely. That was very pleasing
news. The decision to keep the Drug Court and the
Koori Court was welcomed by the legal community as
well.
The member for Kororoit talked about the
government’s obsession with locking up people and
throwing away the keys. She spoke about the new
prison to be built in Ravenhall in her electorate. Health
care for those in the existing 670-bed remand centre has
been provided and will be provided until June by
St Vincent’s public hospital. With this government’s
privatisation obsession, the contract had been handed
over to the private sector. This will result in up to about
100 jobs being lost at St Vincent’s public hospital. In
the longer term the cost could be higher — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
should come back to the bill, which has nothing to do
with hospitals.
Mr PERERA — With a 600-bed prison, it is
important to not only lock up people but to also look
after their health and welfare.
This bill represents the government’s inability to get the
legislation right the first time. It displays the
government’s sloppy and rushed legislation practices.
Many speakers before me had a lot of latitude, and
many of them spoke about policing, which is not in the
bill.
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak in
support of the Courts and Sentencing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. As members have heard from
other contributions, the bill strengthens Victoria’s
justice system through improvements to courts and

The bill streamlines the procedural steps for charging
offenders with contravention of a sentencing order.
Drawing on the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, the bill
requires charges for contravention of an order to be
filed in the Magistrates Court. Where the offender is
already before the Supreme Court or the County Court
for another offence committed during the term of the
CCO, the bill provides that court with the discretion to
receive a charge for breach of a CCO without an
adjournment. That is clearly streamlining a
cumbersome process. The amendments will ensure that
the courts can properly consider the totality of
offending by sentencing for both the new offence and
the breach of the order concurrently — that is, at the
same time, in the same sitting and in the same hearing.
The bill further improves laws to allow unpaid court
fines to be converted to community work. This is
another great initiative that provides a lot of flexibility
for our legal system. In January this year the previous
fine default community-based order was replaced by
two new orders: the fine conversion order and fine
default unpaid community work orders. The bill allows
for the modernisation of these orders by amending the
Sentencing Act 1991 to remove what were complicated
and unclear provisions.
Another key component of the government’s
community correction reforms was the creation of the
power for courts to impose an additional condition on a
CCO whereby an offender pays an amount of money as
a bond that can be forfeited upon breach. This is
another great initiative in making people responsible for
their actions. The bill clarifies the administrative
processes for such bonds. The money can now be held
in a trust fund on behalf of the Crown rather than being
held by the courts. The bill also makes clear that the
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Crown may hold the bond money for up to three
months after the CCO has expired, and this will allow
prosecuting agencies the time to determine if the
offender has contravened his CCO and hold him
accountable for those actions.
This bill also provides for a two-year extension of the
power to issue infringement notices for two offences:
the shop theft of goods valued at up to $600 and the
wilful damage of property valued at less than $500.
These two offences were part of an infringements trial
which commenced in mid-2008 and which trialled the
use of infringement notices for a small number of
offences to assess their suitability for enforcement by
infringement rather than through the court system. The
trial was extended because there was some concern that
the initial evaluation of the trial did not take into
account all aspects and that the time frames provided
were not adequate to come to a firm conclusion.
Further consideration was given and an additional year
was allocated for the trial, but once again this proved to
be an insufficient time frame in which to assess whether
this was an effective measure to be introduced as a
permanent follow-on to the trial. The additional two
years of the trial will allow stakeholders to consider
those issues in more detail with a longer time frame,
which will improve the operation of that system to
ensure that when it is comes into play it is right and
accurate.
The bill will improve the operation of the court system
through various amendments. It will clarify the
jurisdiction of Koori courts, improve various Children’s
Court processes, correct anomalies in relation to the
empanelment and excusing of jurors, make judicial
registrars a class of judicial officer that can be provided
with judicial education by the Judicial College of
Victoria and provide immunity to assessors in the
Supreme Court and the County Court. I will talk about
that in more detail shortly.
The bill will also improve through a number of
measures the operation of community-based sentencing
by streamlining processes for charging offenders in
contravention of a sentencing order, modernising orders
to convert unpaid fines to community work to provide
flexibility around this issue and clarifying how money
will be held and repaid under the community correction
order bond condition.
Currently a Koori Court division can only deal with a
contravention of a sentencing order if that order was
made within the relevant Koori Court division. This is
restrictive and cumbersome, and the bill corrects this
anomaly to allow Koori Court divisions in the
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Magistrates Court, County Court and the Children’s
Court to deal with a breach of a sentencing order made
in any part of the criminal jurisdiction. This will
provide the flexibility that the court system needs. The
bill also makes clear that a guilty plea and the
offender’s consent are a prerequisite for the Koori
Court division to deal with the various offences. These
amendments reinforce the role of the Koori Court
division as a sentencing division and will assist in
reducing delays by enabling a wider range of matters
relating to an accused to be heard together, which will
certainly streamline the process.
The bill also removes anomalies in the Children’s Court
legislation. It clarifies how specified time periods are to
be calculated in relation to bail provisions, and this will
improve operational arrangements for the Department
of Human Services as well as the court system. The bill
also improves processes for hearing cases for breach of
a probation order, a youth supervision order or a youth
attendance order. It will also enable a magistrate, other
than the magistrate who originally imposed the
sentence, to constitute the court. This will allow the
court to schedule cases more efficiently across the
board and again bring greater flexibility to the system.
The bill amends the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 and will clarify how to calculate a period for a
child to be remanded in custody. The bill will also
address operational and administrative issues regarding
children taken into safe custody — an extremely
important area. At present the legislation is restrictive
and requires that the same police officer who executed
a safe custody warrant must deliver that child to the
location specified in the warrant. The bill will allow
another police officer to bring that child to the location
specified.
In addition the bill corrects anomalies in the laws
governing juries. Under the Juries Act 2000 the court
can empanel a jury by name or by an assigned number,
and currently the Juries Act 2000 requires a list of
names to be produced even where the empanelment
takes place by number. This seems ludicrous and
creates an unnecessary administrative step for the
Office of the Juries Commissioner, and it may mean
that a name is inadvertently disclosed. The bill will also
allow a document bearing the number and occupation
of the juror to be produced instead of that name. The
bill also amends the Judicial College of Victoria Act
2001. The Judicial College of Victoria provides
education and professional development for judicial
officers. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak on
the Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
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2012. It has been already stated that the opposition is
not opposing this bill. I do not know what this
government would do without the Department of
Justice. The department has enabled filler bills to come
into this chamber and fill the big gap that exists because
there have been no bills of substance. Although this bill
has some substance, it begs a question. This
government would have no legislation if the
Department of Justice did not continue to work
completely independently of government and develop
the legislation required to fill the debate time of this
chamber.
There are some important measures, and other
members have gone into detail about these when
speaking on this bill.
Mr Walsh — You have just contradicted yourself.
Ms THOMSON — No, I said — and I will respond
to that interjection — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The minister
will cease interjecting, and the member will not respond
to interjections.
Ms THOMSON — There are people of substance
at the Department of Justice. The government has failed
to bring legislation of substance into this Parliament.
Let us get this right — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms THOMSON — You would not be able to
introduce it if the Department of Justice did not
continue the work it does. The truth is that the
government introduces legislation, but the Department
of Justice probably works on legislation for a very long
time and suggests that the government introduce it.
That is the way it works.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms THOMSON — I certainly ensured that
our — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The minister
and the member on her feet will cease their
conversation. I ask the member to resist the temptation
to discuss the government business program and
instead talk on the bill.
Ms THOMSON — I must admit I was provoked,
and normally I do not get provoked. I like to see
proactive governments bringing in legislation that they
have initiated rather than legislation initiated by the
bureaucracy. From time to time that may be necessary,
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but under this government there has been an overdose
of it.
This bill introduces and establishes the courts executive
service, independent of departmental or political
control, which will provide executive support to all
Victorian courts and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal — a good initiative. The bill
introduces a judicial appointment advisory panel based
on the federal model to advise the Attorney-General on
potential judicial appointments. It will be interesting to
see if the government actually uses this body when it is
established and whether it will follow the panel’s
recommendations.
I heard the member for Altona in her contribution in the
chamber earlier today mention the question of the
diversity of those appointments made to the judiciary
and the importance of diversity. The judiciary needs to
reflect the community if it is going to do its job to the
best of its ability. Those appointed need to be
adequately qualified and suitable for the job — there is
no doubt about that whatsoever. However, we need to
diversify the courts and the way they operate. We need
to see diversity in the courts and diversity among the
judges who sit on their benches.
I have to say that the previous Attorney-General did an
excellent job of ensuring diversity on our benches. I
hope this government will follow his lead in ensuring
that we appoint people of integrity and diversity to our
judicial benches. The previous Attorney-General
definitely set the agenda for law reform and change. He
was not an Attorney-General who relied on the
department to provide the government with its agenda. I
commend the work of the previous Attorney-General; I
have not had the opportunity to do so in this house
before. I commend him on the law reform packages
that he brought into this Parliament, which have made
this state far more civil in relation to the way it deals
with legal issues. This includes the establishment of the
Koori Court, and Koori Court issues are covered in
legislation we have before us. That was an initiative
that demonstrated exemplary conduct by the
Attorney-General in relation to how one deals with the
issues that confront Koori communities.
The bill before the house is perfunctory. It deals with
minor changes that need to be made to legislation that
has been enacted. The Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission bills have not been
thorough and neither is this legislation. We will see
more pieces of legislation introduced in this place that
are not thorough because the government is not
concentrating on the detail it needs to in relation to the
big-picture issues. There is no doubt that when we get
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to debating the IBAC bill this week there will be a great
deal said about the problems in that bill, the way it has
been constructed and the number of amendments in it.
It will show with great damning certainty that this
government does not know what it is doing when it is
dealing with this kind of legislation.
A number of amendments to legislation that has been
before this house in recent months are in this bill. Why
could we not get it right the first time and avoid
bringing this amending bill to this chamber? That is the
question that many of us on this side of the house have.
I suggest that the government needs to think more
carefully about the legislation it brings before this
house. The government needs to consult more widely
with the people who need to be consulted before it
brings legislation into this chamber. It should ensure
that it takes a thorough approach and covers all issues
so there is not the necessity to propose amendment after
amendment to legislation recently introduced to the
Parliament.
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I rise to speak on the
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. It represents the Victorian government’s
commitment to improving, strengthening and
streamlining Victoria’s justice system. It will improve
the operation of the state court system by amending,
clarifying and correcting key acts in relation to court
legislation.
It was good to see the member for Narre Warren North
in the chamber. I trust he has completed sending his
letters to the editor about projects he thought might not
get funded — but they did, and thus he has made
hypocrisy an art form. He talked about the reduction in
people going to prison on the watch of the Labor
government, yet refused to acknowledge or consider
why that might be. He talked about the importance of
correlation to crime prevention, yet on the watch of the
former government we had home detention and
suspended sentences for significant and violent crimes.
If the former government had managed to consider the
correlation between crime prevention and jail terms and
actually made sure that those who committed the crime
did the time, then I think we might have seen more
confidence in the former government in relation to law
and order. The coalition government has listened to the
community’s thoughts and fears in relation to law and
order and is acting on them.
This bill strengthens the sentencing laws for those who
offend. It reinforces the government’s pre-election
commitment to a stance that is tough on crime. This is a
step towards ensuring that sentences are tougher. We
promised the Victorian public prior to the last state
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election that we would do this, and we are now
delivering on that promise.
The bill also streamlines our court system to make it
more simple, less time-consuming and more efficient.
We should always aim to be more efficient, no matter
what we do. To that end, with this bill the government
has looked at efficiencies in relation to courts and
sentencing. The member for Footscray and other
members in the chamber who spoke on this bill seem to
be somewhat stuck in the past when it comes to what
they want to remember as opposed to what they do not
want to remember, which includes some financial
incompetence. They spoke of the need to consult
widely. In the words of Peter Garrett, they must have a
‘short memory’, because what they failed to do was to
consult widely.
The Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 will contribute to making the justice system
more efficient and effective. It makes the following
offences infringeable for a further two years until
30 June 2014: shop theft of goods valued at up to $600,
which is under section 74A of the Crimes Act 1958;
and wilful damage of property valued at less than $500,
which is under section 9(1)(c) of the Summary
Offences Act 1966. The Courts and Sentencing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 in turn clarifies the
jurisdiction of Koori courts to allow Koori Court
divisions in the Children’s, Magistrates and County
courts to deal with the contravention of a sentencing
order made outside the Koori Court division. Once
again this is important for efficiency in and
streamlining of the court system. The bill makes sure
that a guilty plea is a prerequisite for the Koori Court to
deal with the contravention of a sentencing order. Once
again this is consistent with the prerequisite to plead
guilty to an offence before the matter can be heard in
the Koori Court.
Processes in the Children’s Court are also improved
through amendments clarifying how to calculate the
period for which a child may be remanded in custody.
The bill also enables any magistrate to hear a breach of
probation or other similar order. It will allow a child
subject to a safe custody warrant to be delivered to the
location by a different member of the police force from
the member who executed the warrant. Once again this
is getting things moving and making sure that we have
efficiencies in our processes. Functions of registrars
under the children and young persons infringement
notice system are also clarified so that they are vested
solely in the principal registrar and registrars, not the
deputy registrar.
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In terms of looking at sentencing amendments, in
January 2012 the government replaced the range of
inflexible community-based sentences with a new
single and flexible community correction order. That
was an excellent way to bring to the fore the
opportunity to ensure that the right community
correction orders were applied in the right
circumstances to the right people. This bill modifies the
sentencing laws to make sure that those reforms are
running smoothly.
In terms of criminal processes for the contravention of a
sentencing order, this bill streamlines the process for
charging offenders and brings the law into line with the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009. It replaces the process
that requires charges to be filed in the sentencing court.
There have been good amendments and improvements
made to community correction orders from
community-based sentences that existed under the
former government. I commend the Attorney-General
on his work in doing that and on the further
improvement and streamlining of the court processes in
relation to these orders.
In terms of bond conditions, the Sentencing
Amendment (Community Correction Reform) Act
2011 gives courts the power to require that an offender
pay an amount of money to the court as a condition of
the community correction order. If the offender does
not comply with the order, then the bond is liable for
forfeiture. This was part of our election commitment to
reforming community sentencing. It is anticipated that
the bond condition will commence later this year.
With regard to infringement offences, the Justice
Legislation (Infringement Offences) Act 2011 provides
that powers to issue infringement notices for shop theft
and wilful damage sunset on 30 June 2012. This bill
extends the operation of that provision until 2014. The
powers to issue notices for those offences have been in
operation on a trial basis since July 2008. The period
was extended for a further 12 months in 2011. The
provision is important for police members because
without it they cannot issue infringement notices for
offences but would need to proceed by way of charge
and summons. This bill makes the processes more
effective, efficient and streamlined.
Once again I commend the Attorney-General on the
work that he does. I have to say that the member for
Footscray is a bit misguided if she thinks the
Attorney-General is not absolutely on top of this,
because he is: he has directed and made some fabulous
amendments to legislation. I heard her recollection of
the past, her memories of the former Attorney-General
and perhaps how it once was. I am so pleased to see
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that our Attorney-General and this government are
restoring the confidence of the community by making
sure that those who commit crime do the time and in
fact are penalised accordingly, whether it be through a
court sentence or as otherwise appropriate. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I am happy to
make a contribution to the debate on the Courts and
Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I say
from the outset that this is always a very challenging
jurisdiction. It is a challenge to deal with the
management and delivery of justice, making sure that
people do not reoffend and do not return to the courts,
managing offenders and delivering fair and reasonable
punishment in relation to an offence. In that respect I
agree with the member for Footscray that the
Department of Justice traditionally has done a very
good job for all of us under governments of all
persuasions. Sometimes you get it right; sometimes it is
trial and error, and you might need to make
improvements and/or modify the legislation as you go
along, because ultimately that is the way it is. I want to
say that in my experience and particularly in my
relationship with the Sunshine magistrates and the
courts there I see that the judiciary is always
endeavouring to do the best it can for the community in
terms of the management and delivery of justice.
This is an Attorney-General’s bill. It is a technical
measure that makes some minor amendments to several
acts, predominantly in relation to court practices and
sentencing issues. As members of the opposition have
indicated earlier, the opposition will not be opposing
this bill.
The Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 makes amendments to the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005, the County Court Act 1958, the
Judicial College of Victoria Act 2001, the Juries Act
2000, the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and the Supreme
Court Act 1986. I believe the bill makes some
improvements through amendments to the sentencing
laws relating to community-based corrections by
streamlining the process for charging offenders with
contravention of a sentencing order and modernising
orders for converting unpaid fines to community work.
I see that from time to time.
For the record, I have said a number of times I am not
legally trained, but I make the effort to try to understand
how these matters work in our courts of law. They are
complex, but as a local member who represents an
electorate in the western suburbs I must say I am
usually impressed with the genuine efforts that are
made by the judges, magistrates and indeed the
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Department of Justice in this very complex balancing
act.
I support community-based orders and corrections, and
I believe that there are times when unpaid penalties or
fines must translate into community work. I send a very
frank and respectful message to the people I represent
in the western suburbs — in St Albans, Albion and
Sunshine — that we have challenges in that area, as you
would be fully aware, Acting Speaker. I believe
community-based orders and unpaid work in the
community are good things. That view goes hand in
hand with the value systems that certainly I have been
brought up with within my family and the Labor Party,
and I believe members of the government would agree
with that. If you do the crime, you have to do the time,
so to speak; and if you do not do the time — not
everybody has to end up in prison — there are times
when middle-of-the-road types of penalties such as
community-based orders and unpaid work are good.
That sends the right message to offenders and indeed
the whole community.
The other provision in this act that I wish to address
relates to indigenous persons. It provides for the option
of having a breach of a sentencing order that has been
made in any division of a court dealt with in the Koori
Court division. Acting Speaker, as a senior member of
this chamber you would recollect that it was the former
government that introduced Koori courts in this state. I
recall visiting a long time ago what I understand was —
I may well have to be corrected on this — the first
indigenous court in South Australia. I thought it was a
good court. At the time it was operating for a trial
period. It dealt with complex issues in the Koori
community. However, that does not detract from the
need to provide equal protection of the law for Koori
and non-Koori people.
I concur with the notion that all persons should be
subject to the same law and legal protections in
sentencing options. As I understand it, the fact that a
Koori Court division provides for alternative sentencing
procedures that have regard to the cultural background
of the offender and that seek to achieve more effective
sentencing and a lower recidivism rate does not
constitute discrimination within the meaning of the
Equal Opportunity Act. I understand these matters have
been examined by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, and I note from my reading on these
matters that that committee concurs with the statement
of compatibility as it has been submitted to this
chamber by the Attorney-General.
As I indicated, the bill makes some minor amendments
to a range of acts. It would be fair to say, however, that
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this measure is long overdue. I wish to quote a press
release dated 23 November 2010 and issued by the
Attorney-General when in opposition. It says:
A coalition government will establish a new courts executive
service, independent of departmental or political control,
which will provide the executive support for all Victorian
courts and for VCAT —

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal —
…
introduce a judicial appointments advisory panel based on the
federal model to advise the Attorney-General on potential
judicial appointments;
…
establish a judicial complaints commission to investigate
complaints about poor or inappropriate performance by
judges, magistrates or VCAT officers …

Whilst I have indicated that there are some amendments
and changes that I think are good, it is fair to say that
there has been delay in relation to introducing these
provisions. They have been talked about for a long
time, and in that sense in my judgement that does not
reflect well on the government or the Attorney-General.
However, this is an important bill that has been
introduced into this Parliament. It is one that I imagine
is relevant to all electorates. I would not wish to
indicate that it is more relevant to me and my electorate
than it is to others, but it is my understanding that the
system is well used in the part of the state that I
represent.
I sincerely hope that streamlining community-based
orders and making it easier for courts, registrars and
magistrates will help to improve the delivery of justice
in Victoria and also send a message to young offenders
in particular — that is, that while the government and
the opposition wish to do everything we can to address
the circumstances that lead to offences, ultimately
offending is not acceptable and if they do the crime,
they will do the time.
I particularly concur with the notion of converting
unpaid fines to unpaid work, and I would rather see that
happening in the community. I think it can turn into a
positive. I hope that the practice of unpaid work in the
community will lead individuals to not offend again
and to understand that we are ultimately all part of the
same community and that the rest of the community
wants them not to offend. We continue to call on the
government to address those issues that can cause
people to commit offences — issues of employment,
opportunity and housing that are sometimes not
resolved. The budget did not resolve these issues in
relation to housing and opportunities for training in
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particular. In conclusion, the bill makes minor
amendments that are required but are long overdue, but
I will work on them.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I am happy to make a
contribution to the debate on the Courts and Sentencing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I commend the
Attorney-General for introducing such sensible
legislation. The purpose of the bill is to strengthen
Victoria’s justice system through amendments that
improve sentencing legislation by clarifying it and
making the system more efficient. The bill will improve
the operation of the court system through amendments
to clarify the jurisdiction of Koori courts, to improve
various Children’s Court processes and make other
technical amendments, to correct anomalies in relation
to the empanelment and excusing of jurors, to make
judicial registrars a class of judicial officer that can be
provided with judicial education by the Judicial College
of Victoria and to provide immunity to assessors in the
Supreme Court and the County Court. The bill also
improves the operation of community-based sentencing
and provides for a two-year extension of the power to
issue infringement notices for two offences under the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Infringement
Offences) Act 2011.
The government is focused on reducing and preventing
crime and on dealing appropriately and efficiently with
offenders. We went to the 2010 state election with a
tough-on-crime stance, which was welcomed by the
community. Every day that I was out on the street
talking to people in my electorate of Carrum they told
me they were excited about the suite of proposals the
coalition was looking at implementing. It has been a
great pleasure to be part of the Baillieu government,
which is now implementing those commitments. The
community welcomed our tough-on-crime stance, the
fact that we were committed to tougher sentences, and
the commitment to put 1700 new police on the streets
and 940 protective services officers (PSOs) on railway
station platforms. In my electorate there are seven
railway stations — Aspendale, Edithvale, Chelsea,
Bonbeach, Carrum, Seaford and Kananook. I can tell
members that my constituents, as well as people
travelling through my electorate, welcome the PSOs.
As a government we are committed to making the
community safer, making the streets safer and restoring
confidence in the public transport system. Several years
ago our railway stations had become places of fear. We
have already seen the rollout of some PSOs, and there
has been a real improvement in the perception of public
safety. It has certainly restored confidence among
members of the community. In the city of Frankston
and the city of Kingston, the two local government
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areas that my electorate covers, the community has also
welcomed new police. There has been an allocation of
75 police to the city of Frankston and also an increase
for the city of Kingston. The new police have been out
there working very hard. The Victoria Police 2010–11
crime statistics reflect the terrific job that police have
been doing. The statistics show that crimes against
property have been reduced by 4.9 per cent to
4519 incidents per 100 000 people. It is encouraging to
see that there has been a statewide reduction of 4.6 per
cent in the rate of vehicle theft, and in the Kingston area
the rate has been reduced by 18 per cent — from 316 in
2009–10 to 259 in 2010–11.
When sentencing offenders, we need to be mindful of
their age, culture and education in order to provide
them with opportunities to improve their situation and
reduce the chances of their reoffending. These
considerations provide better outcomes for everyone in
the community. I therefore applaud the changes the bill
makes to the current legislation to give indigenous
offenders the opportunity to have any breaches of their
sentencing orders heard by the Koori Court division of
the relevant court. In our role as law-makers we need to
provide legislation that considers an offender’s cultural
background and offers hearings within their
community.
Members of our community who commit an offence
and find themselves in trouble with the law are often
sentenced to community-based orders. Community
correction programs, as part of which community-based
orders are served, focus on rehabilitation while ensuring
that the offender makes the necessary reparations to
their community. This bill streamlines the processes
involved in community-based sentencing — for
example, it will make it easier for unpaid fines to be
converted to unpaid community work.
In my electorate of Carrum we have some terrific
examples of how community work benefits our local
community. In Seaford and Patterson Lakes people in
the community service programs regularly clean up our
parks, our natural environment and also some of our
local schools on weekends. Depending on the offender
and the offence, community correction orders can also
include conditions such as treatment programs for drug
prevention and education programs, which may even
include first aid programs in which offenders learn new
life skills. These are terrific examples of how the
government is investing in individuals to help change
behaviours and give new opportunities for them to
integrate very positively within the community.
I applaud the changes that this bill makes. We need to
support the men and women who work in the law and
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order system by providing them with clear and
enforceable legislation that offers them protection and
also reduces the red tape that they deal with on a daily
basis. The changes I have discussed, along with a
number of other administrative changes, will result in
much clearer and more effective legislation for
Victoria. The bill will assist with implementing minor
changes to processes in the Children’s Court, clarifying
the jurisdiction of the Koori Court, streamlining
processes for dealing with offenders who have broken
sentencing orders, reducing the red tape involved in the
empanelling of juries and providing immunity for
assessors in the County Court and the Supreme Court. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I rise to speak on the
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. In this bill we see a government that for a long
time has been focused on being seen to be
heavy-handed or tough on crime but at the end of the
day has not necessarily known how to get that right and
has not brought it together. This is largely an
administrative or general bill that makes technical and
other minor amendments, but some of these
amendments are needed to fix other bills that have been
brought into the Parliament recently. Again this shows
that the government has not fully considered the
implications of some of its previous legislation. It has
not fully considered the technical changes it is making
through its bills, and on top of that it has not consulted
broadly enough. When it introduces some of these bills
there is a backlash and the government realises that it
has to finetune the bill to address the backlash that it is
receiving from the community.
Ministers may say, ‘We need to get it right’. Sure, they
need to get it right, but if they are across the issues and
if they are getting the right advice from the department
or asking the right questions of the department, then
many of these things would be dealt with the first time
rather than the second or third time. One of the roles of
ministers is to ask the hard questions of their
departments. Departments will often give advice to a
minister that the minister might want to hear, so unless
ministers are a bit forensic in terms of what the
department might offer up or even do some forensic
analysis of what goes before cabinet, more of this will
occur when bills are introduced into the Parliament.
The government still does not quite get it. Many of the
critics of the budget acknowledged yesterday that it is
one thing to appear tough on crime and to be seen to be
trying to bandaid problems, but unless you fix the
causes of the problems you are just going to fill prisons
with people and create more problems for yourself over
time.
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One of the things that this government has failed to
acknowledge — and it will cause even more problems
for it in the future — is that putting more people in
prisons is not going to fix the inherent problem of
recidivism. In relation to the young people who are put
into prison, the members of this government do not
recognise that they are not just putting them in there for
a short period of time; they will end up putting them in
there for a long period of time. Once these young
people go into prison, the culture of the prison
permeates them and they end up finding their way back
into prison time and again. The experts will say, ‘Avoid
prison at all costs’, because once you put a young
person in prison, you condemn them to a life of
recidivism.
We have heard members of the government talk about
issues in relation to the public transport system and
issues in the community, but the people the government
is trying to deal with are predominantly a cohort of
young men. These young men, for one reason or
another, find themselves involved in problems, whether
they be drugs, substance abuse issues, mental health
issues or violence issues. They are the same men who
end up in statistics in a whole lot of other areas. They
may be involved in workplace injury incidents if they
are working, and they may have violence perpetrated
against them as well as being perpetrators of violence.
As well as that, they are probably the same men who
time and again end up in a whole lot of slots in the
social welfare system. It is not a large pool, but it is the
same pool over and over again that dips back into the
well of public support.
One of the great tragedies is that these are the same
young men who end up becoming recidivists and not
only long-term criminals but long-term prisoners — not
long-term prisoners by getting long-term sentences but
instead coming back into the justice system time and
again. Often they have failed to establish themselves in
the community. Obviously they have difficulties with
relationships. Some may have had absent fathers or
lacked male role models in their lives. We continue to
see these young men enter and re-enter the prison
system over the long term.
One of the great challenges for this government and for
any government in Victoria in the future is not to
continue to lock up these young men but to deal with
them in an appropriate manner. We need to deal with
these young men appropriately before they get into
trouble, put them on the right path with support and
mentoring from older men in one form or another.
Often they end up in trouble through of a lack of
discipline because they do not have a male role model
in their life or a figure who can put them on the straight
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and narrow. Unless we deal with that cohort of young
men they will end up in the social welfare system and
the judicial system in a cycle of domestic violence —
all sorts of things.

the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to expand the
category of persons who are able to exercise the powers
of the chief officer of the Country Fire Authority in
circumstances where the Country Fire Authority is not
present;

If you look at the statistics and at all of the issues we
have to deal with in this community that are
troublesome, you find that they involve a similar cohort
of young men. They are not necessarily the same young
men, but time and again we find they are of a similar
age. They are usually between about 14 and 28 or
30 years of age, and they continue to present in all sorts
of different areas within the welfare system, the justice
system and many of the other support mechanisms
where the government has to spend enormous amounts
of money. I suspect that as they get older they also
present health issues in the health system because their
health outcomes are probably a lot poorer.

the Police Regulation Act 1958 to remove the
limitations on the number of deputy commissioners and
assistant commissioners that may be appointed under the
act, and to enable the chief commissioner to determine
standards as to grooming and clothing accessories; and

I suggest to the government that it is one thing to
legislate around justice but it takes a lot of courage,
sophistication and thought to get it right at the
beginning of the cycle, rather than trying to fix things at
the end of the cycle when it is too late.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

POLICE AND EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012

the Sale of Land Act 1962 to require a vendor’s
statement to contain disclosure of whether land is in a
bushfire-prone area.
Human rights issues
The power to determine standards as to grooming and
clothing accessories of members of the police force engages a
number of human rights, including the rights to equality,
privacy and freedom of expression in sections 8, 13 and 15 of
the charter act.
1.

Power to determine standards of grooming and
acceptable clothing accessories for police members

Clause 9 inserts new subsection 5(2)(c) into the Police
Regulation Act 1958 which provides the chief commissioner
with authority to determine standards of grooming and
acceptable clothing accessories for members of the force,
police recruits, police reservists and protective services
officers. The provision grants the chief commissioner
statutory authority to differentiate on the basis of sex, gender
identity, physical features or religious belief or activity in
determining these standards. The provision also provides that
the chief commissioner may provide for exceptions based on
genuine medical, cultural or religious grounds.

In my opinion, the Police and Emergency Management
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 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.

Grooming and accessories standards are currently set out in
the Victoria Police manual which is available to all members
of the Victorian police force. The standards include specific
guidelines on grooming and accessories, such as hair, facial
hair, jewellery, kirpans, sunglasses and make-up. Facial hair
is not permitted, with the exception of sideburns and
moustaches that are clean, neatly trimmed and do not extend
beyond a prescribed point. The wearing of jewellery is not
permitted with the exception of wristwatches, minimal rings
of conservative style and emergency medical alert bracelets or
pendants. Earrings and facial/body piercing jewellery are not
permitted. The standards specify separate rules for males and
females regarding the grooming of hair, with males not
permitted to have long hair, ponytails or buns. Women are
permitted long hair provided it is tied or pinned back and
worn close to the head. Practising Sikhs are permitted to carry
a kirpan provided it is concealed under clothing at all times.
Headdress approved by the Uniform and Appearance
Advisory Committee to support religious requirements may
be worn by practising members, including the turban, hijab
and yarmulke.

Overview of bill

Right to equality (section 8)

The bill will amend:

Section 8 of the charter act provides that every person has the
right to equality before the law and freedom from
discrimination. ‘Discrimination’ under section 3 of the charter
act has the same meaning as in the Equal Opportunity Act
2010 (the EO act), which includes direct and indirect
discrimination. Under the EO act, direct discrimination occurs

Statement of compatibility
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) 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 Police and
Emergency Management Legislation Amendment Bill 2012.

the Bushfires Commission Implementation Monitor Act
2011 to extend the operation of that act and reporting
requirements under it for a further two years;
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if an employer treats, or proposes to treat, a person with a
protected attribute unfavourably and that treatment is because
of that attribute. The attribute must be a substantial reason for
the unfavourable treatment. Indirect discrimination occurs if
an employer imposes, or proposes to impose, a requirement,
condition or practice that is not reasonable and has, or is
likely to have, the effect of disadvantaging persons with an
attribute.
By enabling the chief commissioner to set both compulsory
standards of general application and specific standards that
are based on the attributes of sex, gender identity, physical
features or religious belief or activity, clause 9 may authorise
direct or indirect discrimination. For example, standards may
discriminate against a male member with long hair on the
basis of sex, or a member with facial hair or piercings on the
basis of physical features. The standards also permit certain
exemptions on the basis of religious belief or activity, which
are not otherwise available to other non-practising members.
Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
It is my view that while the operation of clause 9 may result
in limitations on the right to equality, these limitations would
be reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.
The purposes of enabling the determination of standards for
grooming and acceptable clothing accessories for members of
the police force are significant and important. As a
representative of Victoria Police, Victoria Police members are
required to present a consistent and professional appearance
and project a favourable image of Victoria Police as a
professional and disciplined organisation. It is critical to their
role as members that they are identifiable to the public
through a consistent standard that is clear and prescriptive.
Members are also the first point of contact for community
members when attending at a time of loss or where
community members are victims of crime or other offences. It
is important to this role that members present in a respectful
and professional manner at all times, with an appearance that
promotes public trust. It is considered, for example, that facial
hair and long hair in male members results in diminishing
public trust in police.
The standards are also concerned with improving the safety of
members through eliminating physical aspects that could be
exploited by others in confrontational situations, such as
grabbing ponytails or body piercings. Finally, uniform
standards facilitate unity and commitment of members to the
organisation, as well as enhance morale among members. In
order to maintain consistency across Victoria Police’s large
membership base, it is necessary for the standards to provide
clear, stringent and unambiguous rules so that they can be
properly enforced in each division. The limitation is closely
related to the purpose of maintaining the integrity and public
image of Victoria Police, increasing safety of members and
promoting public trust in the organisation.
While the limitation may have a permanent effect on
members’ lives beyond the workplace, I consider that
clause 9, which enables the chief commissioner to provide for
exceptions to the standards, ensures that the power does not
constitute an unreasonable limitation on members’ human
rights. Under the procedure currently set out in the Victoria
Police manual, aggrieved members will be able to apply for a
temporary exemption on medical, pregnancy or operational
grounds, or a permanent variation on medical, cultural or
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religious grounds. All applications will be referred to the
Uniform Appearance and Advisory Committee, who must
take into consideration a member’s needs, the nature of their
duties and the broader aims of the uniform and appearance
guidelines. As officers and other members of the police force,
the committee will be a public authority and therefore will
have obligations under section 38 of the charter act to act
compatibly with human rights and give proper consideration
to relevant human rights when making a decision.
Clause 9 and the standards set out in the Victoria Police
manual are focused on achieving legitimate safety, uniformity
and image objectives. Accordingly, I consider that there is no
less restrictive means of achieving these purposes, given the
availability for aggrieved members to seek a variation before
a committee that will be required to consider their human
rights and personal circumstances against the broader aims of
the policy. I also note that the chief commissioner, as a public
authority, will have obligations under section 38 of the charter
act to act compatibly with human rights and give proper
consideration to relevant rights when determining the
standards published in the Victoria Police manual as well as
any subsequent amendments, including to the procedures
available for seeking temporary exemptions or permanent
variations.
Right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. The right to privacy includes the right to
respect for a person’s ‘personal identity’, including the right
of a person to choose how they dress. However, the charter
act only prohibits unlawful and arbitrary interferences with
privacy. Any directions given as to appropriate dress and
standards authorised by this bill will be precisely formulated
and published in a form accessible to all members. As
discussed above, the standards will be set and maintained by
the chief commissioner, who will have obligations under
section 38 of the charter to act compatibly with human rights.
I consider that the standards are reasonable and proportionate
in the circumstances and will not be arbitrary given the ability
for members to apply for temporary exemptions on medical,
pregnancy or operational grounds, and permanent variations
on medical, cultural or religious grounds.
Right to freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 15 of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression. ‘Expression’ has been
interpreted broadly and includes acts of protest as well as
expression of feelings. Consequently, the power to impose
limitations or prohibitions on dress may potentially engage
the right to freedom of expression. For example, persons may
choose to express their support for a particular political cause
by wearing an accessory, or refraining from cutting their hair
or beard. Further, acts which are not covered by the right to
religious belief may nevertheless constitute expression of
one’s convictions. Dress is also a protected form of artistic
expression. However, it is considered that certain human
rights such as the right to expression apply less strictly to
members of the police force than to ordinary citizens, given
their important public functions.
Section 15(3)(b) permits limitation of this right as reasonably
necessary for the protection of national security and public
order. Accordingly, I consider that the provision constitutes a
lawful restriction on free expression as it is intended to
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preserve the independence and integrity of individual
members and the integrity and reputation of the police force
generally as discussed above, which falls within the broad
definition of ‘public order’.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because, to the extent that some provisions may limit human
rights, those limitations are reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Peter Ryan, MLA
Minister for Police and Emergency Services

Second reading
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The coalition government is committed to improving
the emergency management arrangements in Victoria
for the benefit of all Victorians and developing a truly
modern and efficient policing force of which all
Victorians can continue to be proud.
The Police and Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012 will further this commitment by
amending the Bushfires Royal Commission
Implementation Monitor Act 2011 to extend the
operation of that act, the Sale of Land Act 1962 to
implement the government’s response to
recommendation 53 of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission (VBRC) final report, the Country
Fire Authority Act 1958 to expand the class of persons
who are able to exercise the powers of the chief officer
of the Country Fire Authority (CFA), and the Police
Regulation Act 1958 to remove the limitation on the
number of assistant commissioners and deputy
commissioners who may be appointed, and provide a
power for the Chief Commissioner of Police to issue
standards for the dress and appearance of members of
the police force.
The government is committed to implementing all
67 recommendations of the royal commission’s final
report to prevent a tragedy of the scale of the 2009
bushfires from ever happening again. The bushfires
royal commission implementation monitor plays a
crucial role in this process and holds the state
accountable by assessing its progress in implementing
the government’s response to the royal commission’s
final report and reporting directly to Parliament on the
findings.
In 2011, the coalition government strengthened the
independence of the implementation monitor by
enacting the Bushfires Royal Commission
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Implementation Monitor Act 2011. This act is due to
sunset on 30 September 2012, following the tabling of
the implementation monitor’s final report on 31 July
2012. The implementation monitor has recently brought
to the government’s attention a number of outstanding
actions in the state’s implementation plan that are due
for completion or further review after the
implementation monitor’s current final reporting date.
The reports by the implementation monitor provide
valuable feedback to the government and are an open
and transparent record for the public of the
government’s progress in delivering on its
commitments. The government, therefore, proposes to
extend the operation of the Bushfires Royal
Commission Implementation Monitor Act 2011 until
30 September 2014 and require the implementation
monitor to produce two further annual reports by
31 July 2013 and 31 July 2014.
For these annual reports, the bill requires the
implementation monitor to report on the progress of
any implementation actions set out in the
implementation plan that have not been completed as at
the date of the implementation monitor’s previous
report. The bill also requires the implementation
monitor to report on any other matter requested by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, such as
any ongoing actions or programs that originated from a
completed implementation action. The annual reports
will be subject to the same procedural requirements as
for the other implementation monitor reports, including
the requirement that they be tabled in Parliament.
The bill will implement the government’s response to
recommendation 53 of the VBRC final report by
amending section 32 of the Sale of Land Act 1962 to
require a vendor’s statement, if land is in a
bushfire-prone area, to include a statement to that
effect. Free and easily accessible online tools are
available on the Department of Planning and
Community Development website to assist vendors to
determine whether land is in a bushfire-prone area.
The bill addresses the substance of recommendation 53
by encouraging prospective purchasers of land to
undertake their own due diligence and ensure that any
prepurchase inspection of properties in bushfire-prone
areas assess the bushfire safety of the property, without
significantly increasing the regulatory burden on
vendors.
Part 5 of the bill, which amends section 32 of the Sale
of Land Act 1962, will come into operation on a date to
be proclaimed, with a default commencement date of
31 July 2013. This will allow time for the conveyancing
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industry and vendors in bushfire-prone areas to be
adequately informed of the new disclosure
requirements.
The bill will make a minor amendment to the Country
Fire Authority Act 1958 to enable the Department of
Sustainability and Environment’s networked
emergency organisation partners, as well as interstate
and international land management firefighting
personnel, to exercise the powers of the CFA chief
officer in the country area of Victoria if the CFA is not
present and there is a danger of fire occurring, a fire is
burning or has recently been extinguished.
In addition to the bushfire-related amendments, the bill
will also make a number of legislative amendments
relating to the police force. The community has a
legitimate expectation that Victoria Police is an
effective and highly responsive force. On 1 March
2012, the government tabled in Parliament Mr Jack
Rush QC’s report of the special inquiry into the
command, management and functions of the senior
structure of Victoria Police. The government is
committed to implementing all but one of the
25 recommendations made in the Rush inquiry report.
The bill seeks to implement the government’s response
to recommendation 16 of the Rush inquiry report by
removing the limit on the maximum number of deputy
commissioners and assistant commissioners. Currently,
the Governor in Council appoints deputy
commissioners under the Police Regulation Act 1958
and the chief commissioner engages assistant
commissioners on executive contracts under the Public
Administration Act 2004. However, the provision in the
Police Regulation Act 1958 regarding the caps on
appointments covers both types of commissioners.
The amendment to remove these caps is being sought
ahead of other legislative amendments required to
implement the Rush inquiry report to provide the Chief
Commissioner of Police with the necessary flexibility
to develop a new senior command structure to
strategically position Victoria Police for the future. In
this respect, the chief commissioner will play a
significant role in determining the reasonable number
of deputy commissioners and assistant commissioners
that will be required.
The Victoria Police ‘Uniform and appearance’ policy in
the Victoria Police manual was recently revised and
made a number of changes relating to grooming and
accessories. It is extremely important for members of
the police force to present a professional and
well-groomed appearance to maintain the public’s
confidence, trust and respect, and contribute positively
to Victoria Police’s image and reputation as an
authoritative and disciplined organisation.
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The new policy will also improve the safety of
members through eliminating physical aspects that
could be exploited by others in confrontational
situations, such as ponytails or body piercings that
could be grabbed by an attacker.
The bill proposes to amend the Police Regulation Act
1958 to put the amended ‘Uniform and appearance’
policy into effect by providing an explicit statutory
power for the chief commissioner to issue standards of
grooming and acceptable clothing accessories, such as
jewellery, headgear, sunglasses and make-up, for
members of the police force, police recruits, police
reservists and protective services officers. The bill
provides that such standards may differ based on sex,
gender identity, physical features or religious belief or
activity, and provides for exceptions to be granted
based on genuine medical, cultural or religious grounds.
This amendment to the Police Regulation Act 1958 is
critical to enhance the chief commissioner’s powers to
effect improvements in the public perception of the
force and for the benefit of the force itself.
This bill will play a small part in delivering on the
comprehensive reform of the emergency management
arrangements to ensure the safety of all Victorians and
of Victoria Police to ensure it remains responsive to
contemporary community needs.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MADDEN
(Essendon).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.
Mr Madden — Acting Speaker, I call your attention
to the state of the house; I do not think there is a
quorum.
Quorum formed.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT
(SALARY RESTRAINT) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) 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 Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Amendment (Salary Restraint)
Bill 2012.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2012
2018

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 2 May 2012

In my opinion, the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill 2012, 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.

The Victorian government does not believe that the
increase given to federal parliamentarians should flow
on to Victorian parliamentary salaries in the current
economic circumstances.

Overview of bill

The government believes that the proper course would
be for members of the Victorian Parliament to receive
an increase in line with the public sector wages policy,
and for a new mechanism to be established for future
adjustments.

The object of the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill 2012 is to limit the
increase in the salary payable to members of the Victorian
Parliament for the financial year beginning 1 July 2012 to
2.5 per cent.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
I consider that the bill does not limit this right. The bill sets
out a limit on the increase to the salary payable to members of
the Victorian Parliament which is precise and not arbitrary.
Any impact on this right will therefore be in accordance with
law, as permitted by section 20.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

Accordingly, this bill limits the increase for the
financial year 2012–13 to 2.5 per cent.
Furthermore, the government will establish an
independent review to assess alternative methods for
determining the remuneration of Victorian
parliamentarians in the future, and to provide the
government with options for transparent and
accountable governance arrangements. New legislation
will be required in due course.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MADDEN
(Essendon).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.

As the bill does not limit any of the rights under the charter
act, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2).
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Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not limit human rights.
Ted Baillieu, MLA
Premier

Second reading
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill 2012 demonstrates
the government’s commitment to responsible financial
management.
The commonwealth Remuneration Tribunal has
decided that it is acceptable for federal members of
Parliament to receive very significant increases in their
basic salaries. The salaries of members of the
parliaments of several states, including Victoria, are set
by a formula linked to the salary of a federal member of
the House of Representatives.

Statement of compatibility
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) 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 Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2012, 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 the bill
The bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to —
implement a government election commitment to
require ‘hoon’ offenders to complete a safe driving
course;
make changes to the vehicle impoundment and
immobilisation scheme to reduce the costs associated
with administering that scheme and to address several
operational issues concerning the scheme; and
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introduce new, nationally agreed criteria for determining
whether a damaged light motor vehicle is a statutory
write-off.
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fluid analysis. This increases the likelihood of vehicle
impoundment or immobilisation for these types of offences
and restricts the use of any affected vehicles, engaging the
right to freedom of movement.

Human rights issues
Section 12 — freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter act provides that every person
lawfully within Victoria has the right to move freely within
Victoria and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to
choose where to live.
Safe driving programs scheme
The bill will require persons who have been found guilty of
certain ‘hoon’ traffic offences and who have had their vehicle
impounded or immobilised to complete an approved safe
driving program. This requirement engages the right to
freedom of movement to the extent that offenders who fail to
complete the program will have their licence suspended (and,
if already suspended, will incur a new suspension on the
expiration of the existing suspension) or, if they do not hold a
driver licence or permit, will be disqualified from driving in
Victoria and from obtaining a driver licence or permit.
The right is not restricted, however, as any individual who is
subject to these sanctions will continue to be free to use any
forms of transportation (aside from driving a motor vehicle),
including travelling as a passenger in a motor vehicle driven
by another person, in order to move freely within Victoria.
Sale or disposal of vehicles deemed to be abandoned
The bill provides for a new process for deeming an
immobilised or impounded vehicle to be abandoned, allowing
it to be sold or disposed of. This process engages the right to
freedom of movement, as a vehicle that has been sold or
disposed of cannot be used by the former owner.
However, the right to freedom of movement is not limited
because the affected person(s) are free to use other forms of
transport such as walking, cycling, public transport or to drive
or travel in an alternative vehicle. In many cases, the sale or
disposal of an impounded or immobilised vehicle will not
directly affect an offender’s ability to drive a motor vehicle
because the offender will have already been prohibited from
driving a motor vehicle as part of their punishment for the
commission of a serious traffic offence, for example.
It is also possible for anyone substantially affected by vehicle
immobilisation or impoundment to make an application to a
court for the release of the vehicle on the grounds of
‘exceptional hardship’. If a successful application is made,
then the vehicle will be released from immobilisation or
impoundment and it can continue to be used for transport
purposes. Furthermore, a vehicle will not be deemed to be
abandoned, and will therefore not be sold or disposed of on
that basis, if a person substantially affected by the proposed
sale or disposal of the vehicle applies to the court for a
declaration that the vehicle is in fact not abandoned and that
the person has a genuine intention to collect or arrange for the
vehicle’s release.
Increased time to require surrender of vehicle
The bill will give police a longer period of time to require the
surrender of a vehicle used to commit a ‘hoon’ offence where
that offence is detected by a camera or through blood or oral

The right to freedom of movement is not limited, however.
The relevant owner is free to use other forms of transport such
as walking, cycling, public transport or to travel in or drive an
alternative vehicle. In many cases, impoundment or
immobilisation will not directly affect an offender’s ability to
drive a motor vehicle because the offender will have already
been prohibited from driving a motor vehicle as part of their
punishment for the commission of a serious traffic offence,
for example.
It is also possible for anyone substantially affected by vehicle
immobilisation or impoundment to make an application to the
court on the grounds of ‘exceptional hardship’ for either the
release of the vehicle or to prevent its immobilisation or
impoundment.
New criteria for statutory write-offs
The right to move freely is engaged by the establishment of
new, stricter criteria for assessing whether a damaged light
motor vehicle is a statutory write-off to the extent that it is
anticipated that this change will result in more light vehicles
being assessed as statutory write-offs. This will mean that the
vehicles in question will not be able to be re-registered for use
on the roads which may affect the freedom of movement of
the vehicle’s owner. The right is not limited, however, as the
owner will be able to purchase another vehicle and will
continue to have access to other forms of transport.
Section 13(a) — privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Relocation of immobilised vehicles
The bill confers additional powers on police and authorised
persons concerning the relocation of immobilised vehicles.
The exercise of these powers, including certain search and
seizure powers, engages the right to privacy. The right is not
limited, however, as the exercise of the powers will be
authorised by law and the powers will not be used arbitrarily
but will only be able to be used in certain circumstances in
which the relocation of an immobilised vehicle is necessary.
The registration of financing statements
The bill requires additional notifications to be recorded on the
commonwealth personal property securities register
(‘register’) with respect to immobilised, impounded or
forfeited vehicles. This requirement engages the right to
privacy, as it would be possible for a person to infer, as a
result of the notification, that the registered operator of the
vehicle has been either accused of or has been found guilty of
one of the offences set out in section 84C of the Road Safety
Act 1986.
However, the requirement for the registration of a financing
statement does not limit the right to privacy, as the
registration will be authorised by law and will not be done
arbitrarily, but will only take place in certain circumstances
where enforcement action has been taken or is pending with
respect to the relevant vehicle.
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Section 20 — property

New criteria for statutory write-offs

Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.

The establishment of new nationally agreed criteria for
assessing whether a damaged light motor vehicle is a
statutory write-off will engage the right to property as it is
expected to result in more vehicles being assessed as statutory
write-offs. This will mean that the vehicles concerned cannot
be re-registered, restricting their use.

Sale or disposal of vehicles deemed to be abandoned
The bill provides for a new process for deeming certain
impounded or immobilised vehicles to be ‘abandoned’. This
process and the subsequent sale or disposal of that vehicle
engages the right to property.
The right to property is not limited, however, as the process
for deeming a vehicle to be abandoned and sold or disposed
of will be authorised by law and will only apply in certain
circumstances where particularly serious road safety offences
are alleged to have been committed and where the alleged
offender has failed to collect his or her vehicle within a
reasonable period of time. If a vehicle is deemed to be
abandoned and is sold or disposed of and the offender is
subsequently found to be not guilty of the offence, fair
compensation must be paid to any person with a proprietary
interest in the vehicle.
Relocation of immobilised vehicles
The bill confers additional powers on police and authorised
persons to relocate immobilised vehicles. The exercise of
these powers, which include search and seizure powers,
engages the right to property. The right is not limited,
however, as the exercise of the powers will be authorised by
law and will not be arbitrary. The powers will only be able to
be exercised in certain circumstances in which the movement
of the vehicle is necessary to, for example, address a road
safety or public amenity issue or to enable the vehicle to be
sold or disposed of.
The registration of financing statements
The bill requires certain notifications to be recorded on the
commonwealth personal property securities register with
respect to immobilised, impounded or forfeited vehicles. This
requirement engages the right to property, as it may affect the
ability of the vehicle’s owner to sell the vehicle or use it as
security.
However, the right to property is not unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with, as applications to register financing
statements will be authorised by law and will only be made in
certain circumstances where enforcement action has been
taken or is pending with respect to the relevant vehicle.
Requirement to obtain approval before moving an
immobilised vehicle
The bill requires a person seeking to move an immobilised
vehicle to obtain prior approval of the new location from the
Chief Commissioner of Police. Placing a restriction on the
movement of a vehicle necessarily engages the right to
property.
However, the right to property is not limited, as the additional
requirement to obtain approval before moving an
immobilised vehicle will be authorised by law and will not be
imposed in an arbitrary manner. It will continue to be the case
that a vehicle will be able to be moved without the approval
of the chief commissioner for a range of reasons including,
for instance, that the vehicle is obstructing access to property.

The right is not limited, however, as the assessment of a
vehicle as a statutory write-off under the new criteria will be
made in accordance with law and will not be made arbitrarily.
The criteria must, for instance, be applied by assessors in
accordance with the technical guide approved by the
association of Australian and New Zealand road transport and
traffic authorities (Austroads).
Section 24(1) — Fair hearing and section 25(1) — right to
be presumed innocent
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. Section 25(1) of the charter act
provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to
law.
Sale or disposal of vehicles deemed to be abandoned
The bill creates a new process for deeming certain impounded
or immobilised vehicles to be ‘abandoned’ and subsequently
sold or disposed of. The changes mean that this process can
occur before all legal proceedings relating to the relevant
offence have been completed. These changes limit the right to
a fair hearing and the right to be presumed innocent, as the
sale or disposal of a vehicle is analogous to a form of
punishment and is being imposed for alleged criminal
behaviour before any formal finding of guilt by an
independent and impartial court or tribunal.
Taking into account all relevant factors, however, including
the following, the limitation is reasonable.
(a) the nature of the right being limited
Where the sale or disposal of a vehicle that is deemed to be
abandoned occurs prior to any formal finding of guilt by a
court, it limits both the right to a fair hearing and the right to
be presumed innocent to the extent that those rights implicitly
require that no punishment for alleged criminal behaviour be
imposed unless the alleged offender has received a fair
hearing and been proved guilty according to law.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The sale or disposal of ‘abandoned’ immobilised or
impounded vehicles is necessary to ensure that vehicles are
released from immobilisation or collected from their place of
impoundment in a timely fashion. To date, a high percentage
of vehicles that are available for collection have not been
collected but have been effectively ‘abandoned’. The figure
for January 2012, for instance, is 23 per cent.
A factor in the number of impounded vehicles not being
collected is the requirement for the owner to pay towing and
storage charges before the vehicle’s release. These costs, and
any additional costs which may apply to, for instance, make
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the vehicle roadworthy, may exceed the value of the vehicle.
It is anticipated that there will be a similarly high percentage
of immobilised vehicles that will not be released from
immobilisation in a timely manner once the use of vehicle
immobilisation becomes more widespread.
Where a vehicle is abandoned, Victoria Police is left with the
burden of the unpaid designated costs and the cost of the
vehicle’s sale or disposal. In the case of immobilised vehicles
which are left unreleased, this can create public amenity
issues and difficulties for police in recovering immobilisation
devices for re-use.
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Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. Provisions of
the bill engage, but do not limit, rights conferred by
sections 12, 13(a) and 20 of the charter act. The provisions of
the bill that limit human rights under sections 24(1) and 25(1)
of the charter act are reasonable and proportionate taking into
account all relevant factors including those set out in
section 7(2) of the charter act.
Terry Mulder, MP
Minister for Roads

(c) the nature and extent of the limitation

Second reading
A number of safeguards apply to the new deeming process.
The notification process to have a vehicle deemed to be
abandoned can only commence seven days after an
impounded vehicle becomes available for collection and three
months after an immobilised vehicle becomes available for
release. This process cannot commence at all if the Chief
Commissioner of Police is aware that proceedings for the
release of the vehicle on exceptional hardship grounds are
already on foot.
The formal notification process will also give vehicle owners
30 days to pay the relevant designated costs and collect the
vehicle. A person substantially affected by the possible sale or
disposal will also be given 30 days to apply to the Magistrates
Court for an order that the vehicle is not abandoned and that
he or she has a genuine intention to collect or arrange for the
release of the vehicle. If an application is successful, then the
vehicle can only be disposed of once all legal proceedings
relating to the offence have been completed or the Chief
Commissioner of Police has obtained a disposal order under
subdivision 3 of division 5 of part 6A of the Road Safety Act
1986.
If an abandoned vehicle is sold or disposed of and a person is
not charged within a defined period or is ultimately found not
guilty of the relevant offence, persons with a proprietary
interest in the vehicle must be fairly compensated. It will
continue to be the case that where a person pays the
designated costs in respect of an impounded or immobilised
vehicle before the relevant court proceedings have been
finalised and that person is ultimately found not guilty of the
alleged offence, the designated costs will be repaid.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation of the right to a fair hearing and the right to be
presumed innocent is directly linked with the primary
purposes of the limitation, which are to ensure that vehicles
are released from immobilisation or collected from their place
of impoundment in a timely fashion and to prevent
unreasonable costs from being incurred by the police in
relation to vehicle impoundment and immobilisation.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
It would be possible to delay the deeming of a vehicle as
abandoned to allow offenders more time to collect or arrange
for the release of their vehicles. However, this would reduce
the effectiveness of the changes in terms of encouraging the
timely collection and release of vehicles and the minimisation
of costs associated with the scheme.

Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill:
implements an election commitment to require
‘hoon’ offenders to undertake a safe driving course;
will make the vehicle impoundment scheme more
efficient for Victoria Police and reduce government
costs in administering the scheme; and
will establish new, more stringent and nationally
agreed criteria for assessing whether a damaged light
motor vehicle is a statutory write-off.
Safe driving course for ‘hoon’ drivers
The bill will require the courts to order a person who
has had his or her vehicle impounded or immobilised
after committing an offence such as an excessive
speeding, street racing or a ‘loss of traction’ offence, to
complete a safe driving course approved by VicRoads.
VicRoads will administer the safe driving course
program, approve the course providers and monitor the
program.
Offenders who do not complete a course as required by
the courts will be subject to licence suspension (or, if
their licence is already suspended, a further suspension
on the expiration of the existing suspension) or
disqualification from driving in Victoria or from
obtaining a Victorian driver licence or permit.
The introduction of the safe driving course program,
together with recent changes such as the increase in the
period of immediate impoundment for first time ‘hoon’
offenders to 30 days and the increase in the range of
offences for which vehicles can be impounded, are part
of the government’s commitment to dealing more
effectively with ‘hoon’ drivers. The government’s
approach, which combines tough penalties with
programs that encourage behavioural change, provides
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a firm response to ‘hoon’ driving, making it clear that
the dangerous and antisocial behaviour of ‘hoon’
drivers will not be tolerated in Victoria.

The bill provides for a similar mechanism for deeming
immobilised vehicles to be abandoned if they have
remained unreleased for three months.

The costs of implementing and administering the safe
driving course will be recovered in full through a fee
paid by the ‘hoon’ offenders.

The bill makes a number of other refinements to the
vehicle impoundment and immobilisation scheme.

Vehicle impoundment scheme
Under the current vehicle impoundment scheme,
impounded vehicles are frequently abandoned. The
high rates of abandonment have made the scheme
expensive for the state.
Where an impounded vehicle is not in a roadworthy
condition or has a low value, the expenses of any
outstanding towing and storage fees (which must be
paid before the vehicle is released) and the vehicle
repair costs (which must be paid before the vehicle
receives a roadworthy certificate) can exceed the value
of the vehicle, leading some vehicle owners to abandon
their vehicles rather than pay for their release.
Under the current scheme it can take an average of
between 12–14 months for the sale or disposal of
uncollected impounded vehicles as the current
provisions prevent Victoria Police commencing the sale
or disposal process until all the court proceedings
relating to the relevant ‘hoon’ offence have been
finalised and the appeal period has expired. The delay
in commencing the sale or disposal process increases
the storage costs that Victoria Police incurs but is
unable to recover from offenders.

The surrender powers are subject to time constraints —
not only must police officers wait 48 hours before
issuing the notice, but the notice must be served within
28 days of detection of an offence by a road safety
camera and within 10 days of detection in any other
case. The time constraints can be impractical where
more time is needed to ascertain the identity of a driver
or await the results of blood or oral fluid sample
analysis.
The bill removes the 48-hour restriction and extends the
time which Victoria Police have to issue a surrender
notice. It provides that if an offence is detected by a
road safety camera, the notice must be served within
42 days and if the offence depends on the analysis of a
blood or oral fluid sample, the notice must be served
within three months after the commission of the
offence.
The bill also makes a range of improvements to the
operation of vehicle immobilisation, including
providing for the central management of vehicle
immobilisation by one unit of Victoria Police, allowing
police officers and authorised persons to move
immobilised vehicles that have been left in dangerous
or inappropriate locations and encouraging the
recycling of low-value vehicles.

The bill introduces a new process, allowing for the
earlier sale or disposal of uncollected vehicles. If a
vehicle has remained uncollected for 7 days after it
becomes available for collection, the Chief
Commissioner of Police may notify affected persons
that the vehicle will be deemed to be abandoned unless,
within 30 days of the notice, it is collected or certain
appeal rights are exercised. An affected person may
then apply to the Magistrates Court for an order
declaring that the vehicle is not in fact abandoned.
Obtaining such a court order would end the new
process, leaving the vehicle to be dealt with according
to the procedures currently in the act; that is, the sale or
disposal process could not commence until all the court
proceedings have run their course and relevant appeal
periods have expired.

Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — Acting Speaker, I
draw your attention to the state of the house.

It is expected that the new process will assist Victoria
Police in reducing the cost of managing the vehicle
impoundment scheme and will ensure that sufficient
vehicle storage capacity is available for impounded
vehicles.

The bill will implement new, stricter criteria for
assessing whether damaged light motor vehicles (that
is, motor vehicles, other than motorbikes, that have a
gross vehicle mass 4.5 tonnes or less) should be entered

Quorum formed.
Mr MULDER — The speech continues:
New criteria for assessing whether a damaged light
motor vehicle is a statutory write-off
There are two types of written-off vehicles: repairable
write-offs and statutory write-offs. A repairable
write-off can be repaired and re-registered if it meets
certain statutory requirements (although it may not be
economic to do so). A statutory write-off, by contrast,
cannot be re-registered and its vehicle identification
number is not permitted to be used on another vehicle.
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as statutory write-offs on the written-off vehicles
register maintained by VicRoads. The new criteria are
part of a national scheme and address a range of
additional structural areas of vehicles (including the
pillars, the chassis and supplementary restraint systems)
which are relevant in determining whether a vehicle is a
repairable or a statutory write-off.
The changes will assist in ensuring that badly damaged
vehicles cannot be re-registered for use on the roads
and will also reduce the potential for the ‘rebirthing’ of
damaged vehicles.
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This bill is intended to simplify the system for levying duty
on indirect acquisitions in land and secure a more efficient,
equitable and sustainable revenue base for Victoria going
forward.
Human rights issues
In my opinion, the Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, does not
raise any human rights issues.
Conclusion
I consider this bill is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter.
Kim Wells, MP
Treasurer

Conclusion
To conclude, the measures in this bill will make
valuable changes to the impoundment and
immobilisation scheme, deliver on the government’s
commitment to make ‘hoon’ offenders complete a safe
driving course and introduce new, stricter and
nationally agreed criteria for assessing whether
written-off light motor vehicles are statutory write-offs.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MADDEN
(Essendon).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.

DUTIES AMENDMENT (LANDHOLDER)
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) 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 Duties
Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill
2012, 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
This bill reforms the provisions in the Duties Act 2000, which
imposes duty on the acquisition of shares and units in certain
companies and unit trusts that hold land. It replaces the
current land-rich duty model with a land-holder duty model.
Under the land-holder model, duty will be levied on a
relevant acquisition in certain companies or unit trusts that
have land-holdings in Victoria with an unencumbered value
of $1 million or more.

Second reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

As part of the 2011–12 state budget the government
announced that it would reform Victoria’s land-rich
duty provisions by adopting a land-holder model from
1 July 2012.
This bill enacts those changes, securing a simpler, more
equitable and efficient system for taxing the indirect
acquisition of land through companies and unit trusts in
Victoria.
The current land-rich model was introduced in 1987 to
deal with the avoidance of land transfer duty through
the acquisition of shares in entities that owned land. At
the time, these provisions were largely seen as
anti-avoidance in nature. However, they have now
evolved into a distinct head of duty, so that all
acquisitions in land are subject to duty regardless of
how the land is acquired.
Under the current land-rich model a liability for duty
arises where a person makes a ‘relevant acquisition’ in
a private company, private unit trust scheme, or
wholesale unit trust scheme which holds land in
Victoria with an unencumbered value of $1 million or
more and the value of its land-holdings (whether within
or outside Australia) comprises at least 60 per cent of
the entity’s assets. Generally a relevant acquisition is
the acquisition of an interest in a private unit trust
scheme of 20 per cent or more, or 50 per cent or more
in a wholesale unit trust scheme or a private company.
The current land-rich provisions are complex and
require taxpayers to engage in complicated valuations
and calculations to establish the proportion of their
assets represented by land. The land ratio test can also
provide an incentive for some taxpayers to structure
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their transactions to avoid meeting this requirement.
This distorts business and investment decisions and
reduces the capacity of the model to provide equitable
treatment for all taxpayers.
Having carefully considered these issues, the
government now believes Victoria would be better
served by adopting a land-holder model. The new
model will remove the land ratio test so that duty
applies simply where a person makes a relevant
acquisition in an entity that holds land in Victoria with
an unencumbered value of $1 million or more. It will
also extend the categories of taxable entity to include an
acquisition of 90 per cent or more in listed companies
and listed unit trusts. However, these acquisitions will
be subject to duty at a concessional rate (that is, 10 per
cent of the land transfer rate).
With the exception of Tasmania, all other states and
territories have already adopted the land-holder duty
model. The basic elements of the land-holder duty
system are broadly consistent across all jurisdictions,
including the removal of the land ratio test and, with the
exception of the Australian Capital Territory, levy duty
on acquisitions in listed companies and trusts.
However, like all states and territories, the government
has designed a land-holder model which reflects
Victoria’s own unique market, economic and
geographic conditions. Accordingly, we have
maintained the minimum land value and acquisition
thresholds that currently exist under the land-rich duty
system. This will ensure that the land-holder duty
model delivers on its objectives by increasing equity
and efficiency in the Victorian tax system and
safeguards anticipated revenue of $125 million to
$150 million per annum.
The government has conducted extensive consultation
in developing the land-holder model, releasing a policy
discussion paper for comment and consultation in
September-November 2011, and an exposure draft of
the bill in April. The government takes public
consultation seriously and as a result of this process has
made a number of changes to the model. This includes
phasing in duty for relevant acquisitions in entities
which own land valued between $1 million and
$2 million, broadening the definition of a wholesale
unit trust scheme, expanding registration criteria and
associated rules and retaining a commissioner’s
discretion to reduce the duty payable on a transaction
where the application of the land-holder provisions
results in an anomalous duty outcome. In addition, all
current duty exemptions for land transfers due to death,
marriage breakdown, insolvency and family farms
transfers will continue to apply under the land-holder
model. In contrast with the model in New South Wales,
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South Australia and Western Australia, duty will not be
charged on goods, only land and fixtures.
Finally, this government is committed to making it as
easy as possible for taxpayers to comply with their
obligations under Victoria’s tax laws. This bill supports
this commitment by enacting changes which remove
the complexities of the current land-rich system and
provides greater certainty and transparency by defining
key terms such as ‘fixtures’ and clarifying the
application of a range of provisions. This will make it
easier for taxpayers to understand their obligations and
reduce compliance costs for taxpayers going forward.
The land-holder duty reforms will provide Victoria with
a more efficient and sustainable revenue base.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) 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 table a statement
of compatibility for the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2012 (the bill).
In my opinion, 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 purpose of this bill is to amend the Duties Act 2000
(duties act) to enact a variety of measures and to amend the
National Taxation Reform (Consequential Provisions) Act
2000 (the national taxation reform act) to expressly provide
for payment of penalties and interest in certain circumstances.
Human rights issues
This bill engages the following human right protected under
the charter act:
recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the
law without discrimination. Discrimination, in relation to a
person, means discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
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Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute set out in
section 6 of that act.
Section 12 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 provides that a
person may take a special measure for the purpose of
promoting or realising substantive equality for members of a
group with a particular attribute and that a person does not
discriminate against another by taking a special measure.
Incapacitated war veterans who meet certain eligibility
criteria are entitled to an exemption from the duty payable on
the application for registration or transfer of a motor vehicle.
The exemption initially applied for veterans assessed as
eligible for compensation under the Veterans Entitlement Act
1986 (commonwealth) for injuries or diseases relating to
defence services before 1 July 2004. Clause 7 of this bill
extends the motor vehicle duty exemption to veterans eligible
for compensation for injuries or diseases relating to defence
services on or after 1 July 2004 under the Military
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2004 (commonwealth).
The amendment ensures that incapacitated war veterans
compensated for service on behalf of Australia after 1 July
2004 are compensated in the same way as incapacitated
veterans compensated for service before 1 July 2004. It is
expected that making private transport more affordable to
those who are likely to have mobility issues, including
difficulty accessing or using public transport, will contribute
to their quality of life and general wellbeing, which therefore
justifies the exemption. As such, it is a special measure in
accordance with section 12 of the Equal Opportunity Act
2010.
For these reasons, I consider that whilst section 8 of the
charter act is engaged, it is not limited.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Kim Wells, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012
amends the Duties Act 2000 (duties act) and National
Taxation Reform (Consequential Provisions) Act 2000
(national taxation reform (consequential provisions)
act).
The Victorian government is committed to producing
better outcomes for Victorian taxpayers. This bill
supports that commitment by providing certainty and
ensuring equitable and fair outcomes for those
Victorians similarly affected by the taxation regime.
The duties act currently provides incapacitated war
veterans who have been assessed as eligible for certain
categories of pension under the Veterans Entitlement
Act 1986 (commonwealth) with an exemption from
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duty on the application for registration or transfer of a
motor vehicle. Under that act, veterans are compensated
for injuries or diseases caused or aggravated by war
service or certain defence service rendered on behalf of
Australia before 1 July 2004. This bill amends the
duties act to ensure that incapacitated war veterans who
are compensated for such injuries or diseases caused or
aggravated by war service or certain defence service
rendered on behalf of Australia on or after 1 July 2004
are similarly eligible for that duty exemption. It reflects
the Baillieu government’s commitment to clear and
equitable legislation.
This commitment also underpins the second
amendment to the duties act which will close a loophole
that has recently come to light in the building industry.
Ordinarily, builders will pay duty on land that they have
contracted to purchase for the purpose of building
residential premises but then onsell for a commercial
profit before the contract is completed. Duty is also
payable by the home purchaser when the land is onsold
as, effectively, two separate transactions over land have
occurred. Some builders, however, are avoiding paying
duty by splitting contracts into parallel land and
building components.
After signing the agreement with the vendor of the
land, the builder then nominates a homebuyer as the
purchaser of the land and concurrently enters into a
second, separate agreement with the home purchaser to
build a home on that land. In doing so, the builder
avoids paying duty on the initial agreement to purchase
the land themselves from the vendor. Duty is only
payable when a ‘nomination’ is made and the nominee
has the land transferred to them. Although the builder is
profiting by onselling the land under an uncompleted
contract, the usual provisions of the duties act that
would capture this type of scenario do not apply
because the amount paid under the building contract
does not technically constitute an additional payment
for the right to have the property transferred into the
homebuyer’s name. Instead, it is a payment to build a
home. This is the case, notwithstanding that the land
transfer to the homebuyer is conditional on the
homebuyer entering into a building contract with the
builder and the sum of both contracts is considerably
more than the builder agreed to pay for the vacant land.
Closing this loophole removes a competitive and
financial advantage that bigger builders have against
smaller builders, as the larger builders have the
financial capacity to take on the risk of land
speculation. It thereby provides a level playing field
within the building industry. Importantly, it will not
result in homebuyers paying more duty. In the event
that builders continue to split the land and building
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components of a contract, the homebuyer will still only
pay duty on the transfer of land to them. If the changes
result in builders returning to the use of single land and
building contracts, the homebuyer will still only pay
duty on the value of the land because they will be
eligible for the off-the-plan concession on the building
component of the single contract.
This bill will also amend the Duties Act to introduce a
measure announced by the government as part of the
state budget update in December last year, whereby
duty on new or near-new passenger cars will increase
marginally. Where the dutiable value of the car is under
the commonwealth’s luxury car tax threshold of
$57 466, duty will increase from $5 to $6 per $200 or
part thereof.
While this measure is expected to result in a small
financial cost, overall new car affordability has
improved considerably over the past decade.
Additionally, it does not impact those Victorians who
chose to buy a used, rather than new, passenger car and,
despite the small increase, Victoria still levies the
lowest duty rate on new passenger vehicles valued up to
the commonwealth luxury car tax threshold of $57 466
in Australia.
As announced in the 2012–13 budget, the government
will abolish the stamp duty exemption for Crown grants
of land. This amendment will not affect genuine Crown
grants of land. Removing the exemption will, however,
ensure that commercially orientated leasing
arrangements involving Crown land will be subject to
duty in the same way as other commercial
arrangements. It ensures a level playing field,
promoting fair and efficient competition within
Victoria.
The final amendment to the Duties Act replaces a
particular discretion available to the commissioner of
state revenue with an exception. The Duties Act
provides that where dutiable transactions involving
separate items of property occur within a 12-month
period and those transactions form what is substantially
one arrangement, the transactions are to be aggregated.
As a result, the duty payable on the dutiable
transactions is calculated on the aggregated dutiable
values of the items of dutiable property, thereby
ensuring that the higher rate of duty cannot be avoided
by contract splitting. To ensure that the aggregation
provisions do not apply where transactions operate on a
separate and independent basis for legitimate reasons,
the Duties Act provided the commissioner of state
revenue with a discretion not to apply the aggregation
provisions if he is satisfied that it is just and reasonable
to do so in the circumstances.
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This discretion has resulted in taxpayer uncertainty and
has lead to some taxpayers requesting the exercise of
the discretion in circumstances where aggregation is
clearly intended to apply. It appears the discretion is
rarely exercised, except in cases such as where a builder
buys two or more lots of land with the intention of
building a separate new home on each for resale.
Accordingly, it is proposed to remove the discretion
and replace it with a provision which excepts such
‘builders blocks’ from the aggregation provisions.
Finally, this bill amends the National Taxation Reform
(Consequential Provisions) Act 2000. This amendment
gives effect to Victoria’s commitment to introduce an
interest and penalties regime which will apply
uniformly across all Australian states and territories.
Until now, state government entities have been liable to
pay penalty and interest charges in relation to legal
GST liabilities but not in relation to notional GST
liabilities. The application of penalties and interest in
relation to notional GST liabilities differed between the
states, territories and the commonwealth.
While this amendment will allow the Australian
Taxation Office to charge Victorian government
entities interest and penalties on outstanding notional
GST payments, Victorian government bodies are model
taxpayers and therefore it is not expected to have any
significant impact.
A uniform interest and penalties regime will promote
competitive neutrality and provide clarity and certainty
to government, taxpayers and the ATO.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.

MONETARY UNITS AMENDMENT BILL
2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) 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 Monetary Units
Amendment Bill 2012 (the bill).
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In my opinion, 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 the bill
The bill will amend the Monetary Units Act 2004 (MUA) to
provide the value of a fee unit and the value of a penalty unit
for the financial year commencing on 1 July 2012 and clarify
that the ‘annual rate’ under the MUA is 2.5 per cent for
2012–13. The bill will also repeal spent transitional
provisions related to the implementation of the MUA.
Human rights issues
1.

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

There are no human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not limit any of the human rights protected by
the charter act, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2).
Conclusion
For the reasons set out in this statement, I consider that the
bill is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Kim Wells, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill amends the Monetary Units Act 2004 (the act)
by providing the value of a fee unit and a penalty unit
for the financial year commencing on 1 July 2012.
Fee units
Fee units are used in the act to calculate the cost of a
certificate, registration or licence that is set out in an act
or regulation. For the avoidance of any doubt, the
Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012 (the bill)
clarifies that the value of a fee unit is $12.53 for the
2012–13 financial year.
Penalty units
Penalty units are used in Victoria’s acts and regulations
to describe the amount of a fine. The act sets out the
way that penalty units are set and calculated. The bill
raises the value of a penalty unit to $140.84 for the
financial year commencing on 1 July 2012. This is over
and above the annual indexation increase of 2.5 per
cent for the 2012–13 financial year.
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Maintenance and promotion of ‘law and order’ is a top
priority for the government. Significant achievements
include the progressive introduction of 1700 additional
front-line police and 940 protective services officers.
The government intends to complement these and other
initiatives by deterring unlawful behaviour through the
imposition of adequate fines.
This government is very clear that persons who offend
against the laws of Victoria should be punished and that
these punishments should have unwelcome
consequences for those who offend. It is the intention of
the government to increase fines so that people are
further deterred from unlawful behaviour.
The bill proposes to amend the act by increasing the
amount of a penalty unit. The amendment will provide
for the value of a published penalty unit to be increased
to $140.84 in 2012–13. Following these amendments,
the provisions of the act relating to automatic
indexation of fee and penalty units will continue to
operate as before.
It is in the power of each person to behave in a way that
does not cause them to incur a fine. Ideally, no person
will incur a fine. Fines should not be a regular part of
the budget of any household or business in Victoria.
If a person does offend, one of the punishments they
may receive is a fine. The amendments set out in the
proposed bill will increase fines. This change is one
part of the longstanding commitment by this
government to reduce offending in our community.
Annual rate
For the purpose of clarity, the bill clarifies that the
‘annual rate’ for the 2012–13 financial year is 2.5 per
cent.
Repeal spent provisions
Section 11 of the act deals with transitional provisions
in the 2004–05 financial year which are now spent. The
bill repeals this provision.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.
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COURTS AND SENTENCING
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It certainly
gives me great pleasure to rise and contribute to this
important debate on the Courts and Sentencing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. Whilst the bill is
clearly of a technical nature, it is part of a suite of
legislation some of which this government has already
introduced into this house and some of which it will
introduce in the future to reform law and order and the
courts system that operates in the state of Victoria.
The coalition government was clearly elected, in no
small part, on a platform of improving law and order in
Victoria. We have already seen a number of actions
taken by this government to improve Victoria’s law and
order and ensure that we have a system in place that
reflects the views of Victorians. We went to the election
promising to deliver 1700 new police to protect
Victorians on the street and 940 protective service
officers to protect Victorians on our metropolitan and
regional rail stations. This government has acted, and
those personnel are actively being recruited and will be
engaged across the state. We said we would take action
on suspended sentences. I know that the minister at the
table is very pleased that this legislation clearly deals
with abolishing suspended sentences for serious
offenders.
We have all seen reports of crimes that have involved
incidents that have occurred prior to the enactment of
this legislation and the disdain with which the
community has looked upon decisions by courts to
grant suspended sentences to people who have
perpetrated serious crimes. There was a case before the
court earlier this year in which a gentleman who
assaulted an elderly woman in a vehicle was given a
suspended sentence. That brought home to Victorians
the stark difference between this side of the house and
those opposite, who had 11 years to take action on
suspended sentences but were not willing to act. The
Attorney-General at the time, the former member for
Niddrie, Mr Hulls, said it was not important and action
was not needed. The then shadow minister and current
Attorney-General said that a coalition government
would act, and then all of a sudden we had the then
Attorney-General, Mr Hulls, dragged kicking and
screaming to the point where he recognised that maybe
there would have to be changes in this important area.

Wednesday, 2 May 2012

Home detention was another key area that this
government said it would act upon. As those opposite
would well know, Victorians spoke loudly at the last
election. They wanted to see change. They wanted to
see tougher action taken with respect to home
detention. Those opposite would not act; it took a
coalition government to act. It took an
Attorney-General, a police minister, a Premier and the
cabinet of a coalition government to take the lead and
implement the required laws.
Turning to hoon laws, the minister at the table, like all
members on this side of the house — I cannot speak for
opposition members — knows that hoon driving is an
issue that raises the ire of mums and dads across this
wonderful state. My office receives numerous
complaints from residents about hoon drivers. Under
the previous regime put in place by those opposite, a
hoon driver could have their vehicle impounded on a
Friday night and by Monday morning they would have
their vehicle returned to them. That is not a punishment.
That is not a system that meets the needs of Victorians.
Those on this side of the house said we would act, and
we have acted, implementing a stringent and tough
regime in relation to hoon drivers. Many Victorians
have lost their vehicles as a consequence of this
legislation. Clearly we will not be debating that yet,
given that we have not commenced the second-reading
debate on that legislation, but I preface that debate by
saying again that the government is listening and acting
and is going to further strengthen the laws in this state
in relation to hoon drivers. I can tell you, Acting
Speaker, that once that bill is debated and passed by
both houses of Parliament it will be clearly supported
by the Victorian community. It demonstrates that the
coalition government is listening and acting.
When I talk about the Victorian criminal justice system,
about listening to the views of Victorians and about
empowering the community to be involved in changing
our system to better meet the needs of Victorians, I
need look no further than a constituent in my electorate,
Noel McNamara, president of the Crime Victims
Support Association in this state. Every Saturday
morning — rain, hail or shine — he sells sausages in
Ferntree Gully village to raise money to help victims of
crime. He and his wife, Bev, receive phone calls around
the clock from victims who want assistance getting
through the Victorian criminal justice system. I have
heard their pleas.
The former Attorney-General refused to engage with,
listen to or talk to victims of crimes in this state. That
was an appalling situation. Not only did they have to
suffer the loss of a loved one often in violent
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circumstances, which Bev and Noel clearly did with the
loss of their daughter Tracey, but they received further
punishment when the then Attorney-General, who was
empowered to deal with the criminal justice system in
this state, refused to engage with or listen to them or to
allow them to put their views forward and stand up for
victims in this state.
I am pleased to say that we now have an
Attorney-General who is willing to listen and talk to
victims and who is willing to allow victims to be part of
the process. It is imperative that Victorians who have
suffered the loss of a loved one at the hands of someone
else know that the Victorian criminal justice system
will allow victims the opportunity to be heard and have
their views taken into consideration and that the system
has changed with respect to ensuring that Victorians are
treated fairly and that the views of victims are taken on
board.
Issues about double jeopardy were raised. I know those
members opposite were not keen to engage in the issues
in relation to this area. This coalition government was
prepared to act on this important issue. Victorians know
that if somebody is cleared of committing a criminal
offence by a court and evidence — like DNA
evidence — is found at a later point in time that could
clearly prove that the person is guilty of committing
that criminal offence, then it is only right and proper
that that matter be revisited by a court. This government
was prepared to do that. Those members opposite were
clearly not willing to do the hard yards.
We have heard debate in this house. I remember the
debate about this government introducing protective
services officers, who do such a wonderful job in this
state, including protecting us in this building. Those
members opposite had the gall to call protective
services officers ‘plastic police’.
Mr Eren — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
we have been fairly lenient with the member in relation
to his comments swaying away from the bill, but he is
now clearly making allegations about the opposition
that are not true. His comments are not relevant to the
legislation before the house. The member clearly needs
to come back to addressing the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! I ask the member to come back to addressing the
bill.
Mr WAKELING — I would take up the point of
order, but in the time allocated to me I can only say I
support the bill.
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Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the Courts and
Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. It is
interesting to follow the previous speaker, who talked
about matters relating to courts, sentencing and justice.
The previous speaker’s definition of justice simply
related to jailing people. I think it is important to note
that when we on this side of the house talk about courts
and sentencing in the justice system we also talk about
social justice and providing opportunities for people.
We do not talk about providing opportunities for people
to get locked up.
As a representative of the northern suburbs and the
Ivanhoe electorate, I can say in relation to the
investment in courts and sentencing in the budget that
the response we have heard from this government and
its bona fides on these issues have been about spending
half a billion dollars on a new prison in the western
suburbs and having juvenile justice centres to lock up
more young people. That is the sort of investment we
have seen in the northern and western suburbs; that
seems to be the priority in relation to courts and
sentencing. This government needs to understand the
issues that affect people in the northern and western
suburbs.
It is obvious that in this house at least there are no
government members who represent the northern and
western suburbs. This is reflected in the fact that the
priorities of the people in the northern and western
suburbs do not involve investment in prisons or in
juvenile justice centres. Their priorities involve
investment in opportunities for them to be able to
prosper and make contributions that are based on their
education and training. People in the northern and
western suburbs would like to make those sorts of
contributions. People in the northern and western
suburbs would like to see the government make those
kinds of contributions in relation to investment in
services.
The Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 is before the house. You can read through the
budget and see where the government has determined
to put the resources of taxpayers and the resources
contributed to by the hardworking people of the
northern and western suburbs. Are these resources
being put on the ground? People of the northern and
western suburbs expect that they will get back some
investment and funding that will provide them with
greater opportunities to pursue their dreams of getting a
good job after undertaking training or retraining in the
education system. When aspiring to work in their
suburbs they do not think that the best option is to lay
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down the bricks and mortar of a new $500 million
prison in the inner western suburbs.
I think is important when we talk about courts and
sentencing, and when we talk about this legislation and
the government’s bona fides in relation to these issues,
that we also reflect on the fact that the priority of the
investments being made in the northern and western
suburbs is not providing people with social justice
opportunities to improve themselves; the priority is
simply providing them with more facilities for locking
up people and taking away their rights and
opportunities to make a contribution in society. That
sort of message about not providing opportunities to
people we represent in the northern and western
suburbs is not supported by members of this side of the
house. That is something that members in the house
need to reflect carefully on when bold claims are made
about the desires and needs of the community to have
justice matters addressed in Victoria.
It is important that we live in safe communities.
Because I was a resident of Heidelberg for many years
and I continue to live in my electorate, I know that
community safety matters are very important to the
people I represent. The way the government could
make a contribution in relation to dealing with local
community safety issues and ensuring that the right
sorts of people find themselves in courts and getting
sentenced is to make sure that on the ground — where
community members live, where they seek to make a
contribution, where they invest in their homes and
where they invest time in their communities — people
feel safe.
Unfortunately the members of my community of
Heidelberg West do not feel safe, because they do not
feel the government has made a commitment to fulfil
their desire of being safe. Why is that the case?
Currently we have a community under siege in
Heidelberg West which is being ignored by the
government. The community is unable to have
confidence in this government’s claims about its bona
fides in relation to courts and sentencing; they are not
backed up by what is happening on the ground. There
has not been an investment in maintaining and keeping
open the Heidelberg West police station, which is a key
and critical part of courts and sentencing in that local
area.
This government has talked about justice in
communities and ensuring that people feel safe and that
there is community safety. Despite claims made by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services that the
Heidelberg West police station is open, available to the
community and offering a counter service to local

Wednesday, 2 May 2012

people, that is not the case in that local area. I
encourage the minister to visit my electorate. We can
knock on the door of the station. Unfortunately you
cannot even call for police assistance because the
emergency button at the Heidelberg West police station
does not work.
It is very important for previous speakers, who when
they have got to their feet to talk about this
government’s investment in justice matters, about its
investment in community safety and about its
investment in decisions on amendments to bills that
relate to courts and sentencing, not to take these things
at face value and that they instead look at the
communities that are represented by people in this
house and ask themselves, ‘How do we make sure that
we do not have to keep spending half a billion dollars
on a new prison in the western suburbs? How do we
develop a community here in Victoria that has less of a
reliance on investment in more and more prisons?’.
None of us here, I would have thought, would want to
see half a billion dollars spent on new prisons. We
would love to have the opportunity to spend half a
billion dollars on education. We could only get
$200 million for capital in education in this year’s
budget, yet we can get half a billion dollars for a new
prison. The government has its priorities wrong. We
want to see at least some aspiration expressed by this
government by it bringing more legislation to this
house that provides opportunities for people in the
community to make a contribution to Victoria in a
positive way and not to feel that the only way they can
get a job is by finding themselves working on some
construction site building a prison. That is not the sort
of project to which people want to contribute; it is not
the sort of project to which people want to contribute
their taxes.
This government has not outlined to this house how, in
its enthusiasm for law legislation around courts and
sentencing, it is going to continue to take money away
from the vital services of education and training. We
have seen $100 million in cuts. The Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE in my electorate is going
to face a cut of some $20 million in the next financial
year. That will take away opportunities for local people
to improve themselves and give themselves an
opportunity to get a start in life. How does that relate to
the justice bona fides that have been put forward by this
government? We have seen in this budget and through
the range of court and sentencing legislation initiatives
which the government wants to introduce in this house
and which it is proudly claiming to have introduced
previously in this house, that there are financial
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implications. This is where we end up with the wrong
priorities.
This is a great point of differentiation between the
Liberal government and the Labor Party. The priority of
this government is to take money away from education
and training opportunities for people in Victoria and to
invest that money in prisons, juvenile justice centres
and ways to lock up more Victorians rather than
provide more opportunities for people in Victoria to
unshackle themselves from disadvantage and from the
lack of opportunity to contribute to their society. These
are the sorts of issues that drive the Labor Party. These
are the sorts of issues that drive members of this house
who represent the northern and western suburbs, each
and every one of whom is a member of the Labor Party
in this place. These are the sorts of issues that are
important to us. These are the issues that are important
to people in our community.
It is important to note when talking about justice,
courts, heavy-handedness, more sentencing and locking
up more people, that that comes with a consequence.
We have heard the Treasurer say, ‘There is no magic
pudding’. We have heard the Premier talk about the
lack of a magic pudding and that there are only so many
community resources to go around. Every time we lock
up more people, every time we invest in more prisons,
we have less money and opportunity to invest in
services that make a big difference to the lives of
people and actually reduce the number of hopeless
cases that we have in this state of people who are not
able to make a contribution to their community. The
more we invest half a billion dollars towards prisons in
this state, the more we should be disappointed in our
collective inability to deal with the concerns and
challenges that we face. It is so easy to throw money at
those sorts of problems rather than tackle the reasons
these issues arise and make sure that in the next budget
we can offer half a billion dollars to the northern and
western suburbs for education and training
opportunities instead of for more prisons that do not
actually help people in Victoria.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am very pleased to
rise to support the Courts and Sentencing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. It is always interesting when
people feel they have a mortgage on compassion,
wisdom and social justice. It is often those who have
made the least contribution to those issues who seem to
think they have the most to give.
This bill is about improving the justice system in this
state. It is about improving the efficiency of the justice
system, but it is also about improving the effectiveness
of the justice system. I very consciously put them in
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that order because it is okay to have an efficient system
but unless it is effective, particularly in these sorts of
areas, you will not achieve what you set out to achieve
and what you need to achieve. The bill continues the
sentencing reforms that were introduced last year to the
Sentencing Amendment (Community Corrections
Reform) Act 2011. That was a reform that the former
government steadfastly refused to address for many
years. It took a change of government and a new
coalition government to bring it in.
The area of justice and law enforcement was a very
important plank in the election platform that the
coalition parties took to the electorate in 2010. We
committed to be tough on both crime and the causes of
crime. It is always interesting when people say you can
only be one or the other. The fact is you have to be
both, because there are always people who are not
salvageable. There are always people who are going to
be criminals. The vast majority of people are
salvageable. If you can get to the causes, if you can give
them support and if you can get diversion programs in
place, then that will certainly help you achieve what
you are setting out to achieve. But there are always
others who, no matter how good the support structures
are, you simply cannot do anything about.
You need to be tough on those who commit offences,
but equally you need to be tough on the causes of
crime. Of course for most of the 11 years until 2010,
precious little had been done in terms of either of those
subjects. The CBD of Melbourne had turned into a war
zone. It went on for years and years. I can remember
that the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee was
asked to look into assaults in the CBD.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr MORRIS — As the Minister for Sport and
Recreation said, he was part of that inquiry. In fact I
think both he and the Minister for Crime Prevention
were part of that inquiry for some time. When we
started that inquiry there were four divisional vans
patrolling the CBD on Friday and Saturday nights —
eight police officers were supposed to look after
thousands and thousands of revellers who were out
enjoying themselves, as they should be, but sometimes
imbibing too much and clearly causing a nuisance to
themselves and a danger to others. I applaud the recent
efforts made by the government since coming to power.
It has a very good team of ministers. The
Attorney-General, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and the Minister for Crime
Prevention are all working together extremely well in
terms of implementing this agenda.
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I draw a contrast with the comments of a number of
members opposite, particularly the member for Narre
Warren North, who was speaking earlier this afternoon.
From what I heard of his contribution, he seemed to be
advocating cost-saving measures by no longer locking
people up. He was quoting a figure of $100 000 a year
as the cost of retaining a prisoner in Victoria. I will take
advice from more reliable sources than the member for
Narre Warren North, but regardless of what it costs,
some people need to be locked up and this state needs
to bear the price. Certainly it would not be a
cost-effective option to simply let those people go.
Similarly, in an earlier contribution to the budget debate
today the same member was talking about the terrible
impact on his electorate of increased fines for a range of
matters. While I think it is unfortunate that he reflected
on his own electorate in that way, the fact is that unless
you are actually out there committing an offence, you
do not have to pay a fine and you do not have to do the
time. However, if you commit an offence, then you
either pay the fine or you do the time. That is the way
the system works.
I want to touch on a couple of aspects of the bill. The
bill clarifies the jurisdiction of the Koori Court. It
allows the Koori Court divisions in the Children’s
Court, the Magistrates Court and the County Court to
deal with contraventions of sentencing orders, and it
clarifies that it extends to sentencing orders made
outside the Koori Court division. The bill also makes
clear that a guilty plea is a prerequisite to this process.
Acting Speaker, you may recall the Legislative
Assembly sitting down at Churchill. Two days before,
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee journeyed
to Morwell in conjunction with another inquiry and
took evidence from a number of community
organisations as well as Victoria Police and
representatives of the Children’s Court and others. We
discussed at length the implementation of the Koori
Court initiative, and although it was relatively early
days there was some very good work occurring even
then. I noted the earlier comments of the member for
Morwell in terms of the return.
Those courts have certainly reduced the recidivism rate
considerably. That is a very important thing. Obviously
if you can nip offences in the bud initially and if people
are not offending, then that is very helpful, but the bulk
of offences are committed by repeat offenders. If
people can be made aware of the gravity of the offences
they have committed and are able to see the error of
their ways and perhaps deal with some of the
underlying issues, then clearly you will get a much
better result and you will drop the recidivism rate. That
has certainly been the experience with the Koori Court.
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There are changes to Children’s Court processes,
including some technical amendments. There are some
changes to allow a child subject to safe custody to be
delivered to the place of safety by an officer other than
the member who executed the warrant. There are also
some changes to the functions of registrars and so on. I
certainly welcome these changes to the Children’s
Court processes. I had cause to meet with the
administration of the Children’s Court some years ago
and to sit in on a few cases. Efforts to streamline what
occurs in that court are certainly worthwhile.
Finally, I want to move very quickly to the extension of
infringements for shop theft and wilful damage.
Members will recall that some amendments to the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill extend the capacity
to issue infringements for 12 months in 2011. They
were originally part of a trial that included seven
common offences, including offensive language and
indecent behaviour. Those matters have already been
made permanently infringeable offences. However, it
was decided that these two offences should continue to
be infringeable on a temporary basis while further
information was gathered on the impact of the trial,
because these two offences were judged to be the two
most complex ones operating. I understand that the
extension is strongly supported by Victoria Police.
I suggest that if this were really a
lock-them-up-and-throw-away-the-key type of
government — a myth that some members want to
perpetuate — then we would not be permitting
infringements to be applied for these sorts of things but
we would indeed be seeking to lock them up. With
those few words, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution in the public interest on the Courts and
Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. The
theme I want to cover is that it is not about being tough
on crime or soft on crime; it is really about this debate
evolving so that we are smart on crime. The proposition
is not really about just being punitive; it is about how to
be preventive as well. There is no doubt that there is a
need for a certain number of prisons, because some
people who act beyond the law need to be incarcerated.
That is a given. We know and understand that, and that
has to be dealt with in proportion to increases in the
population. However, it comes down to what the
priorities are, what the best investment is and what we
are going to do to help people who find themselves in
difficult circumstances.
The example I want to put on the record is one that I
have been involved with from the outset, way back in
1999. It was actually started when former Premier Jeff
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Kennett was in government. A safe city task force was
formed in Broadmeadows, and I was asked to be the
founding chair. My approach, though, was that we
needed to move beyond just the criminal justice model
and that we could not keep going on with the punitive
model without looking at a preventive approach. In the
past when there had been issues we had a bigger police
station and a grander courthouse, and my view was that
I was not going to be involved in building a prison.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — Yes, we did.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! I ask members not to interject. It is also
disorderly to respond to interjections.
Mr McGUIRE — We evolved a new model. The
model we built is internationally acclaimed; it was
nominated for awards and all the rest of it. If the
Minister for Crime Prevention would like to learn about
it, it might be worth actually having a look at it. The
proposition was that we then look at how to build
smarter, healthier, better connected and more
sustainable communities. This is where you get a better
return on investment, and you actually get a better
result for people.
I turn to how we put it together. Then Premier Steve
Bracks understood this. Steve had an intuitive feel for
communities and how to build communities, and then
Minister for Finance John Brumby did likewise. We
started to look at how we could develop partnerships.
When I interviewed the head of the Premier’s
department, Major-General Ken Green, on his
retirement 30 years ago, he acknowledged that the past
failure in Broadmeadows was caused by a lack of
coordination even at one tier of government, right
through the Bolte era.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — No, I am just putting it in a
historical context; I am putting it beyond partisanship.
There was a failure to coordinate even at one tier of
government. This was a model to coordinate the three
tiers of government and involve business, the
community, the not-for-profit sector and the academy
to see what we could do for lifelong learning — a
preventive approach to get people involved and
connected. It has been highly successful, and here is
how it played out.
We now have a Hume Global Learning Centre in
Broadmeadows. Within that we established the first
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public library in Broadmeadows. In less than 10 years
we have achieved a higher rate of library membership
than the state average. We have bilingual story time for
the kids of the area. Broadmeadows is virtually the
United Nations in one neighbourhood, with people
from 140 different countries whose families had the
imagination to dream of a better future and the courage
to cross the world to pursue it. When they arrived in
Broadmeadows, we said ‘Here is where you can come
and get engaged with the community’. You could bring
your parents along and people could get to know each
other so they did not feel isolated or marginalised at the
end of the line, which is often a trigger for getting
involved in the criminal justice system. It was
engaging.
We had preschool reading programs. What do we know
about this? What does history teach us? It teaches us
that 90 per cent of male inmates and 80 per cent of
female inmates are illiterate. One of the first
investments you need to make is in getting children into
the education system — giving them a chance, an
opportunity.
The next proposition we had was to provide homework
mentoring on computers so that if you were a smart kid
in a poor area, you would not be left behind — you
would have an opportunity. We kept building the
model, kept evolving it and kept bringing partnerships
in. We had great support from business; it got involved
as well. Then we built a maternal and child-care centre
at Meadow Heights with the same proposition —
providing access to computers so that mothers could
come in and be taught how to use computers while their
kids were minded, and then they could teach their kids.
It was a pretty simple but highly effective proposition,
and a whole skill base was built around that.
The next way we evolved the whole thing was to get
sponsors from Ford, Visy and the Pratt Foundation and
also the Age newspaper. The Age sponsored the
library — the first public library in Broadmeadows —
in the Hume Global Learning Centre. Then what we did
was take it to the next level by getting international
support. We got Microsoft, Intel and Cisco — three of
the world leaders in ICT — in a centre called the Ideas
Lab in Broadmeadows. There are two in the world: one
in London, the other in Broadmeadows.
What are we doing now? What we are trying to do now
is explore how we can use technology to connect
people — how we can get people to use each evolution
of technology for teaching and learning. This is the
21st-century model; this is the community base we are
now in. We now have a hub in Broadmeadows —
where less than a decade ago we did not even have a
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public library — where you can get learning up to this
level. This exists; we have a piece of Silicon Valley in
Broadmeadows.
The next phase we are moving towards is building
Australia’s first multiversity. This will connect to the
Kangan Institute of TAFE and give local kids — or
anybody in the local community — the opportunity to
connect to some of our leading universities. I am
talking about Victoria University, RMIT University,
La Trobe University and the no. 1 university in the
state, the University of Melbourne, a sandstone
university. So after less than a decade in
Broadmeadows we now have access to education
ranging from preschool reading programs to doctor of
philosophy studies.
That is an investment in the preventive model — an
investment that gives people opportunities. People in
these areas are crying out for jobs, not jails. What we
want is to be able to give people opportunities, take
them through lifelong learning and find out how far
they can go — where the jobs are, where they need to
connect up with — and how to deliver that. This is also
an investment in the preventive approach.
During question time today the Minister for
Community Services said a new Children’s Court
would be built in Broadmeadows. That is welcome
because the existing one needs to be updated, but I had
also pitched for this budget to fund extending the Hume
Global Learning Centre by another two storeys,
because that is also an investment in the preventive
side.
My call to the government and the Parliament is that we
need to move beyond the politics of these issues. We
need to look at a preventive model, not just a punitive
model. If we want to have a better result on law and
order issues, this is what we need to get to. This is a
model that ended up being nominated for a Metropolis
Award on behalf of all Melbourne, not only its area. It
is being replicated in other states and in other countries
as well. This is a home-grown proposition that has
delivered beyond expectations. It is there, it exists and it
delivers. This is the proposition I would like the
government to have a look at. It is a successful model
that can be replicated according to size, scale and
funding anywhere around the state. It really goes to that
issue of the preventive side of dealing with this issue
and how you can get a balanced approach.
Mr Wynne — It is about social inclusion.
Mr McGUIRE — It is about social inclusion,
providing opportunities, lifelong learning and
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engagement. As I said, it is about a balanced approach.
I put it to the government in good faith. What I am
saying is that it is time for us to evolve in this debate; it
is time for us to look at what the opportunities are and
what happens, because we are really arguing about
what system we want to have. Once we go into a
punitive system, how many people will come out and
what will be the rate of recidivism versus reform? We
need to have both. We need to look at how we can get
to this side of it as well. Let us put it beyond
partisanship; let us do it in the public interest. It is
something I invite the government to look at so that we
as a Parliament can deal with it and say, ‘This is what
the 57th Parliament delivered for Victoria’.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KATOS (South
Barwon).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 April; motion of
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security).
Mr HELPER (Ripon) — It gives me some
pleasure, but maybe not an enormous amount, to speak
on the Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2012. The opposition does not oppose the bill but will
seek to amend it by deleting clause 7 in the Legislative
Council. The bill is pretty much a piece of
housekeeping legislation that amends the Agricultural
and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992,
the Domestic Animals Act 1994 and the Livestock
Management Act 2010.
Some components of the bill are important; others are
absolutely earth shattering. For example, clause 20,
which amends section 50(1)(c) of the Livestock
Management Act 2010, substitutes ‘biosecurity’ for
‘bisoecurity’ — in other words, it corrects a spelling
mistake. I can tell you that that mistake crept into the
legislation under the current minister, not the previous
minister. If I may say so, an observation of the
legislation and the depth of the issues covered by it
shows a lack of reforming zeal by the government in
agricultural matters.
I will outline why the opposition is seeking to delete
clause 7. Clause 7 amends section 69(3) of the
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Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 to increase from 2 to 5 the maximum number
of penalty units that may be prescribed for an offence
for which an infringement notice may be issued. I
understand that during departmental briefings on the
bill it was made clear that the proposed amendment
does not in itself change the level of penalty units to be
applied by infringement notices. The amendment only
sets the maximum number of penalty units allowable
under the act. To raise infringement notice penalties,
the minister would be required to enact this by
regulation, which of course would involve a regulatory
impact statement. I want to acknowledge that up-front.
Whilst I would agree that the fraternity of past and
present agriculture ministers is a wise one and that we
should be authorised to dispense capital punishment,
the rest of the opposition has the view that this
Parliament should have a role in setting maximum
infringement notice penalties. Therefore the opposition
will seek to delete clause 7 in the Legislative Council.
As a member of the fraternity of past agriculture
ministers, I am somewhat disappointed in this, but party
loyalty requires me to support this move by the
opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HELPER — If we were to divide on the issue, I
would be sorely tempted, I am sure. Clauses 3 to 9
inclusive of the bill amend the Agriculture and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992.
Clause 3 seeks to further clarify the meaning of the
act — in a somewhat convoluted way, if I may say so.
Clause 4 seeks to clarify the rampant confusion that
exists in the community in relation to the difference
between an identification certificate and an identity card
issued to an authorised officer. I am regularly stopped
in the street by people wanting clarification of this
issue, and I am pleased that the government has taken
this on board and will finally clarify the matter!
Mr Weller interjected.
Mr HELPER — On the streets of Newstead,
indeed, also.
Clause 5 gives authorised officers the power to require
documents to be produced to ascertain whether orders
and regulations are being complied with. This is in
addition to the present power, which is restricted to
whether the act alone has been complied with. I trust
that this clarification is necessary for legal reasons
because otherwise it would be a somewhat pedantic
clarification. Clause 6 imposes a penalty for not
returning an authority to the chief administrator within
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the period specified in the notice revoking that
authority. The revocation of an authority is covered in
clause 4 of schedule 1 of the act. This poses a question:
should the period in which the authority needs to be
returned not be specified in the schedule? Currently the
schedule leaves it for the chief administrator to specify
on a case-by-case basis.
I have discussed clause 7 previously. Clause 8 ensures
there is a two-year time limit for the commencement of
proceedings for an offence, including an offence under
the regulations. I make the observation that it may be a
legislative practice to include offences in the act, as
opposed to embedding them in regulations. Clearly this
would make clause 8 superfluous. Clause 9 makes
necessary amendments to schedule 1 to implement the
changes that clause 6 makes to the act.
I now come to part 3 of the bill, which covers
clauses 10 to 18 inclusive and deals with amendments
to the Domestic Animals Act 1994. Clause 10 deems
the parent or guardian to be the owner of a dog or cat
for the purposes of the act if the owner is under the age
of 18. Currently the age is 17. Clause 11 removes the
ability for the minister to delegate power to issue an
identity card to authorised officers by repealing
section 6(b) of the Domestic Animals Act 1994. The
minister must not have a great deal to do; he must have
a great deal of time on his hands if he wishes to have
his power to delegate this administrative task revoked.
The explanatory memorandum to the bill explains that
section 6(b) is unnecessary as section 73(1) imposes the
duty on the minister to issue identity cards. I would
have thought that it is the imposition of that duty that
requires the power of section 6(b) to delegate so that the
minister may attend to more pressing issues requiring
his personal attention.
Clause 12 inserts a new subsection into the act which
requires a veterinarian to personally examine a dog or
cat before providing written advice that the animal is
unfit for desexing. I sincerely hope that the veterinary
profession does not see this as a bit of a backhander, as
I would have thought the obligation to inspect an
animal would already exist as a consequence of the
profession’s ethics, which I presume include a
prohibition on perjury.
Clause 13 increases from 17 to 18 the minimum age of
a person who can admit another person to a dwelling in
which a dangerous dog is present. Whilst this is in
keeping with the amendments made in clause 10 of the
bill, I would love to know what the practical impact of
this increased restriction might be. On what basis was
this change recommended to the minister and the
government? Did the minister ask his officials how
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many dog attacks have occurred as a result of a
17-year-old being able to open the front door and from
that deduce that by increasing the age to 18, greater real
public safety is achieved?
Clause 14 is the same as clause 13, as applied to
restricted breed dogs. My comments are also the same.
Clause 15 restricts the transfer of ownership of
restricted breed dogs to a related person who must be
over the age of 18. Clause 16 provides that a person
who is in charge of a restricted breed dog outside the
owner’s premises must be over the age of 18 instead of
17, as is currently the case. Clauses 17 and 18 remove
the discounted pet registration provisions for
microchipped animals. These provisions of the bill have
some solid policy rationale, including that the
discounting has achieved its objective of increasing
microchipping. However, this provision in the bill again
clearly underlines the hypocrisy of those opposite in
pretending concern for the cost of living pressures and
then whacking up fees and removing discounts.
Part 4 of the bill, which covers clauses 19 to 21, seeks
to amend the Livestock Management Act 2010.
Clause 19 clarifies the difference between a notice of
suspension issued by the minister under section 21 of
the act and a notice issued by an inspector, as referred
to in section 49. Clause 20 corrects a spelling error.
This is clearly the real nub of this legislation.
Section 50(1)(c) of the act contains the word
‘bisoecurity’, for which the word ‘biosecurity’ is
substituted. This is big stuff! Clause 21 clarifies that
infringement notices can only be served for the
purposes prescribed in division 7 of part 5 of the
Livestock Management Act 2010.
Whilst one may have concern about a number of
elements of this bill, it is a piece of legislation that
seeks to correct matters of perceived concern, and I am
happy for somebody, somewhere to derive a sense of
achievement from it. In some respects the bill fixes real
errors, and I acknowledge those involved in identifying
those errors. I trust the government will take notice of
the amendments the opposition foreshadows moving in
the Legislative Council.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me great pleasure
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on this bill
following the member for Ripon, the former Minister
for Agriculture, who gave a succinct summary of the
clauses in the bill. He indicated that the opposition is
generally supportive of the legislation and that he
personally is generally supportive. He also indicated
that he feels bound by the opposition’s guidelines to
raise concerns about clause 7, but he suggested that in
the event that a division was called he would be highly
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likely to cross the floor because he sees the
government’s position as being a common-sense
position.
The former minister also raised the issue of clauses 13
to 17, which relate to the Domestic Animals Act 1994.
For the edification of those present and the member for
Ripon, the purpose of those clauses is to ensure
consistency in the enforcement of the legislation,
because it will mean that all matters relating to the
Domestic Animals Act will be dealt with by the
Magistrates Court. That will ensure consistency rather
than having a situation of the Magistrates Court
handling some matters and the Children’s Court
handling others
I will go back a step in relation to my presentation and
indicate that I have a longstanding interest in primary
industries and therefore in this bill. I am parliamentary
secretary to the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security, I am also a livestock producer and I have had
a 30-year veterinary career. For 20 years I was involved
in the enforcement of livestock legislation, particularly
in relation to biosecurity, product quality assurance and
animal welfare.
Mr Eren — Hey, Dr Dolittle!
Dr SYKES — Isn’t that interesting? I heard an
interjection from the member for Lara making a
suggestion about Dr Dolittle. Is that not the pot calling
the kettle black? But I will ignore interjections because
they are unparliamentary. I will move on and say that I
am very much aware of the importance of this
legislation, which covers acts, regulations and orders.
Having been involved in the enforcement of various
forms of legislation during my veterinary career, I can
say that it is absolutely critical that the legislation —
comprising the act, the regulations and the orders — is
clear, consistent and complete and that the penalties are
appropriate for the offences committed.
I also indicate by way of introduction that the coalition
is absolutely committed to supporting agriculture. Our
most recent affirmation of that commitment is in the
budget, which was delivered in tough times because of
the wasteful attitude and performance of the former
Labor government. But even in these tough times what
we have is an increase in investment in agriculture.
Further, we have an ongoing commitment to our
investment, not a short-term commitment, because this
side of politics recognises the long-term nature — —
Mr Helper — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
was genuinely enjoying the member for Benalla’s
presentation on the bill, but I would point out that he

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Wednesday, 2 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

2037

may have an opportunity to make a budget reply speech
at some other point, and he should come back to
discussing the bill.

will touch on. Even I, as a beef and sheep farmer, have
at times purchased pellets and feed to provide nutrients
for our animals.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
I do not uphold the point of order, but I do suggest that
the member is straying perilously close to anticipating
debate on the appropriation bill.

The clarification of references to authorised officers’
identification and the requirement to revoke
identification if a person is no longer authorised is again
about tidying up. It reflects the problems that people
can experience in the field. Having been in the front
line, having been in the enforcement line and having at
one stage had a gun pointed at my head with the words,
‘You shoot my sheep and I shoot you’ — and it was
‘you’ not ‘ewe’ — I am very mindful of what our
front-line troops deal with.

Dr SYKES — Thank you, Acting Speaker, and I
thank the former Minister for Agriculture. I was putting
my commentary in context, highlighting the coalition’s
support for agriculture. We have strong support, and I
personally have strong support, for enhancing our
biosecurity capacity and product quality assurance
capacity, especially as it relates to chemical residues.
This government has indicated its commitment to
animal welfare by introducing and implementing the
puppy farm legislation. This bill, per se, furthers the
enhancement of pets’ welfare by increasing the
emphasis on desexing and generally improving the lot
of animals.
This bill amends three pieces of legislation: the
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992, the Domestic Animals Act 1994 and the
Livestock Management Act 2010. As the member for
Ripon indicated, this is primarily a housekeeping bill.
Clause 3 ensures that in future a person selling livestock
will need to make a declaration in relation to whether
those animals have had access to food or product that
has been harvested from pastures or crops that may
have been exposed to chemicals within the holding
period for that particular chemical. This fills a gap in
the legislation. Currently there needs to be a declaration
when animals have grazed a pasture that has been
treated with chemicals, but up until now the legislation
has not covered the situation where, rather than there
being direct grazing, a harvested product is taken to the
animals.
So this bill fills a loophole and it strengthens the
legislation which underpins our product quality
assurance, which is absolutely vital for our export
markets. In my time we have seen examples of
chemical contamination due to inadvertently or
deliberately misleading information being provided,
resulting in chemicals being detected in our meat
products in the US. That has had massive implications
back in Australia. One chemical contamination can
result in a $30 million or $40 million loss — or one
even bigger than that — extremely quickly. This piece
of housekeeping addresses that issue. It is particularly
important in feedlots where there is a lot of brought-in
feed. It is also very important in the dairy industry,
which I am sure my colleague the member for Rodney

Related to that is the issue of the setting of penalties.
This legislation enables the increasing of penalties. In
my case, when that threat was made to me back on
15 March 1983 — —
Mr Weller — Two days before the drought broke.
Dr SYKES — That’s right, and that is very
significant. What happened then was we took the
person to court, and he was found guilty of threatening
to shoot me. The penalty he copped was $2000, which
was slightly less than the penalty you cop for animal
cruelty, and it was the same amount as the value of a
Friesian heifer at the time. So I have watched with great
interest the value of Friesian heifers, because that is my
value.
There is also the issue of the time limit on commencing
investigations. Again, this time limit of two years
applies to offences under the act, but under orders or
regulations the time limit is currently one year. It is
important that we take that out to two years, because
these issues in relation to chemical contamination
et cetera can often take much more than 12 months to
investigate thoroughly because of their complexity.
In essence, whilst I have not covered the full extent of
the bill, I can assure the house that this is
common-sense legislation. Should it be necessary to go
to a division, I invite the member for Ripon to cross the
floor and join us on this side of the house, because he
recognises the calibre of the various ministers for
agriculture we have had, including our current Minister
for Agriculture and Food Security, and he will be most
welcome to cross the floor and support this good
legislation.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I rise to speak to the house
today regarding the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. We are not opposing this bill
before the house today. Having said that, the previous
member waffled on about the government’s support for
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primary industries, but after yesterday’s announcements
we have learnt that some $26.5 million has been cut
from the primary industries portfolio, which is a real
shame, because that is a slaughter of that portfolio. That
is how it ends up. Taking so much money out of that
portfolio is actually going to affect its bottom line and
affect how that portfolio — —
Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Lara is misleading the house. He is
incorrectly representing the facts which I have
presented, and I ask him to withdraw.
Mr Donnellan — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, unfortunately it is actually in the budget
papers. We know that we are not meant to be
anticipating the budget, but it is there in the budget
papers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
We have had the discussion about the anticipation of
the budget, and I say to the member for Lara that we are
not going to do that.
Mr EREN — I know the member hurts when he
hears that sort of information, but he has got to face the
facts.
This bill seeks to make a number of technical
amendments to the Agricultural and Veterinary
Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992 and an
amendment to extend penalties in a number of areas
without adequate explanation. That is another point I
want to make today: the minister has not actually said
why he is going to extend those penalties. To a certain
extent I can understand why he is doing that: the
government is a bit short of cash and it is increasing its
fines right across the board, including in road safety. I
would imagine that one of the reasons the minister will
not explain why he is extending or increasing those
penalties is that he is doing it purely to raise revenue.
Clause 7 of this amendment bill gives the minister
power to increase the penalty range from up to
2 penalty units to up to 5 penalty units for an
infringement offence. The minister has not even
bothered to offer an explanation as to why the
government considers the maximum penalty rate to be
low. Once again although the government prides itself
on being open and transparent, the minister cannot even
explain the reasoning behind an increase. As I said, I
suspect that the increase is purely for the purpose of
raising revenue, and the minister should just come out
and say that. He should say that the reason he is
increasing these penalty units is purely to raise revenue,
and that is because of the government’s
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mismanagement of Victoria’s finances, as we saw in
yesterday’s budget.
We recommend that the minister delete clause 7 unless
he can provide a valid explanation of his reasoning for
including it. Maybe in his summing up or if he is
currently in the house he could provide an explanation
as to why that increase is going to occur.
This bill seeks to amend the Domestic Animals Act
1994 by increasing the age at which a person can
legally be responsible as an owner of a dog or cat.
Currently the act allows for a 17-year-old to be legally
responsible for a dog or cat. However, if a person
commits an offence as the owner of a dog or cat,
charges against that person would be heard in a
Children’s Court. Increasing the age to 18 will ensure
that any charges laid against any individual will be
heard in the Magistrates Court.
The second change to the act is to remove automatic
concessional rates for a dog owner who has their dog
microchipped. The old concessions will be
grandparented provided the person does not leave their
municipality. In practical terms, for example, for a
Kingston resident who was exempted and who was
moving to Port Phillip the extra cost could be in the
order of $110 per year. This would apply to only a few
exceptions for the next few years. The minister should
admit that it is a greater cost to a number of dog
owners — and this comes from a government that has
promised to reduce the cost of living. This is obviously
part of the reason why there have been some increases
in not only the costs but also the penalty units. This step
is clearly designed to raise a fair bit of revenue without
due consideration of all of those pressures that come to
bear on the everyday Victorian who is doing it tough.
We heard this government coming into the election
back in 2010 promising a range of different things,
which included reducing the cost of living for everyday
Victorians, and what has this government done? This
government has done similar things with some of the
road safety issues relating to speed cameras, having
said previously that the cameras were cash cows, they
were revenue raisers and so on and so forth.
Mr Weller — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
road safety is a little bit off the bill. I ask that you bring
the member for Lara back to speaking on the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
I agree. I think the member for Lara was just coming
back to the bill.
Mr EREN — Further on the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I know that members of The Nationals get
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very precious about these issues, but they need to
understand that what is happening before the house is a
reality. The point of order I am raising in relation to the
point of order the member for Rodney raised is that the
minister has not indicated why the penalties are going
up under this particular bill. The minister has not
indicated why the fees for transfers between various
locations within the boundaries of council — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
And the point is?
Mr EREN — My point is that there is a theme
happening here, and the theme is that this is purely
about revenue raising. I was just pointing out — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr EREN — We would love for the minister to
come into the chamber and explain why the increases to
the penalties are occurring and why it would cost in the
order of $110 per year if a resident was to move, for
example, from Kingston to Port Phillip. I am talking
generally about how this bill will affect everyday
Victorians. Cost of living issues and the pressures
associated with the cost of living are a very serious
matter.
I urge the minister responsible for this bill to explain to
the house why these increases have occurred without
any proper explanation. If he were to come out and say,
‘We are purely doing this so that we can raise extra
funds, because we are mismanaging the economy and
yesterday’s budget indicated that’, that would be fine.
Let the minister come out and say that that is the reason
the government is doing this. In the absence of that, that
Victorians out there deserve an explanation from the
minister as to why these increases are occurring. I
would urge the minister to do that, and I would also
urge him to explain to the house why there was a cut to
the primary industries portfolio as well.
Having said all that, I think I have highlighted all of the
issues relating to this bill as it concerns everyday
Victorians. I would urge the government to make some
explanations in relation to some of those issues that
were raised.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this evening to make a contribution to
debate on the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. This bill will amend three acts
within the agriculture and food security portfolios. The
acts that will be amended are the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992,
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which is known as the agvet act, the Domestic Animals
Act 1994 and the Livestock Management Act 2010.
The agvet act is the principal act that controls the use of
agricultural and veterinary chemicals in Victoria. The
purpose of the act is to impose controls on the use of
various chemicals to protect the health of the public and
the environment, animal welfare, the trade in
agricultural produce and livestock and the health of the
users of the chemicals. Under section 19 of the act the
seller is already required to inform the buyer if
agricultural produce, stock or stockfeed is being sold
within the relevant withholding period for an
agricultural or veterinary chemical that has been
applied to it. However, there is an anomaly with this in
that there is currently no requirement for a seller to
inform a buyer of a situation where the stock has
consumed feed that has been harvested within the
withholding period — some hay that was cut that had
had a chemical applied to it, for example. Currently that
information is not required to be passed on to the dairy
farmer or whoever is using that feed. This amendment
will compel the seller of feed to also disclose such
matters.
The bill will amend section 54(1)(g) to enable an
authorised officer to require the production of a
document for the purpose of ascertaining compliance
with orders under the act. Under section 54(1)(f) of the
act an authorised officer has the power to search for,
inspect or examine specified things for the purpose of
determining whether they are compliant with the act or
any orders or regulations. There is a problem with this,
however, as the officer who has the power to compel a
person to produce a document that shows compliance
with the act does not have a similar power to compel a
person to produce a document that shows compliance
with an order or regulation, hence the need for the
amendment to ensure consistency in the application
when it is asked that a document be handed over.
At the moment the agvet act does not provide for the
chief administrator to require a person to return a
suspended or cancelled authority such as an agricultural
chemical user permit. It certainly is not a desirable
situation for a person who has had that authority
cancelled or suspended to continue to physically hold
that authority. The bill will therefore amend the act so
that if the authority is suspended the authority will be
required to be returned to the chief administrator for the
duration of that suspension. Clause 9 of the bill will
also enable the chief administrator in issuing such a
notice suspending or cancelling an authority to specify
that the authority must be returned within a specified
time, and a fine has been introduced to penalise
non-compliance with this.
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Clause 7 of the bill, which the opposition has certainly
taken umbrage with in the house this evening, increases
the infringement notice from a maximum of 2 penalty
units to 5 penalty units. If opposition members bothered
to do a bit of research they would know that last
financial year — the financial year that ended on
30 June 2011 — 21 such infringement notices were
issued in the state of Victoria. If you do the maths, you
see that the revenue that would be raised if the
maximum penalty of 5 penalty units were applied
would be just over $7500, so it is hardly a massive
windfall for the Treasury coffers.

will amend the Domestic Animals Act so that a person
must be 18 years of age rather than 17 years of age, as
is currently the case, in order to permit another person
to enter a dwelling where there is a dangerous or
restricted breed dog.

There are also changes to the act with regard to the
two-year time limit for commencing prosecutions. The
normal time limit under the Criminal Procedure Act
2009 is 12 months. Under the agvet act there is a
two-year time limit for cases involving agricultural or
veterinary chemicals. Those can be quite complex.
There needs to be a degree of testing, so the nature of
these investigations can be quite long and drawn out,
but there is the same anomaly here as the one I
described earlier, in that there is a two-year time limit
for prosecutions under the act but no such time limit in
place for prosecutions under regulations — hence the
need to provide consistency. The bill provides for the
two-year time limit to apply to prosecutions under the
act and also under regulations.

Under section 10 of the act, all owners of cats or dogs
over the age of 3 months must register their animal. A
local council can resolve that they will not register a
dog or cat unless the animal is desexed, and in certain
circumstances there are exemptions from desexing such
animals which can be given where there is written
advice from a veterinarian that a cat or dog’s health will
be significantly compromised by it being desexed.
There have been circumstances, however, where vets
for various reasons have issued such advice without
actually examining the animal. They might be a vet
who, for example, is simply against the desexing of
animals, who believes that should not be taking place
and who has perhaps issued such advice without
examining the animal. The amendment in this bill will
require vets to personally examine the cat or dog and
provide a reason as to why the animal’s health would
be compromised by the desexing.

I will move on to the changes to the Domestic Animals
Act 1994. The act at present specifies that the parent or
guardian of a person who is under the age of 17 who
owns a cat or a dog is deemed to be the legal owner of
that animal. The Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 provides that, in relation to an offence, a child is a
person under the age of 18. The criminal division of the
Children’s Court would hear any cases involving such
defendants. The problem this creates is that if a
17-year-old commits a crime under the Domestic
Animals Act 2004 as the owner of a cat or a dog, those
charges can only be brought against the person and not
the person’s parent or guardian. That means the charges
would be heard in the Children’s Court rather than the
Magistrates Court. For the purposes of consistency
clause 10 of the bill amends the Domestic Animals Act
so that the parent or guardian of a person who owns the
cat or dog is deemed to be the owner until that person
turns 18 years of age. Hence the legal owner of the cat
or dog will be tried in the appropriate jurisdiction, being
the Magistrates Court.
In recent times unfortunately there has been a spate of
dangerous dog attacks, and a young girl was killed by a
dog in western Melbourne. The coalition government
has acted swiftly to bring in legislation to further
control dangerous dogs and restricted breeds. The bill

Clause 15 also amends the bill so that if the ownership
of such a dog is transferred, it must be to a person over
18. There is also an amendment to the effect that a
person who is under 18 is prohibited from having
control of a restricted breed dog outside of the owner’s
premises.

There are also amendments to the Livestock
Management Act 2010, including an amendment to
correct the reference to a notice under section 49(5).
There is also a correction of a spelling mistake. As the
member for Ripon mentioned earlier, ‘biosecurity’ was
misspelt. There are also amendments in relation to
infringement notices and regulation-making powers.
This is common-sense legislation. Clause 7 is not there
as a revenue-raising provision; as I said earlier, based
on last year’s infringement notices, if the maximum
penalty were given, the impact would be just over
$7500. I am more than happy to commend the bill to
the house.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I also rise to
make a brief contribution to the debate on this bill,
which is again another astounding bill that this
government has put forward in its pretty unimpressive
legislative program for this year. These are certainly not
issues that the residents of my electorate will take a
great deal of interest in. When the minister introduced
the bill he acknowledged that these were minor
amendments being made to three acts. They really have
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very little effect on our overall primary industries and
animal husbandry affairs.
Our primary industries, however, are very important,
and the acts that are being changed by this bill are
important — particularly the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992. It is
important that we protect our primary industries and
that we ensure that the products of our land that are sold
are good, clean products that are safe to eat. We
therefore need to make sure that any chemicals are used
according to the appropriate usage requirements and
that we protect both our domestic market and our
overseas markets and maintain our reputation for
producing clean products of a very high standard.
Overall the bill is good. The changes that are being
made are relatively minor. In fact the changes to the
agricultural and veterinary chemicals legislation simply
‘enable an authorised officer to require the production
of documents, to ascertain compliance with the
regulations and orders established under the act, as well
as ensuring the two-year time limit for commencing
prosecutions also applies to offences under regulations’.
That is the wording of the second-reading speech
describing the change. It does not make much sense to
the people in my electorate; nor does it to me, even as I
read about the proposed change. I accept that there may
be some practical benefit to it, but clearly it is quite
minor.
The other change introduced by this bill will be the
increases in penalties. As has been pointed out, this
government seems very keen to increase penalties, as
we have seen in the budget. When the members of this
government were in opposition and we, in government,
were strong on traffic infringement fines and so on,
those opposite said we were revenue raising. Now that
they have come into office, however, they have quite
openly increased penalties in a range of areas, including
penalties for traffic offences, and they are quite clearly
using such changes as revenue-raising measures
without necessarily wanting to promote the issues that
make the fines important, whether they relate to
agricultural and veterinary chemical use or to traffic
offences. The real reason we want to fine people who
are speeding or committing traffic infringements is to
try to make our roads safer. I would much prefer the
members of this government to focus on the related
issues and the reasons people should drive more slowly,
rather than using penalty changes in this budget to
increase the government’s revenue, which is something
they spoke strongly against when in opposition.
The bill also makes changes to the Domestic Animals
Act 1994. At present somebody can legally own a dog
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or a cat at the age of 17; the government is changing
that to 18 to comply with the legal arrangements
relating to following up matters in the courts so that
they do not have to be followed up in children’s courts.
This is perhaps a practical change but again one that is
not inspiring to my electorate. Nor is the key change to
the Livestock Management Act 2010, described in the
second-reading speech as an amendment to ‘ensure that
the existing unintended limitation on which standards
can be enforced through regulation is removed’. Again,
these are pretty minor changes about which the
constituents of my electorate will not be getting
particularly excited. They are looking to see some
serious action from this government rather than minor
changes in bills. They want to see action addressing the
job losses that have been experienced across my
electorate. They want to see action that is going to
make a difference to their lives. They want to see that
education is progressing, that our hospitals are meeting
their needs and so on.
This bill is a very uninspiring piece of legislation
brought forward by this government and taking up
some time in this house. Rather than be speaking on
this bill, I would much prefer to be speaking on issues
that are of substance to people in my electorate. I would
like to see this government bringing forward legislation
that addresses those issues of concern. I do not intend to
take up any more of the time of the house in speaking
on issues that are not of significance to my electorate. I
look forward to having an opportunity to do that.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this evening to talk on the Primary
Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. As most
members would know, my background is in dairy
farming. I am quite proud of that. I have been involved
in representing farmers, other agricultural producers
and agricultural industries for probably the past
20 years.
The importance of agriculture to this state should never
be underestimated. The National Farmers Federation
figures show that while agriculture is only 3 per cent of
the economy it drives 17 per cent of national
employment, so it is a big part of our economy. We
hear the calls from opposition members about jobs. I
remind them that 17 per cent of the jobs across
Australia are driven by agriculture and that we need to
remember that it is very important.
Agricultural chemicals, which are addressed in the bill,
drive productivity and quality. They are an important
part of agriculture. I acknowledge that there are some
organic farmers who do not use chemicals, but those in
the mainstream — and they are by far the majority —
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use chemicals. Farmers use chemicals on their farms to
control weeds in their pastures or crops. They also use
chemicals to treat parasites, the likes of ticks and lice,
on their cows or sheep. They also use chemicals to
control internal problems, the likes of worms and fluke,
and they have to be sure not to make mistakes with
them in that use.

budget and said that raising money from fining people
is wrong. I say to opposition members: if you do the
crime, you pay the fine; and if you do not want to pay
the fine, do not do the crime. It is as simple as that. I
find it laughable that opposition members would come
in here and defend criminals. As I said: if you do the
crime, pay the fine. It is as simple as that.

Farmers also use pharmaceutical chemicals for treating
animals. If a cow has pneumonia, it is treated with
penicillin and the farmer needs to make sure that the
withholding periods are appropriate. As I said, I come
from the dairy industry. In that industry intermammary
injections of penicillin are used to control mastitis.
Once again the farmers have to make sure that none of
that gets into the food chain. It is very important that the
industry maintains quality in food, which is what we
are dealing with. In Australia we have a proud record of
clean foods and we have some of the highest food
quality standards in the world. Product from Victoria is
so keenly sought across the world because of the clean
production processes and the procedures we use in
making sure that chemicals do not make it into the food
chain.

The member for Lara went on to say that the budget
provided for decreased spending on agriculture. He is
wrong. Again, he has not read the budget. An extra
$60 million is committed in this budget for research on
livestock and biosecurity, which protects the integrity
of our export market.

Indeed we must make sure also that chemicals do not
make it into the fibre chain. We produce not just food
from farms here in Victoria, we also produce fibre —
that is, wool. Wool is often used in clothing, and people
can get allergies from things in clothing.
Mr Languiller — I do.
Mr WELLER — The member for Derrimut has put
up his hand, saying he does, so he understands where I
am coming from and the importance of it. He will be
very appreciative of the fact that the farming
community here in Victoria is making sure that they
maintain quality assurance and keep agricultural
chemicals out of fibre.
The bill has been run past the Victorian Agricultural
Chemicals Advisory Committee. As the dairy
representative of the Victorian Farmers Federation, I
was once quite proudly a member of that committee.
Another interesting statistic that members need to keep
in mind in this debate is that last year this state exported
$8 billion worth of food and fibre that went through the
port of Melbourne. This legislation is important
because it will maintain the integrity of that $8 billion
worth of food and fibre that we put through the port.
The member for Lara made some interesting
comments. He has a problem with clause 7, which
increases from 2 to 5 the penalty units for an
infringement. The member for Lara spoke about the

The member for Lara talked about what the opposition
did in government. Let us consider what those opposite
used to spend. It is good to see the member for Ripon,
who was previously the Minister for Agriculture, in the
house. Labor’s commitment for the Future Farming
strategy was $205 million.
Mr Helper — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
am happy to make a rash commitment to come and
listen to the member’s speech in reply to the budget, but
he should not confuse that with his contribution to
debate on this bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
I ask the member for Rodney to return to the bill.
Mr WELLER — I am quite happy to return to the
bill, but I thought that as the member for Lara raised
some questions as part of the debate I would be entitled
to respond to them. Given your request, I will return to
the bill.
The member for Ballarat East actually praised the bill.
He said that this is an astounding bill and he went on to
say that the bill is good. He was full of praise for the
bill. Then he showed that he underestimates the
intelligence of his constituents by saying that his
constituents would not understand the bill. I hold the
constituents of the electorate of Ballarat East in higher
regard than the member for Ballarat East does.
Mr Eren — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
acknowledge that the member for Rodney considers
himself a minister and so is summing up all the
contributions of speakers before him, but I ask you to
bring him back to the bill. His responsibility is to speak
about the bill before the house, not to make
assumptions and give a commentary on the
contributions of speakers before him.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
I have heard enough. If the member wishes to address
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issues that have been raised in the debate, I am quite
happy for him to do so. I do not uphold the point of
order.
Mr WELLER — I was making the observation that
the member for Ballarat East said this is an astounding
and good bill. If in a debate an issue is raised by a
speaker on the other side, I should be able to reply to it.
I refer to clause 10, which raises from 17 to 18 the age
for a person who is deemed to be the owner of a dog or
cat. I note that members on the other side are not
opposing this clause. It makes a lot of sense that all
court proceedings relating to an offence committed as
the owner of a dog or cat are heard in the Magistrates
Court, not in the Children’s Court, as is required if the
owner is 17 years old or younger.
In summing up, this bill protects exports and jobs in
agriculture in the rural and regional areas of this state.
Agriculture is a very important part of this state and its
economy. Members on the other side can laugh and
pull all the faces that they want to, but we on this side
understand the importance of protecting agricultural
businesses which drive $8 billion worth of exports out
of this state and provide in excess of 17 per cent of the
employment in this state. Those opposite may want to
do away with 17 per cent of the employment in this
state, but we on this side do not want to do that. We
want to protect the jobs in rural and regional Victoria.
We have brought in this bill to make sure that the
integrity of our agricultural industries is protected here
into the future.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I note that there has been
much excitement involving the previous speaker, but I
can assure members that my contribution will be low
key and that I will stick to the script. I wanted to say
from the outset that there would not be too much
excitement, because I know this bill is very much a
housekeeping bill. I am very pleased to be making a
contribution to debate on the Primary Industries
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. This bill amends
three acts of the Victorian Parliament — namely, the
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992, the Domestic Animals Act 1994 and the
Livestock Management Act 2010. As the amendments
to the livestock act are minor and of a technical nature I
will direct my comments to the amendments to the first
two acts.
This bill makes some amendments of a technical nature
to the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control
of Use) Act 1992 relating to the use and control of
veterinary and agricultural chemicals. Section 69(3) of
the principal act deals with infringement notices and
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prescribes the penalty for an offence under the act as
not exceeding 2 penalty units. However, clause 7 of this
bill substitutes 2 penalty units with 5 penalty units,
effectively doubling the penalty units, yet there has
been no explanation from the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security. All the minister said in his
second-reading speech was that the amendments to the
principal act are minor. Why then does the bill provide
for a 150 per cent increase? Both Parliament and
industry are entitled to an explanation. Is there a
problem? Has there been a substantial increase in
offences? Are the offences becoming more serious?
Presumably these are the reasons one would consider
for such a massive increase in penalties. Surely
penalties of any kind are for the purposes of, firstly,
acting as a deterrent, and secondly, punishing illegal
behaviour. However, the minister has not outlined a
problem; he has said only that the amendments are
minor.
Perhaps the hiking of penalties has been imposed upon
him by the Treasurer, and he is too embarrassed to
admit this to the Parliament. As this do-nothing
government takes the state into recession it may be
banking on a penalty-led recovery to balance the books.
This government should be investing in infrastructure,
which would promote economic activity and lead to
growth and jobs and increased revenue. Relying on
increased penalties is regressive, and Victorians expect
this government to meet its commitment to keep
charges down. It has been interesting to hear over the
last couple of days members make contributions
concerning the budget, particularly from the other side
of the house. Government members tend to blame the
international environment. They forget that when Labor
was in government we had to deal with the global
financial crisis, and we came out of it with flying
colours. However, that fact seems to be completely
ignored or overlooked.
The other amendments this bill makes are to the
Domestic Animals Act 1994. Firstly, the bill increases
from 17 to 18 years the minimum age a person needs to
be to be the legal owner of a cat or dog. The rationale
behind this is to avoid offences being heard in the
Children’s Court, which is understandable. I assume the
government expects that children will still have pets but
that their parents will be the legal owners. I hope it will
not lead to a reduction in the involvement of kids with
pets. The Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals has this to say about children and pets:
For children, it has been shown that growing up with pets
(particularly dogs) during infancy helps to strengthen the
immune system and reduces the risk of allergies linked to
asthma.
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Children who have pets including dogs, cats, fish and birds
are also less likely to miss days of school.

I add that owning a pet encourages responsibility in
children, which is hopefully something positive that can
be taken into adulthood.
The other amendment to the act relates to the payment
of concessional rates for the registration of cats and
dogs. This is to be removed for new owners but will be
grandparented for existing owners. This is fair enough,
as it was understood to be a temporary measure to
encourage microchipping. However, the grandparenting
provision will not apply to people who move
municipalities. They will end up paying an additional
$30 for their existing pets, which is yet another way the
government is finding to slug people. What should be a
reasonable bill has become another example of this
government’s incapacity to give Victorians a full and
frank explanation, and it shows that the promise to keep
down charges is on the never-never. I have said enough.
I hope the minister will take all of this into
consideration.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — Tonight I am pleased
to rise to speak in support of the Primary Industries
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. As we have heard,
this bill amends three acts — the first is the Agricultural
and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992,
also known as the agvet act; the second is the Domestic
Animals Act 1994, and the last is the Livestock
Management Act 2010. Tonight there has been
discussion in the house about this bill making minor
practical amendments and being a tidying-up bill.
Whilst on one hand that is true, on the other we also
need to keep in mind the bigger overall picture. All of
this works and links together. That is particularly true in
relation to the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals
(Control of Use) Act. I will explain that during my
contribution.
Earlier we heard the member for Rodney talk about the
extent of the use of chemicals in the agricultural,
veterinary and farming industries. Farmers will often
spray weeds and treat animals that have parasites
located internally and externally. When I was a child
we would often dip the sheep. We knew we were not
allowed to use the sheep dip in certain ways because it
would cause all sorts of harm. It was fine for the sheep,
and the dogs would run through it as well. Sheep dip
was a fairly potent chemical that was used.
Amendments are proposed to the agvet act to ensure
that the use of chemicals does not lead to contamination
in relation to livestock, cattle and sheep and agricultural
produce, including crops like fruit and vegetables, and
because of what can happen due to damage caused by
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contamination. Financial losses can result because of
damage to plants and livestock. It is important to think
about the controls the bill puts in place in relation to the
use, application and sale of both agricultural and
veterinary chemical products. These controls are about
protecting domestic and export trade. These appear
minor and on the surface when we look at the picture of
our overall agricultural trade, but last year Victorian
agricultural exports were worth $8 billion; that is a huge
part of our economy. Australia has a terrific worldwide
reputation in this field. Regardless of how minor a step
we take when doing anything to protect our industries
from damage, it is extremely important.
Recently I had a conversation with a member of this
house who had been in the Middle East. He saw a menu
there on which each piece of meat was identified with
its country of origin. People there thought the steak
from Australia was the highest quality product they
could offer; Brazilian meat came second. While
Australia has that sort of international reputation it is
extremely important that we continue to support that
trade.
There is also the protection of public health. If people
eat any contaminated product or part of a cow that has
ingested products that have been sprayed, that can
cause enormous problems in relation to damage control,
the health system and public illnesses.
Issues in relation to the environment and health and
welfare of animals are dealt with in the bill. I draw the
attention of members to the avian influenza — which
was caused by a different type of contamination —
which is also known as H5N1 and the significant
damage it did to poultry stock throughout the world. It
is an example of a different type of contamination, but I
think we need to do everything possible to protect our
agricultural industry.
This bill will specifically require a seller of livestock to
inform a buyer if the livestock has consumed
agricultural produce that has been harvested or obtained
within the withholding period for an agricultural
chemical that has been applied to it. That withholding
period is required between sprays. We are talking about
things sellers know or should know. I imagine the
should-know test is the reasonable man test.
The bill has clauses that set penalties. I will talk about
them, because there is a range of offences in the bill.
The bill increases penalty units; we are raising the
ceiling. There are some substantive offences. For
example, there is the clause about non-compliance in
relation to a contaminated stock order. You could sell a
cow that has been contaminated. At the moment an
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enforcement officer can issue a infringement notice
involving two penalty units — this represents 2 per cent
of the 100 penalty units that could be applied in a court.
The bill proposes that the number of penalty units be
increased to five. In dollar terms $244, which is two
penalty units, is being increased to a maximum of $610.
That maximum provides a little more flexibility.

reported a decrease in desexing with microchipping, so
we need to bring the focus back to this. We know that
dogs and cats are not quite rabbits, but we also know
that there are a lot of animals around that are bitzers.
We need to keep that in mind so that it is used
appropriately, given that the time has now elapsed and
the focus has shifted away from desexing.

I have referred to the substantive example of the
non-compliance in relation to contaminated stock order.
On the other hand, an example from the other end of
the issue could involve not keeping records in relation
to the use of agricultural chemicals. They are quite
different. When there is an infringement notice
involving two penalty units it is appropriate that there is
the flexibility to have the ceiling lifted. A previous
speaker mentioned that this is not a revenue-raising
exercise. During the last financial year up until 30 June
2011 only 21 infringement notices were issued in
Victoria.

Finally, there are miscellaneous minor administrative
amendments to the Livestock Management Act 2010 in
relation to the removal of existing unintended
limitations under which standards are enforced. When
we were drafting this bill we consulted with the
Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee.
The bill will be proclaimed on 13 April 2013 if it is not
in operation before then.

I have mentioned that the bill amends the Domestic
Animals Act. The amendment is interesting and
provides some consistency between acts that mention
age limits. Children have been prosecuted in the
Children’s Court. Under the existing act a child of
17 years of age who has legal ownership of a dog or cat
and commits an offence could be prosecuted in the
Children’s Court. This bill changes that age
requirement of offenders to 18 years, which is in line
with other acts, so that all matters in relation to the
Domestic Animals Act will be heard in the Magistrates
Court.
The issue of the registration of dogs and cats is also
covered. At the moment the act allows for a council to
resolve that a dog or a cat be desexed or registered, and
a small number of councils actually do this. There is a
proviso here that if the health of an animal is likely to
be compromised, it can be exempted. We have
strengthened that a little bit by saying that this
exemption can only apply where a vet personally
examines an animal and then gives actual reasons why
it should not be desexed rather than just having a
philosophical disagreement and then writing out a
certificate without conducting an examination. We are
looking to have this examination included.
There is also a revocation of the default fee reduction
for cats or dogs implanted with permanent
identification devices — by that I mean the simple
microchip that many people have implanted in their
pets in case their animal gets lost. Microchipping was
introduced about five years ago at a reduced rate. This
five-year period has now elapsed. Microchipping has a
lot of advantages, but at the same time councils have

I cannot emphasise how important agriculture is to our
state. As I mentioned before, last year’s exports alone
totalled some $8 billion. That is extremely significant
for the state of Victoria. The government has confirmed
its commitment to agriculture in this budget with its
very strong $61 million agricultural package.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It gives me
pleasure to rise tonight to speak on the Primary
Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. First of
all, let me put on record the position of the opposition.
As other speakers have indicated, Labor will not oppose
this bill, but we will seek to amend the bill in the
Legislative Council by the deletion of clause 7. The
member for Ripon, who eloquently explained the
content of the legislation and gave guidance to the
government in terms of what could be done, referred to
clause 7, as I understand it, which amends section 69(3)
of the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control
of Use) Act 1992 to increase from 2 to 5 the maximum
number of penalty units that may be prescribed for an
offence for which an infringement notice may be
issued.
I am no expert in primary industries; however, I know
how important primary industries are and am very
cognisant and respectful of the work of the Department
of Primary Industries. As the previous speaker
indicated, we should be very proud of the Department
of Primary Industries and of primary industries both in
Australia generally and particularly in Victoria. To
provide a bit of general background, members would be
aware that DPI oversees Victoria’s agriculture,
fisheries, earth resources, energy and forestry
industries. These are very strategic industries for the
state in that they produce essential food, fibre, energy,
minerals and building materials, which underpin a very
important sector of Victoria’s economic and social
activity. These industries are very important and are
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significant generators of economic value in their own
right, particularly in regional Victoria. Whilst I
represent the western suburbs, I am very mindful of this
and always talk to children and teenagers at primary
and secondary schools about the importance of primary
industries. I am very cognisant of the importance of
understanding how vital this sector is.
The primary industries sector produces food. It
produces energy. It feeds not just us but also other
important parts of the world. As members have
indicated, we are second to none in the world. We are
exceptionally well recognised everywhere in the world.
Our competitors are also our cousins in New Zealand
and Canada. By and large members ought to be aware
and proud of what we, the current opposition, did in
government and what the current government is doing,
because this is an important sector. It is one that ought
to be supported very strongly.
Members would be aware that the sector employs
around 110 000 Victorians. It contributes in the order of
$18.55 billion to the Victorian economy, which is
6.7 per cent of Victoria’s gross state product. It is a very
important and significant sector. It is one that we ought
to treasure and harness. It is one that we ought to
protect very rigidly. The reason the sector continues to
grow — and it does have zigzags and ups and downs
and other issues that members articulated earlier — is
fundamentally because, and I am very mindful and
cognisant of this, of the very good work of the
Department of Primary Industries. It does not just do
this in Victoria but also leads the way around the world.
Members would be aware of my background. I was
born in Uruguay and lived in Argentina. I come from a
region that by and large complements Victoria, which is
a region that does a lot of good work at the World
Trade Organisation level. Victoria is a place where
scientists and researchers do a lot of good work.
Latrobe University’s AgriBio, the Centre for
AgriBioscience, does an enormous amount of good
work and has an enormous number of good
partnerships. It does one thing that we do very well in
this country, particularly in Victoria: it transfers
knowledge. It understands that it can share knowledge
with other jurisdictions in other countries even though,
interestingly, in some ways — as everyone would know
and as farmers certainly do — countries like Argentina,
Uruguay, Brazil and others are our competitors.
However, we complement our work internationally. We
share knowledge and we understand, as other members
have referred to, that there is a food requirement and
food crisis issue and we therefore need to ensure where
possible not only that we are productive but that others,
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our partners or our cousins, if I can call them that, can
be equally productive. That is just by way of general
background. I thought I would take the opportunity of
providing that in the context of this important bill.
The bill amends three acts of Parliament. It seeks to
make a series of mainly technical amendments to the
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 and to extend penalties in a number of areas
without adequate explanation. I understand from the
briefing that the good member for Ripon provided, and
as I referred to earlier, that the opposition will vote
against clause 7 when the bill is in the Council. Further
the bill seeks to make two policy changes to the
Domestic Animals Act 1994, which was amended by
the government twice last year, as well as a series of
minor administrative changes.
The first policy change relates to treating as a child any
person under 18 years of age rather than under 17 years
of age, as at present. The rationale is that it will reduce
red tape and confusion by treating parents as dog
owners and having all matters dealt with in the
Magistrates Court and not in the Children’s Court. The
second stage is to remove the automatic municipal
concession rate for a dog owner who has his or her dog
microchipped. The exemption will be grandfathered
provided the person does not leave the municipality. In
practical terms that means, for example, that if a
resident who is exempted in Kingston moves to Port
Phillip the extra cost could be in the order of $110
annually. The other provisions relate to the Livestock
Management Act 2010. As I understand it there are
three minor technical amendments. I further understand
that consultations have taken place. Given that the
Department of Primary Industries is involved, that does
not surprise me: it does its work and it does it well. It
understands this sector better than any other, and has
always been very good at advising governments,
advancing the interests of this sector and making sure
that the sector leads the world.
Let me be absolutely clear: sometimes it is easy — and
I do not mean that it happened today — to come into
this chamber and to knock a department or a sector of
government. The reality is that this sector and this
department do an enormous amount of good work. I
have known many of the heads associated with the DPI,
starting with the agribusiness centre and Professor
Spangenberg, who is an eminent professor, a scientist
of world calibre and a person amongst so many others
who have made very significant contributions to this
sector in Victoria and Australia.
With these remarks I say that this is one important step
in the right direction¸ with some minor technical
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provisions having been made. It is how you do it in this
sector. You build it, step by step, brick by brick, but
you do it safely and well. I commend the Department of
Primary Industries — and I take pleasure in saying so
repeatedly. I commend the sector as well; I think it is
doing it tough. Farmers are doing it particularly tough,
as you, Acting Speaker, in your region would be aware.
They are doing it tough, but they are doing it very well.
They lead the world, and they make all of us very proud
to be able to say, whether it be in Australia or in any
other country in the world, that the Department of
Primary Industries and this sector in Victoria lead the
world. They are second to none. I think they are the
best there is. We should be very proud of them, protect
them and treasure them.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to speak in the debate on this very important bill.
I am very pleased to hear that the member for Derrimut
on the other side has a fundamental knowledge of this
subject and how important this legislation is to
agriculture throughout this great state of ours. I will say,
though, that the member for Lara, who spoke a little
earlier in the evening, missed a few fundamental points.
He needs to understand that milk does not get produced
in a bottle, steak is not grown at a butcher’s and fruit
does not come out of a can. His understanding of this
bill was very limited. He started talking about the
penalty points and got tied up in that. I just do not think
he understands how important agriculture is to this state
and the flow-on effects it has for all of us through the
regions. We need to support those regions and
industries — not subsidise them but certainly support
them — and that is what this bill does.
The Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2012 has three parts to it. As members heard earlier, it
contains amendments to the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992, the
Domestic Animals Act 1994 and the Livestock
Management Act 2010. I will get to a few of these
amendments in detail. Firstly, the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992 is the
principal act that controls the use of agricultural and
veterinary chemicals in Victoria. The act forms part of
the national registration scheme. That involves a
partnership between the states, the territories and the
commonwealth for regulating all chemicals that are
used on farms.
Why is it necessary to regulate these chemicals,
whether they be agricultural or veterinary chemicals? It
is because, while these chemicals are very important
tools for us all on farms and we can use them to assist
with animal welfare or for spraying our crops, they also
present risks to us. Those risks are twofold, one being
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obviously the safety risk to humans as they are using
the chemicals, whether it be through spraying or, as the
member for Rodney noted, through intramammary
injections of penicillin into the udders of cows or into
other animals. Having been a dairy farmer myself for
many years — the first 20 in Gippsland and then
another 20-odd in northern Victoria — I certainly
understand this industry and livestock and chemicals
well.
Let us take an example of the flow-on effect of
chemicals. The contamination of livestock or food for
that livestock can start very innocently. Let us take the
example of cottonseed that might be grown in northern
New South Wales or southern Queensland. That
cottonseed might then be fed to a cow, whether it be a
beef cow or dairy cow, and that meat or milk then
becomes contaminated because the feed has been
sprayed with something. It is important that we can
trace these processes right through. Just to give a
further example that might help members understand
how deep this whole problem gets, if you inject a cow
to help her with mastitis, for example, and there is a
withholding period of 10 days or 28 days, the cow’s
milk is then contaminated. If that milk is fed to a calf
and that calf is sold for meat purposes, that meat can be
contaminated. Its just shows how careful you need to be
with chemicals, because this flow-on effect can really
cause detriment.
We saw with the live export trade how one rogue trader
really turned our industry upside down on a national
basis, because somebody did not get it right. That did
not occur inadvertently; obviously there were some
concerns there. Certainly harm can be done with
chemicals inadvertently, whether through the feedstuff
for animals or in some other way. This bill will
certainly help to monitor those things.
The Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of
Use) Act 1992 imposes numerous controls over the
chemicals in use. These controls include the
requirement to hold a permit to use certain high-risk
chemicals, the prohibition of the use of other chemicals
and the licensing of commercial ground and aerial
applicators. When crops are being sprayed — and it
might not even be on your farm; it might be spray drift
from another property — it can contaminate the feed,
the feed goes to the cows and so it goes on as I said
before.
It is therefore important that the agvet act enforces
national standards for chemical residues in agriculture
and creates standards for the content and labelling even
of fertilisers so that when a snake oil salesman comes
around trying to sell a new product to a farmer, the
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product is well labelled and the ramifications of using
the product are well understood.
As I said, the member for Lara probably needs to get a
better understanding of how important this is to our
agricultural industries and the state as a whole. This is
an all-encompassing bill; as we have seen, it is not just
about livestock but also about dieldrin residues in
potatoes and other chemical residues in all sorts of
vegetables. The point the member for Lara was raising
was about increasing the maximum penalty from 2 to
5 penalty units for an offence for which an infringement
notice may be served. That will better reflect the
differences in the statutory maximum penalties for
offences under the agvet act. I think it was making light
of the importance of increasing the penalty, but we
need to do that. As I said — and as the member for
Rodney said — it is imperative that if you do the crime,
you have to pay the fine. That stands to reason.
I will quickly move on to the Domestic Animals Act
1994, about which a fair bit has been said already. The
amendments the bill makes to this act are practical
ones. The bill tidies up a grey area that currently exists
regarding pet owners between the ages of 17 and 18. At
present a parent or guardian is only deemed to be the
owner until the person has reached 17 years of age,
which means that if a 17-year-old commits an offence
under the Domestic Animals Act 1994 as the owner of
a cat, dog or whatever it might be, the charges can only
be brought against the 17-year-old, not their parent or
guardian. Rather than that occurring, such charges
should be heard in the Magistrates Court. The
amendment to section 4 of the Domestic Animals Act
1994 will ensure that any charges under the act can be
brought against the parent or guardian and can be heard
in the Magistrates Court.
The third part of the bill amends the Livestock
Management Act 2010. This was developed to provide
a framework for the regulation and enforcement of
livestock management standards relating to animal
welfare, biosecurity and certainly food safety, which I
was talking about earlier in my contribution. The
regulation of livestock management standards will
provide assurance to customers and the general
community regarding livestock management practices.
It will certainly assist in maintaining productivity and
market access for livestock businesses. It is an
international market that we live in, and the changes we
make, the paperwork involved, is not a threat to these
industries; it actually helps us to compete, particularly
against countries that do not have such regulations.
That is why we are very proud of our history in exports
and why we will continue to be proud of that while we
keep the correct checks and balances in place.
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I will summarise by saying that this is an important bill
to support our agricultural industries. My electorate of
Murray Valley has many great industries. It certainly
has enormous tourism and manufacturing sectors, but it
is agriculture that courses through its veins — it is
agriculture that keeps us alive in good times and bad.
That is the foundation of the Murray Valley.
Agriculture equals exports, and exports turn into jobs,
prosperity and the ability to import, and all Victorians
then become beneficiaries of this. With these
comments, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I take great delight in
rising to speak on the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. I will make a few comments on
some of the contributions made by other members and
in particular on an interjection by the member for Lara
while another member was on his feet talking. He
suggested that making a comment on another member’s
contributions is not contributing to debate and not
talking on the bill. I found it interesting that the member
for Lara does not understand that refuting comments
made by other members is actually part of the debate
and part of talking on the bill. I note that he has done
this a number of times. I am intrigued that someone
who has been in this place for such a long time has no
idea about the purpose of debating a bill.
I also note that the opposition is planning to move an
amendment in the Legislative Council to remove
clause 7. I find it interesting that if it were moved in this
house, the person who flagged the amendment would
probably not be voting for it, because he made it quite
clear that he did not consider it to be a very good
amendment and that he would probably not support it if
were moved in this house. He made the point, while
interjecting, that this is probably why it is not being
moved in this house.
In my contribution I will concentrate more heavily on
the Domestic Animals Act 1994. In particular I will
focus on clause 13 of the bill before us, the Primary
Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, which
talks about dangerous dogs and amends the Domestic
Animals Act 1994. Under section 3 of that act
‘dangerous dog’ means a dog which has been declared
to be dangerous by a council under part 3 or a dog
which by virtue of the operation of section 34A is a
dangerous dog.
I turn to section 34(1) of the act, which says:
A Council may declare a dog to be a dangerous dog —
(a) if the dog has caused the death of or serious injury to a
person or animal by biting or attacking that person or
animal …
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That leads me to go to the definition of ‘serious injury’.
You will understand where I am going, Acting Speaker,
when I finally make it there. Under section 3 of the act:
serious injury means —
(a) an injury requiring medical or veterinary attention in the
nature of —
(i)

a broken bone; or

(ii) a laceration; or
(iii) a partial or total loss of sensation or function in a
part of the body; or
(iv) an injury requiring cosmetic surgery.

I will stop my definitions there and move on to why I
raised this, which involves my personal experiences
with what at the time I did not consider dangerous dogs
but perhaps should now actually be considered
dangerous dogs. This also leads me to talk about
teenagers. The reason I mention this is that one of the
purposes of the legislation before us is to amend the
Domestic Animals Act 1994 to raise the legal age of an
owner of a restricted breed dog from 17 to 18. As a
teenager, and even before that, I had a number of
incidents with dogs which, as I have said, I may not
have considered dangerous at the time — and I would
not have known whether they were or were not — but
perhaps they should be considered dangerous now.
As a 12-year-old or 13-year-old boy doing your paper
round, throwing papers onto people’s lawns, if a nice
little dog comes up and bites you on the rear end, you
do not consider whether or not you should run off to the
council to report the dog. It is just a nice little bite, you
have a hole there, it bleeds and it does not feel very
good, but you do not consider whether or not you
should go to the council. Someone who is not all that
mature of mind might not necessarily understand the
implications of these things. On that particular
occasion, I was lucky that it was just a nice little nip,
and off the dog went. However, under the Dangerous
Animals Act 1994, that dog, if not already declared a
dangerous dog, probably would have been declared a
dangerous dog had I had the good sense at the time to
do something about it.
Moving on a number of years, one of my first full-time
jobs was door-to-door sales. I remember going through
the back streets of Abbotsford, walking into a factory
with books in hand, ready to sell them to the owner, and
looking around, calling out for the owner. The owner
did not arrive, but when heading into the office who
should I see but another nice little dog! I did not know
at the time whether this particular dog was a dangerous
dog, but the scar on my hand that shows a nice little

2049

bite mark would suggest that the dog should have been
declared a dangerous dog. Once again, not being old
enough or wise enough to understand that I should
actually do anything about it besides run down to
Victoria Street to see a doctor for an injection to
prevent any problems from arising, it did not occur to
me — and interestingly enough it also did not occur to
the doctor — that we should report that dog and
possibly have it declared a dangerous dog.
These two incidents were quite minor, but I am sure we
all know of or have heard of other incidents where a
dog attack has had more serious consequences. I recall
another incident, not involving myself but rather my
niece. Sometimes we do not consider our pet to be
dangerous or a problem. We can be quite lax with pets.
One of my sisters had a dog and usually kept it in an
enclosure. I remember hearing of one occasion — this
was in Perth and I was in Victoria — when my niece
got into an argument with my sister. The dog, being a
dog, decided to protect what it considered to be its
owner. The result was that my niece had to have plastic
surgery to correct some hideous results of that dog
attack. That dog no longer exists, which is probably a
good thing, given that incident.
As I say, kids do not understand. This is why we need
to make sure that the responsibility for dogs lies with an
adult, and that is why it is a good thing that this bill will
amend the Domestic Animals Act 1994 and place
responsibility for pets clearly with the parent or
guardian of a minor. Lots of teenagers consider that
they own a dog, but the responsibility for that pet —
that dog or that cat — will lie with the parents, as it
should. That is clause 13 of the bill, which amends the
Domestic Animals Act 1994.
The bill also amends a couple of other acts. I will not go
into those because I do not pretend to know too much
about veterinary chemicals or livestock management,
not being a farmer or a vet. However, a number of other
clauses amend the Domestic Animals Act 1994.
Clause 10 says that a person must be 18 years of age to
be the owner of a dog or cat. That is sensible.
Clauses 11 through to 18 all further amend the
Domestic Animals Act 1994.
This is a good, sensible bill based on the fact that, as I
have shown from my own experiences, people under
the age of 18 do not necessarily understand the
consequences when it comes to animals. It is a good
amending bill, and I commend it to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012.
The purposes of this bill are a little lengthy but they are:
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(a) to amend the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals
(Control of Use) Act 1992 to —
(i)

provide for a further prohibition on selling certain
stock or agricultural produce unless the seller has
disclosed to the buyer certain information about the
stock or produce; and —

I will return to that provision in a little while —
(ii) insert a requirement for the return of cancelled or
suspended authorities to the chief administrator;
and
(iii) increase the maximum penalty for an infringement
offence; and
(iv) make other miscellaneous amendments to that Act;
and
(b) to amend the Domestic Animals Act 1994 —
(i)

to provide for an age limit of 18 years for minors
under that Act; and

(ii) to remove the reduced registration fee for
permanently identified dogs and cats; and
(iii) to make other miscellaneous amendments to that
Act; and
(c) to amend the Livestock Management Act 2010 to make
miscellaneous amendments to that Act.

I see this as a common-sense bill in that it is part of our
management of the statutes to pick up some of the
things that need attending to in these areas. I support the
contributions of the members for Benalla, Rodney and
Murray Valley, who understand livestock very well.
They are livestock experts. However, there are a couple
of points I want to make.
I refer firstly to clause 7. I was in the chamber when the
member for Ripon made his contribution on this clause.
He objected to the penalties for infringing some of the
provisions in this bill. I find that interesting, particularly
when we are looking at the integrity of the quality
assurance system.
Clause 3 of the bill deals with what I call the knock-on
contamination effect. The bill identifies a loophole. We
all know about withholding periods for chemicals and
how important they are to the integrity of our quality
assurance chain and what our customers want to see.
Farmers know that if you spray a paddock for one
reason — and it is not unusual, particularly in my area
of the Mallee, when you are preparing areas for sowing
grain to bowl over the green grass with a herbicide —
that you need to withhold the stock until that herbicide
has dissipated before you allow them graze off that dry
feed. I think that practice is probably not unusual in
other parts of the state as well. However, if we cut that
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feed and move it on before the withholding period has
expired and that is fed to animals, then we have a
problem with the quality assurance and what our
customers expect from us.
The relevant clause in the bill picks up the fact that the
seller of the produce has got to provide the paperwork
so that there is integrity for everybody within that
system. I think that is good thing to pick up. I know it
adds some difficulty, but it is certainly important. Stock
food comes from a number of sources and, as we know,
a lot of stock food moves some distance in Victoria.
Clause 3, as I said, covers that particular issue.
The other provisions of the bill that I want to make a
contribution on relate to dangerous dogs, something
that has been close to all of our hearts in recent times
because of some of the issues that have arisen. These
are covered in part in clauses 12, 13 and 14 of the bill.
It makes reasonable sense to make these changes to the
Domestic Animals Act 1994. The bill sets out some of
the procedures that have to be followed in dealing with
the desexing of dogs and cats and with dangerous dogs.
The bill changes the age at which a person is allowed to
admit someone to a dwelling where a dangerous dog is
present. It also prescribes the minimum age for an
occupier of premises where a dangerous dog is kept.
This is also being tidied up.
This has been a very sensitive issue in our community. I
know that a dog is man’s best friend, but some are not
so friendly. We have heard of a number of examples
where this has been the case. As with the previous
member’s recollections about his paper round, for some
time my parents had a milk delivery business and I too
met a few dogs who were not very friendly! That
seemed to be an occupational hazard. However, we
have come a long way from that. Most of my incidents
were fairly minor, but we are considering dangerous
dogs in this bill because of the experiences of some
people over time. The provisions in this legislation
regarding dangerous dogs make good sense.
With the comments I have made on the need to
maintain the integrity and quality of our Australian
produce so that it can attract a premium price
everywhere it is sold because of the way it is managed,
I am going to commend this bill to the house and wish
it a speedy passage.
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I rise to speak on the
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012.
A purpose of the bill is to amend the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) Act 1992. From
the outset I will say that the coalition government is
committed to agriculture and put on the record that
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there are members on this side of the house who have
had quite a lot of experience in the agricultural industry,
as opposed to those on the other side. The coalition
government is committed to biosecurity and in
particular the protection of our food supply chain and
international export markets from chemical
contamination or residue.
This wonderful country we live in, certainly the state of
Victoria, has a strong agricultural sector from which we
export, and we are proud of that. This week the
government handed down its budget. It indicated to
people in Victoria that it was a tough budget but a
responsible one. Whilst small business will find it
tough, we have to protect the industries that are doing
well at the moment from the agricultural perspective.
The bill is really about the chemicals that are being
used in produce. As I understand it, it is the
responsibility of the seller to inform the buyer of the
fact that a chemical may have been used in a particular
form of produce. Essentially this bill will fill a gap. For
example, if some chemical has been applied to a
pasture and a certain amount of time is required to pass
before it is harvested but it is fed to an animal in that
time, the owner must tell the buyer that the animal has
eaten the produce prior to the expiry of the withholding
period. With the different chemicals that are used to
protect produce from insects, pests, diseases et cetera,
there can be a variety of time periods. Without being
specific, if a person is purchasing prior to the expiry of
the withholding period a particular form of produce
which has had a chemical applied to it, it is important
that that purchaser be informed of that.
If livestock have consumed some contaminated
produce, that could potentially go on to individuals. It
could be passed on in the form of milk through the
dairy industry or through some form of crop or
vegetation and end up on our dinner tables. That can
have health consequences. If there has been some
identified contamination, that could retard the import or
export of that particular item and could then impact on
the reputation of the place of origin of the food. There
are potentially a lot of long-term ramifications should
that be the case.
It is important that with the amendments in the bill we
tighten up the legislation and get rid of the gap so that
when we are buying, importing or exporting produce
the seller will be informed of any chemicals used. As I
said, the coalition government is committed to the
agricultural sector. We want to see it continue, survive
and flourish in the years ahead.
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The other amendment I wish to speak on is the
amendment to the Domestic Animals Act 1994. This is
of interest as it makes the legislation consistent with the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005. Basically, it
does a couple of things. At the moment if a family of
two parents and children under the age of 18 has a
family dog and for some reason the adults are not in the
house and a minor, someone of 17 years or younger, is
looking after the family dog, they are not legally
responsible for that animal. Something definitely needs
to be addressed there. If the animal were found to be
doing something wrong — as I said, it is about the
responsibility component — or if a dog were barking or
a dog or cat were at large, then it would be difficult for
a minor to be responsible, but someone of 18 years or
more would certainly be responsible for that animal’s
behaviour. Clauses 13 to 16 are about the sensible
enforcement and consistency of the act. This is about
tightening up the legislation and, as I said, about taking
responsibility for a particular animal.
Clause 12 provides that a vet needs to see an animal,
whether it be a cat or a dog, before desexing it. As it
stands, as I understand it, registration is mandatory for
pet animals from the age of three months, and the local
council determines if an animal has to be desexed or
registered. Essentially this legislation does not penalise
any particular person; it is about motivating a vet to
assess whether an animal should be desexed or not. It
also protects veterinarians from being pressured,
potentially by a good client, a long-term client or a
regular client, into writing a document, as they can rely
on the law to say that they are not allowed to do so
unless they physically see the animal concerned. It is
not something that can just be done verbally or on a
handshake basis; a clinical veterinary practitioner must
actually see the animal and then make that decision.
Certain councils around Victoria have desexing orders
in place under section 10A of the Domestic Animals
Act 1994. Thirteen councils in Victoria offer desexing
for affected animals, whether dogs or cats. The
Kingston City Council in my electorate introduced that
service on 1 January 2009 for dogs and cats. That is
quite interesting. The other council in my electorate,
Glen Eira City Council, does not have any such
provision in place at this point in time.
In earlier contributions some of my colleagues talked
about dangerous dogs and about incidents or events
involving dogs that these members had experienced on
their paper rounds when they were young. I too had that
experience when I was doing my paper round many
years ago. A very small dog took a nice little chunk out
of my ankle. It was extremely painful and
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uncomfortable, so I think amending this act is certainly
worthwhile, and I am very supportive of that.
The other thing I want to point out relates to clauses 17
and 18. Clause 17 is a transitional clause. Clause 18 is
about registration. A dog or a cat must be registered, as
I said, at three months. If the registration has been in
place since 2007, the animal must be microchipped in
order to be registered. But if you want to register an
animal and you meet one of the criteria you receive a
discount on the registration. Those criteria include
participating in a dog training program, desexing your
animal or being a member of a particular organisation.
As I said, if you meet one of these criteria you can get a
discount on the registration of your animal. This section
will be proclaimed in April 2013, as I understand it.
This means that the owner of any animal registered and
microchipped before April 2013 will receive this
reduced registration rate for the life of that animal.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The time has come for me to interrupt the
proceedings of the house. The honourable member will
have the call when this matter is next before the
chamber.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) — The
question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Murradoc Road, St Leonards: upgrade
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Public Transport, who is also the
Minister for Roads. The action I seek is that the
minister guarantee funding in the VicRoads
Barwon-south western region allocation in the 2012–13
budget to enable urgently needed works on Murradoc
Road, St Leonards. Murradoc Road is in fact a road that
runs between Drysdale and St Leonards, but the bit I
am particularly referring to is the main street of
St Leonards on the Bellarine Peninsula. Unfortunately
the condition of the road in the St Leonards bit is very
poor, and it is made even worse when there is rain,
which happened with recent flooding last week near the
primary school and community hall.
The St Leonards Progress Association has been a very
strong advocate, raising concerns with council and
VicRoads about the state of the road and the need for
improvement. The St Leonards Progress Association
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has also been an active participant in the planning
process about how to improve this particular part of
Murradoc Road. I have written to the minister and I
have also raised the issue in this house, but
unfortunately so far we have not seen a resolution.
Accessibility and safety issues are the major concerns
with the road where it runs between the lake, the
primary school and the busy shopping centre. The
proposed upgrade for this section of the road includes
footpath works and the construction of kerbing and
guttering. A cycle lane is also proposed, which will
make the road safer for the increasing number of local
and visiting cyclists and ultimately will benefit all road
users by making the road more accessible and safer to
share.
The City of Greater Geelong is committed to
undertaking an upgrade and has undertaken an
extensive consultation with traders and through a panel
process. Council funding for the upgrade is allocated in
its current budget, and it has also advised that the
money will be carried over into the 2012–13 budget. It
makes sense to allocate the funds from the VicRoads
Barwon-south western budget in 2012–13 to match up
with the City of Greater Geelong’s commitment to get
the work done in the coming financial year. A relatively
small contribution of around $250 000 is required. I
again call on the Minister for Public Transport to
urgently guarantee to the community of St Leonards
that this funding is contained within the Barwon-south
western region’s budget allocation for 2012–13.

Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands Discovery Centre:
funding
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Water. The action I seek is for the
minister to determine how the Edithvale-Seaford
Wetlands Discovery Centre can be better utilised by the
community in the future. This $4.9 million centre
opened in November last year and aims to educate
students and other visitors about the role of the
wetlands and its flora and fauna. It is a state-of-the art
building and a wonderful asset in the community — or
it would be if anyone could access it. It seems that
when making this generous donation to the community
the former government looked no further than building
it and gave no thought whatsoever to providing ongoing
funding to staff it.
After receiving a number of complaints at my office I
made inquiries of Melbourne Water and discovered that
the delay had been caused to some degree by the
collapse of an internal ceiling, which has since been
repaired. Up until March there were still a number of
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building faults that prevented full use of the centre, and
it is unclear if they have been resolved. We were also
told that no money had been set aside for staff. While
its planning permit allows the centre to operate from
Monday to Sunday between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 p.m.,
apart from two public open days in November the
centre has only opened for a three-month trial period
every Tuesday between 2.00 p.m. until 4.00 p.m — that
is, for 2 hours a week. This has now come to an end.

roundabout, near Essendon station, there is a transport
interchange. There is also a transport interchange at
Moonee Ponds junction. At the junction of Mount
Alexander Road, Pascoe Vale Road, Puckle Street and
Ascot Vale Road — or roundabout, as it could be
described — there is a transport interchange with buses
as well. Each of these junctions lacks a super-stop.
There is also a roundabout at the junction of Lincoln,
Keilor and Mount Alexander roads.

I understand that Melbourne Water is continuing
discussions with stakeholders, including the local
councils and the Friends of Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands
group, to find ways of having the centre open more
often. Melbourne Water’s long-term plan is to protect
wetlands and recognise community education as a
crucial step towards healthier waterways. The centre
supports Ramsar convention goals for communication,
education, participation and awareness of wetlands, and
it cannot do this if it is not open.

The three roundabouts currently do not have
super-stops. The critical issue is that they are transport
interchanges but people are unable to access a
super-stop and all the disability access requirements
that come with them, or to access the other forms of
transport at the interchanges, whether that be the
SmartBuses, the range of buses at Moonee Ponds
junction or the other train services at one end of Puckle
Street or at Essendon station. So you have a series of
complex transport interchanges that need super-stops
and all the disability requirements that go with them,
but because of the inherent challenges of creating them
they have been left until late in the rollout.

While this situation is the fault of the former
government and is yet another example of its gross
financial mismanagement, I ask that the minister
investigate this issue as a matter of urgency to
determine how the Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands
Discovery Centre can be better utilised by the
community.

Trams: route 59
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — The issue I wish to
raise tonight is for the Minister for Public Transport,
and it relates to the planning and anticipated works to
be undertaken for tram super-stops along the
no. 59 tram route, which runs from Elizabeth Street to
Airport West and from Matthews Avenue, Airport
West, to Westfield, and when three specific
roundabouts in the works for those super-stops will be
undertaken. What we currently have along the
no. 59 tram route are a number of super-stops that have
been completed or where works are currently being
undertaken. Over a series of years works have been
undertaken along Matthews Avenue at one end of the
tram route, and I understand that works are currently
being undertaken on Flemington Road and at the top of
Mount Alexander Road. The great challenges are not at
either end, they are in the middle, and that is probably
why they have been left until last.
There are three roundabouts, and because they are
roundabouts, they are limited for space. They will need
super-stops located somewhere on them or near them,
but there are also issues that need to be considered
because these are transport hubs. At the Mount
Alexander Road, Napier Street and Essendon station

My request is not only that the minister find out when
the planning and anticipated works might be conducted
for these super-stops but also that he ask the hard
questions of his department as to how these matters will
be resolved, because they are quite complex and they
need more than just a single solution. To be resolved
completely they need some quite comprehensive
transport, traffic and pedestrian interchange
requirements.

Rural City of Benalla: business development
officer
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development. I request that he
provide funding support for the appointment of a
business development officer for the Rural City of
Benalla. Benalla is my home town and has been since
1975. There are a lot of great people in Benalla, and it
is a great location. Over the past decade we have
experienced tough times, but since the advent of the
coalition government we have been well supported
through the Regional Growth Fund. For example,
$2 million has been allocated to local government
infrastructure, which will be used for a swimming pool
upgrade and the development of a new library, which
will be known as the Weary Dunlop learning centre.
Benalla has also been the beneficiary of a program
called Advancing Country Towns, where the focus is
on improving the education of our young people and
also improving the job readiness of our people
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approaching employment age. The missing part of the
jigsaw is that we need more job opportunities in
Benalla, particularly in light of the pressures on
manufacturing which have seen, amongst other things,
the closure of Godfrey Hirst Carpets, which resulted in
the loss of around 120 jobs over an 18-month period.
What I am seeking is assistance from the minister and
the coalition government to encourage existing
businesses to grow and create more jobs and also to
attract new businesses to the area. I should make the
point that our community is not just sitting back and
asking for help. This month we have a program in place
called 31 Jobs in 31 Days. That is about encouraging
local businesses to create 31 jobs in our area, and it is
also about encouraging young people and job seekers to
enhance their skills through such means as conducting
mock interviews and developing their CVs.
We are having a crack at improving our own situation,
but we need help from the state government to build on
our existing efforts. To this end a business development
officer would be a great acquisition. They could support
the existing efforts of people such as Tony McIlroy, the
CEO; Jeanie Hall, who is a bundle of energy; Justin
Finlayson; Veronica Schilling and all of the staff at
Benalla Rural City Council; and the broader
community. The sort of help that we could have from a
business development officer would be the
development of a business case for the upgrade of the
Benalla Airport and an associated industrial
development there. The Minister responsible for the
Aviation Industry has already visited the area, and he
has indicated that what we have got in mind would be a
good candidate for a grant from the $20 million
Regional Aviation Fund.
I reiterate that my request is to the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development, and I am seeking his
support to help fund a business development officer so
that Benalla can get back on a roll.

St Kilda Park Primary School: disability
funding
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education. The specific
action I seek is that he work with his department,
St Kilda Park Primary School and the family of Ella
Bunn to secure a better Program for Students with
Disabilities (PSD) package as a matter of urgency,
thereby allowing her to continue her education at
St Kilda Park Primary School.
I seek this assistance because Ella Bunn is a student in
grade 3 at St Kilda Park Primary School who three
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years ago underwent a major operation to remove a
significant brain tumour. Her chances of survival were
rated as very poor, and her family was expecting the
worst, but with assistance from expert medical support,
the love and support of her family and, subsequent to
that, the support of her local school community she has
made an amazing recovery. Her struggle, her bravery
and the support of all those around her, particularly her
parents, Sophie and Jamie, have been remarkable. This
has been at considerable emotional and financial cost to
the family.
As I said, Ella is now in grade 3 and has made steady
but remarkable progress. She is now faced with a
situation where the level of support she receives
requires her to be at school four days a week together
with her rehabilitation programs. She is now in a
position to extend her recovery to a full five days a
week, but her family is being forced into choosing
between four days a week and recovery or five days a
week at school and no assistance for rehabilitation. Of
course this is a choice that no parent should be asked to
make.
After considerable struggles over the past four years to
deal with a range of complex issues and support
associated with Ella’s condition, it would be of great
assistance to this family if the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development were to increase its
PSD package for Ella Bunn from level 5 to level 6. I
have indicated in earlier correspondence to the minister
that I would be more than happy to assist in facilitating
a meeting between the minister and his office or the
department with Ella, her family and the school so they
could learn firsthand of the strong community, family
and personal support that Ella brings to her struggle to
make a full recovery and to allow her to continue and
indeed blossom in her education and her recovery.

Melbourne Writers Festival: funding
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Tonight I rise to
ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events to
provide some funding to help market the 2012
Melbourne Writers Festival, which will be held here in
Melbourne between 23 August and 2 September. This
funding is needed to build recognition of the festival
interstate as a prominent cultural event in Melbourne.
By marketing it as a tourism event we will not only be
raising the profile of the festival itself but also of course
promoting Melbourne’s literary culture, which will
attract more tourists to Melbourne and continue to build
on Victoria’s arts culture. Melbourne is one of only five
cities worldwide that have earnt the esteemed title of
UNESCO City of Literature. We share that honour with
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Edinburgh, Iowa City, Dublin and Reykjavik, so it is
important for us to support this great festival.
The Melbourne Writers Festival is run as a
not-for-profit operation and has been the cornerstone of
Melbourne’s literary culture since 1986. The festival’s
success and the success of Melbourne writers,
publishers and people working across the industry have
provided an opportunity for Melbourne’s community of
readers and writers to grow and prosper.
The 2012 Melbourne Writers Festival will be held, as I
said, from August through into September. The festival
program features a range of literary activities, including
discussions, debates, readings, film screenings,
interviews, literary banquets, performances, workshops
and book launches. As it does every year, the festival
will also feature a lively schools program, which is
fantastic for all children. I encourage children from all
areas of Melbourne and Victoria to get involved. It is
for primary and also secondary students. Each year the
festival invites novelists, playwrights, poets,
screenwriters, journalists, songwriters, bloggers and
other people associated with words to attend the
festival.
The hub of the festival will be Federation Square, with
over 350 international and local writers participating in
well over 300 events to be held in various locations
right around the city. The festival has in the past
attracted audiences of over 50 000 people, so it is a very
impressive festival. It is beautifully run and certainly
very significant to us here in Victoria.
Again I ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events
to assist the festival by providing funding to help
market it in 2012 and to help build up its profile as
probably Australia’s most prominent literary cultural
event, and in turn assist Melbourne’s art culture and
help us out as a city of literature.

Plenty Road, Mill Park: traffic management
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads, and the
action I seek is for the minister to investigate the traffic
bottlenecks along Plenty Road where it intersects with
Blossom Park Drive and Childs Road in Mill Park and
further south at Mayfield Drive in Mill Park and to fund
remedial works as soon as possible.
Plenty Road is a significant north–south arterial road
that carries tens of thousands of vehicles each and every
day. In fact 40 000 vehicles use Plenty Road north of
Blossom Park Drive and Childs Road per day, and over
50 000 vehicles use it to the south. Childs Road carries
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approximately 19 000 vehicles and Blossom Park Drive
6000 vehicles a day. A further 3600 vehicles use
Mayfield Drive. These intersections are also classified
black spot sites.
The minister is well aware of the millions of dollars
invested by the previous Labor government to duplicate
Plenty Road between Civic Drive in Mill Park and
Hawkstowe Parade in South Morang. These major
works included installation of a range of traffic signals
along this stretch of road. The duplication works have
assisted in moving traffic more freely and enabling
residents to move more freely through the fast-growing
community in the area to access jobs, schools,
hospitals, shops and public transport points.
It is vital that government investment continue to be
made so that families and businesses in my local
community are not left stuck in traffic, wasting precious
time that they would prefer to spend at work or at
school or indeed with their families. Unfortunately the
Baillieu government has not allocated any money
whatsoever to any road projects in my electorate in
either last year’s or this year’s budget. This is not good
enough. Families and businesses in my electorate
deserve their fair share of funding for roads. That is all
they want — their fair share. The minister must act
quickly — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — So you got nothing too; is
that right?
The minister must act quickly so that road congestion
and safety problems do not build up due to a failure of
investment by this government. I wish to state that had
the Baillieu government backed Labor’s election
commitment to build the Mernda transit busway it
would have been up and running by now and relieving
some of the traffic pressure of vehicles moving south
from Mernda and South Morang along Plenty Road.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Murray Valley electorate: elite athlete funding
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, who I am very pleased to see is in the house
tonight. The action I seek is for him to assist our local
athletes in Murray Valley electorate financially to
ensure that they are able to travel to elite sporting
events, because the tyranny of distance, certainly for
those from the regions, can be a major drawback and
can limit their success.
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In Murray Valley we have a very strong record of elite
athletes. Members might recall Dean Woods from the
1984 Los Angeles Olympics. He is a home-grown
Wangaratta boy, and he was a gold medallist in the
cycling. We need to support people like Dean Woods
now and in the future, because it is one thing to make it
onto the world stage, but it is also about what people
give back to the community as time goes on, and Dean
Woods is doing that now as a mentor. It is really
important that we support those people to reach those
levels.
Another athlete in Wangaratta is Sharon Scholz, an
ultra-marathon runner who has had excellent success
throughout the world. She has now come back, and she
recently ran in the Wangaratta Fun Run with over
600 others; it is a great community event. I must say the
fun run — and some would say those two words do not
go together — was over a month ago, and I am still
struggling to walk, having competed in it.
As a pre-election commitment we talked about wanting
to assist the best athletes in Victoria and supporting
them from the grassroots level through to the
international level. We can do that by increasing
assistance to them and in particular by assisting and
supporting high-achieving athletes to maximise their
potential and lift their national ratings. The sporting and
recreation clubs in our communities really are the
centre of most of our communities and part of the social
network. They provide an environment where people
can meet, enjoy each other’s company and play sport,
and clubs provide significant informal mentoring and
support to these structures within the community.
As I said, assistance to Victoria’s elite athletes is very
important through state sporting organisations, and I
hope the minister can consider the Murray Valley,
because it will assist our athletes to achieve but also
help our communities in what they bring back to them.
I ask the minister to support this request.

Werribee Magistrates Court: security
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — The matter I wish to raise
is for the Attorney-General, and the action I seek is that
he review, and in so doing upgrade, the security
arrangements at Werribee Magistrates Court to ensure
there are adequate facilities to safeguard the protection
of court users and staff.
Werribee Magistrates Court faces a number of security
shortfalls. The entrance to the court is protected only by
walk-through metal detectors, which are not manned by
protective services officers (PSOs). The area around the
detectors is not secure and could easily be
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circumvented. The absence of PSOs at the court has led
to the local police station being obliged to provide one
officer from its already stretched forces to oversee
security. In addition, the waiting areas are open plan
and do not lend themselves to separating parties to a
dispute. This is of serious concern given that a large
proportion of the cases that the court deals with are
family-violence based. The situation is exacerbated by
the fact that the location of the male and female
amenities increases the potential for parties to come
into contact with each other. This is an issue of
particularly profound concern. I am aware that there has
already been an incident this year where serious
violence was avoided only because of the excellent
work by a police prosecutor and two police officers
who were fortuitously present.
Werribee Magistrates Court currently has a single
operating courtroom, which is inadequate for its needs
for two main reasons. Firstly, the courtroom itself is
very small, with the dock in particular not sufficiently
distanced from the rest of the court. There is no
provision for safe rooms or a video link for witnesses
and no capacity to hold prisoners securely. This
impedes the ability of witnesses in particular to feel safe
and confident when participating in court procedures,
and it drains resources, as prisoners must be held at and
transported from Werribee police station, which is
some 2 kilometres from the court.
Secondly, having a single courtroom reduces the
number of matters the court is able to hear, which has
resulted in only mentions being heard at that location
and parties to contested matters being forced to travel to
the Sunshine court, which is more appropriately
resourced. Despite this reduced workload, the court is
operating at capacity and is consistently overcrowded,
which can aggravate the security concerns outlined
above.
I understand that the infrastructure inadequacies of the
court have been apparent for some time and will not be
able to be rectified immediately. On this subject, I have
in the past advocated, and I continue to advocate, for a
justice precinct in the city of Wyndham, which would
provide a much more appropriate level of service to the
community. As part of the review of security
arrangements, the court should be provided with PSOs
and video link capacity as a matter of urgency in order
to meet the immediate and serious concerns for the
physical safety of those attending Werribee Magistrates
Court.
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Hastings electorate: youth project funding

Responses

Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development. The action I seek is assistance
with a project to support the youth of Hastings. I seek
funding for a project in Hastings that will offer young
people at risk or those who are disengaged from
education with opportunities to raise their self-esteem,
build networks across all ages and develop new social,
educational and career pathways. Hastings has school
absenteeism rates, school retention rates and
post-secondary school qualification rates below the
state average. I am seeking assistance for a project
which incorporates a community facility for young
people that will provide mentoring and skills
development opportunities, a youth project which will
meet the needs of young people and address issues such
as wellbeing, lifestyle, education and the role of young
people as part of their local community.

Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The member for Benalla has raised
with me an issue regarding the prospective appointment
of a business development officer by the Rural City of
Benalla. This is a very important position which the city
requires to be filled. The business development officer
would have a number of important tasks in assisting the
economic development unit within the council and
would do so over the course of the next two years.

I understand there are funding initiatives associated
with the community support grants program, which
encourages Victorians to drive their own local
development and funds projects which bring about the
best long-term results for communities. The grants
program supports communities in developing
infrastructure, improving people’s connections to
resources and boosting local skills development and
participation. It is important that young people learn
new skills that provide mentoring and skills
development opportunities and give them the best
opportunities to pilot their way successfully through
their teenage years and into adulthood and to grow and
develop into valued members of their community.
While the majority of young Victorians are successfully
facing the challenges unique to their generation, there
remain some who will need more of our support to
ensure that they can play an active role in our social,
economic and community life. The Victorian
government delivers programs which provide young
people with the necessary skills and training to enter the
workforce and engage with their community and which
put them on the path to achieving their dreams and
aspirations. The Victorian government strongly
believes that learning and working are fundamental
parts of a fulfilling and productive life. They help to
establish, identify and offer choice and independence. I
therefore ask the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development to consider the community support grants
program as a suitable funding resource for a worthwhile
youth project in Hastings.

The council has identified a number of areas where the
talents and expertise of this officer could be directed.
They would be directed towards the tourism sector, a
major attractor of business into the beautiful electorate
of Benalla, and could enable the Winton Wetlands
project to be capitalised on as it continues to gather
momentum. There would also be a capacity for the
council to conduct a business expansion and retention
program and to implement the findings associated with
that to assist local business operators. There is the need
for a much closer liaison with the local education
providers to support business training and skills
development. There is also the need to assist the
Benalla Business Network and to represent the council
in the regional workforce development initiatives.
Suffice to say — and as the member has so ably
outlined — there is a significant need for another
position to be filled within the ranks of the council.
I am pleased to be able to tell the member that the
government will make available an amount of $75 000
from the Putting Locals First program within the
Regional Growth Fund as a means of enabling the
council to employ this additional officer. I am sure the
person concerned will make a great contribution to the
council ranks and will assist it to see these various
initiatives concluded. As ever, the member for Benalla
will provide his able services to the council to assist
where he possibly can.
The member for Hastings has raised with me a request
for assistance in relation to the Backyard Blitz project.
This seems to me to be an important and innovative
project focused on benefiting young people who live in
the member’s electorate and who might be somewhat
disadvantaged for a variety of reasons. The focus of this
project will be to create an outdoor space at the
Hastings Youth Resource Centre. The centre is
intended to incorporate a community garden, a
communal eating space, an indigenous garden and an
outdoor classroom. Importantly, it will enable the
young people who are involved in the project to learn
new skills. Those different skills are intended to include
planning and budgeting, gardening and construction,
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along with healthy eating and matters akin to health
care generally.
I think it is a very far-sighted project on the part of
those who are promoting it. I am pleased to be able to
tell the member that the government will make
available an amount of $50 000 to assist in the delivery
of what I think is a great idea. Mornington Peninsula
Shire Youth Services is going to manage the project,
and I am sure it will be a great success. I certainly wish
it well. The government will make this funding
available through its community support grant system. I
thank the member for raising it with me.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Bayswater has raised with
me the issue of tourism marketing funding for the 2012
Melbourne Writers Festival. I might add that the
member for Bayswater, more importantly, is the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier and Assisting
the Premier with the Arts, and she is doing an
outstanding job in that area. Everywhere I go in the arts
community I hear about what a strong supporter she is
of arts events and culture itself.
The Melbourne Writers Festival will be held from
23 August to 2 September and is one of a number of
cultural events held in Victoria. In relation to the reason
for tourism marketing funding, I have here a
breakdown of the number of visitors that have attended
this particular event. Interstate visitors make up 5 per
cent of the total number of people attending the festival
and international visitors make up 2 per cent. Most of
the interstate visitors, as the member for Bayswater
knows, come from New South Wales — 61 per cent.
From Queensland 14 per cent come, South Australia
8 per cent and Tasmania 8 per cent.
I am pleased to advise the member for Bayswater that
the coalition government will provide $12 500 through
Tourism Victoria’s events program to assist in
increasing interstate and intrastate visitation. That
funding will be used for promotion of the Melbourne
Writers Festival website; program distribution in the
Age, book stores and libraries; print and online
advertising across a range of media; and
cross-promotions with key cultural organisations in
New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory.
The 2012 festival also includes a program for primary
and secondary school students.
As the member for Bayswater knows, arts and culture
play a key role in attracting visitors to our state. In the
year ending December 2011, an estimated
2.8 million domestic overnight visitors to Victoria
participated in a cultural experience while in the state of
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Victoria. This represents 16.7 per cent of all domestic
overnight visitors to Victoria and accounts for an
estimated 10.1 million overnight stays in Victoria
during that period. I again thank the member for
Bayswater for acknowledging not only the importance
of the arts but the importance of visitation for arts
events, and I am delighted to provide that funding to
promote the Melbourne Writers Festival.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Carrum for raising the issue about the
Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands Discovery Centre, which
the member officially opened last November. The
Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands Discovery Centre is a great
resource for the community. It provides an opportunity
for hands-on learning experiences for visitors to the
wetlands. The centre highlights the importance of
wetlands in the water cycle due to their role in natural
stormwater treatment, flood protection and wildlife
habitat. The Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands were listed as
Ramsar wetlands of international significance in 2001,
and this centre helps to showcase migratory birds and
the native vegetation of the area.
I can inform the member for Carrum that Melbourne
Water has included in its 2012–13 corporate plan
$79 385 for the centre. Melbourne Water has made
preliminary budget provisions in its water plan 3 for the
Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands Discovery Centre. The
budget that is yet to be approved by the Essential
Services Commission allocates a 0.3 full-time
equivalent staff member to complete and manage the
education program; $415 000 over five years to
maintain the discovery centre building — that is, for
cleaning, painting and other general maintenance; and
$15 750 per annum for casual staff to deliver the
education program to school groups. In addition to that,
the centre will share in $290 000 in capital funds to
upgrade educational resources at all of Melbourne
Water’s educational facilities.
Melbourne Water is in the process of meeting with the
other water retailers down there and local councils to
determine the potential of the centre for further
community use. There has been interest from the
community and community groups, particularly the
Friends of Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands, in having the
centre open for more public access. Melbourne Water is
currently discussing shared use of the centre with the
friends group to enable the friends group to base itself
there and the potential of cooperation of volunteers to
allow the centre to be open more often to the general
public — perhaps once or twice a month. Melbourne
Water will have that discussion with those interested
community groups and look at all the options for more
community participation in the Edithvale-Seaford
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Wetlands Discovery Centre. I thank the member for
Carrum for raising this issue.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I rise to respond to the matter raised
with me tonight by the member for Murray Valley, who
is a very hardworking and high-achieving member of
this Parliament who has done exceptional work in the
short time he has been in this place.
Tonight he raised the issue of support for high-level
athletes, and he highlighted the fact that there has been
a strong record of elite athletes coming from the
Murray Valley area. He spoke about Dean Woods, a
cycling hero who not only has been a high-achieving
athlete in his own right but also has given back to the
community in the area as a mentor. The member spoke
also about Sharon Scholz, who is an ultra-marathon
athlete and another one who is putting a little bit back
into the community.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DELAHUNTY — As people opposite are
saying, like them, I am a long-time athlete. I still swim
most mornings, and I play a game of golf when I get the
time.
The member for Murray Valley spoke about the need
for greater support for grassroots athletes coming up
through the ranks. We as a coalition government are
committed to assisting Victorians to reach their
potential. In Victoria we have fantastic sports facilities
and fantastic supporters, but we need to make sure we
get a lot of our athletes up to the higher level, both
internationally and, importantly, in the Australian
context. We want to assist them to reach their potential.
In last year’s budget we provided an additional
$2 million over four years to help Victoria’s high-level
athletes reach their potential by making it easier for
them to travel to national or international competitions
or even training venues. This funding enables athletes,
no matter where they live, to access financial assistance
if they need to travel extensively to train or compete.
Under our program elite or developing athletes are
eligible for grants of up to $2000 a year to help
subsidise the cost of travel and accommodation. These
grants are open not only to Olympic sports like tennis,
cycling and swimming but also to participants in such
sports as waterskiing or women’s cricket, which have
previously been deprived of support.
I have recently approved the first round of grants,
which include funding assistance to 349 Victorian
athletes totalling just under $500 000. The member for
Murray Valley will be pleased to know that this
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includes two athletes from Wangaratta. Ashley Gorman
has received $2000 to compete as part of the Australian
tent pegging team in South Africa, and Alexander
Meyland received $2000 to travel to the 2012 Mountain
Bike World Cup in Austria from 29 August to
9 September this year.
Many of our high-level athletes are trying to balance
their sporting careers with school, university or
full-time work. These grants will help to remove some
of the obstacles faced by our high-level athletes and
make it easier for them to focus on representing and
promoting Victoria and Australia. The coalition
government wants to ensure that Victoria’s athletes are
well represented on both the national stage and the
international stage. Our athletes deserve support so they
can aspire to and achieve greatness across Australia and
the world.
I wish the two athletes from the electorate of Murray
Valley all the best, and I am sure they will do not only
Wangaratta and Victoria but also Australia proud.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Albert Park raised with me an issue
regarding a year 3 student, Ella Bunn, at St Kilda Park
Primary School, and indicated the success of her
struggle to overcome some serious medical difficulties.
Through the support of the school, her family and the
medical profession she has been able to re-engage with
school life. The school and the family are seeking to
move from level 5 to level 6 assistance under the
program for students with disabilities.
I am more than happy to follow up that issue for the
member for Albert Park. Those circumstances are
interesting, because it is obvious that there are physical
and intellectual difficulties, and with that mixture under
the student support services there are visiting teachers
for chronically ill students. I am not sure whether Ella
has accessed that, but it is one of the issues that I will
follow up as part of the member’s request. I will get
back to the member as soon as possible on that matter.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — The member for Bellarine raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport, who is also the Minister for Roads. The
action she sought was for the minister to provide
funding from the Barwon-south western region
allocation to upgrade Murradoc Road in St Leonards,
and I will refer that matter to the minister for his
attention.
The member for Essendon raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. The
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action he sought was for the minister to advise of the
timing and allocate funding to provide for three tram
super-stops on tram route 59 between Elizabeth Street
and Airport West. I will refer that matter to the minister
for his attention and response.
The member for Mill Park raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads. The action she
sought was for the minister to investigate the traffic
bottleneck along Plenty Road at Blossom Park Drive in
Mill Park and provide funding for remedial works. I
will refer that matter to the minister for his attention and
direct response.
The member for Tarneit raised a matter for the attention
of the Attorney-General. The action he sought was for
the Attorney-General to review and upgrade security at
Werribee Magistrates Court, which I assume has only
become necessary in the last 12 months and was not a
problem before that. I will refer that matter to the
Attorney-General for his attention and response.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.45 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
Ms Campbell — At the outset I acknowledge that
all rulings from the Chair must be accepted without
dissent. This occurred yesterday during question time
when one by one six opposition members were
removed from the chamber. Having examined
yesterday’s Hansard this morning, I wish to raise a
point of order. As you are no doubt aware, Speaker,
standing order 1 refers to the relationship of our
standing orders with other orders and practices of the
Westminster system. Standing order 58(1)(a) requires
that answers to questions be direct, factual and succinct.
Yesterday during question time new precedents were
set, and in order for us as members to understand which
particular practices of the Westminster system will
continue to apply to future sittings of the Legislative
Assembly and which will not, members of the
opposition as well as acting chairs, would greatly
appreciate a reissuing of Rulings from the Chair with
all the current rulings.
There is now little clarity in relation to references to
precedent. This Parliament, the gallery and the
members of the public who are watching the webcast
need clarity on how the 57th Parliament’s rulings bear
upon, firstly, standing order 1 and any semblance of
consistency with the Westminster system, and
secondly, the application of standing order 58(1)(a) and
its consistency of application. For those such as me
who have experience with the previous and historical
application in this house of the Westminster tradition, it
is now blatantly apparent that we need a reprint of
Rulings from the Chair based upon your rulings,
Speaker, in this 57th Parliament.
Yesterday, as a distraction from the embarrassment of
very senior ministers flailing in their answers on the
need for government jobs — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members of the house
will come to order. Is the member reaching the stage
where she is about to conclude?
Ms Campbell — Yes; very soon, Speaker.
Yesterday we witnessed six opposition members being
ordered to leave the chamber as a distraction from the
embarrassment of senior ministers flailing in their
answers.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough of
the point of order. Alterations are made to Rulings from
the Chair on a reasonably regular basis, and copies are
brought to the house. Rulings from the Chair will be
reprinted when there are enough new rulings, and
copies will be brought to the house as normally occurs.
Ms Campbell — Can I finish my point of order,
Speaker?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Campbell — I cannot hear you, Speaker. I can
finish? I put it to you that it is imperative that as a
matter of urgency we have an update of Rulings from
the Chair so that we can — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to be
seated. I have already said that Rulings from the Chair
comes out on a reasonably regular basis when there
have been enough alterations to the rulings to allow that
to happen. The member has raised a point of order; I
have listened to what she has said. I am telling the
member that Rulings from the Chair will be reprinted in
the normal way.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! I have some comments
about the content of notices of motion. Members on
both sides of the house have over a period of time
raised points of order about the length and content of
notices of motion. Yesterday I spent considerable time
with the clerks reviewing notices of motion, including
notices given in the past few sitting weeks. I am
concerned about an increasing pattern of notices setting
out the terms of the motion and then setting out a
number of points in support of the motion. The effect of
this practice is two-fold: it can be difficult to make
sense of the notice and it leads to unnecessarily long
notices of motion that waste the time of the house.
Therefore I make the following ruling to address the
matter.
Notices should be no longer than 50 words. It is clear to
me from reviewing notices of recent weeks that
members can set out a proposition for the house’s
consideration in less than 50 words. There are two
exceptions to this that I will address at the end of this
ruling.
When members give notice of a motion they are
advising the house of the terms of a debate to occur at a
later time. A motion must be a proposition framed from
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the house’s perspective which is capable of being
debated and voted on. The house must be able to agree
to or defeat the question ‘that the motion be agreed to’.
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Notices must be of a single sentence. This may include
an enumerated list where there are multiple elements to
that sentence. For example, a motion may seek to note
the effect of A and B, which is still a single proposition
set out in a single sentence. Notices must not contain
argument in support of the substance of the motion.
Such comments should be left until the house debates
the motion. This subject was covered in the members
procedural seminar on 26 May 2011.

Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:

There are two exceptions to the requirement for notices
to be fewer than 50 words. These are for notices that
(a) establish, appoint members to or refer matters to
parliamentary committees, or (b) in the opinion of the
Chair are of a procedural nature.

Portarlington Primary School: funding

This morning notices of motion will be heard as they
normally would, but as from the next sitting day notices
will come under the new ruling.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 13 to 27
will be removed from the notice paper unless members
wishing their notice to remain advise the Clerk in
writing before 2.00 p.m. today.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:

That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 22 May
2012.

Motion agreed to.
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Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The community of
Portarlington is bitterly disappointed at the failure of the
current government to include funding for the
redevelopment of Portarlington Primary School in this
year’s budget. There is not even an indication in the
budget that the relatively modest $70 000 needed to
finalise the schematic design has been allocated to the
school.
The school has been listed by the education department
as a high priority for an upgrade since 2010. The school
community has campaigned enthusiastically and
worked hard to demonstrate the genuine need for the
redevelopment of the school. The minister has visited
the school and acknowledged that the need is real. In
response to a question on notice, he restated the
high-priority listing given to the school by the
department. The minister has seen and knows that the
asbestos must be removed and that the rotten timber,
the peeling paintwork, the leaky roof and the poor
ventilation all need to be replaced, not just patched up.
In fact yesterday staff spent the day fixing leaks rather
than teaching children.

Anti-Cancer Council Victoria — Report 2011
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Amendment to Keno
Licence under s 6A.3.23
Police Integrity, Office of — Review of Victoria Police use of
‘stop and search’ powers — Ordered to be printed
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — Revocation of
Code of Practice for the Welfare of Rodeo and Rodeo School
Livestock in Victoria (Revision 1)
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to SRs 27, 28.

Despite this, the school has recently been audited again.
The children of Portarlington and the surrounding area
deserve facilities that match the high standard of
education that they are receiving. The staff deserve
working conditions that enable them to develop and
expand on their teaching. Portarlington Primary School
has waited long enough. The current government has
given no assurances to the school or the community that
it will provide anything other than maintenance and
patch-up repair work. This redevelopment is urgent,
and the minister must provide an assurance to the
community that it is a priority and that the school will
get this urgent upgrade.
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Bayswater electorate: volunteer awards
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It was wonderful
to celebrate the many long-serving volunteers in the
Bayswater electorate with a volunteer appreciation
awards morning tea and certificate presentation. I held
this presentation to thank my local volunteers who had
provided 10 or more years of consecutive volunteering
service to the community. Congratulations to those who
received certificates for more than 10 years of service
and those top five volunteers who also received
trophies for being the longest serving, namely:
Margaret Draeger, 38 years; Beryl Sperling, 40 years;
Alan Hodgkin, 43 years; Clive Manly, 52 years; and the
tireless Tom Bedohazy, 54 years. These people are
truly amazing and an inspiration to all who meet them.

Yawarra Primary School: Garden Gurus
project
Mrs VICTORIA — I was delighted to attend
Yawarra Primary School to help the Garden Gurus
plant shrubs around their school. It was wonderful to
spend time with this group of children who dedicated
their time and effort to planting the shrubs. I would like
to give a special thanks to Fotina, the teacher who
coordinated the students for the morning. I would also
like to thank Sami, Nathan, Meaghan, Brendan, Shae,
Isabelle and Harrison for being members of the Garden
Gurus and for working so well together.
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communities of Victoria to build and strengthen ties
between the two communities. It was held at the
Croatian Club on Matthews Road, Corio. The dinner
was hosted by Croatian Consul-General Mr Antun
Babic. I take this opportunity to commend Mr Babic on
the work he does as Consul-General.
The event commenced with a number of speakers, all
of whom emphasised the importance of a truly
multicultural community and of acceptance and
understanding between the groups. I take this
opportunity to commend each speaker for their
contribution to the night — Nina Bassat, president of
the Jewish Community Council of Victoria, Danny
Lamm of the Zionist Federation of Australia, Graham
Leonard of the Victorian Multicultural Commission,
Mr Antun Babic and last, but definitely not least,
Mr Sergio Marusic, secretary of the Australian Croatian
Congress.
Attendees at the dinner were then treated to some
traditional Croatian dance and music courtesy of the
first-class Lado dance group. Dinner was courtesy of
the Croatian Club, and it was enjoyed by all.
I commend both communities for their leadership and
for having not only the initiative but also the courage to
organise the dinner and in doing so promote friendship
and acceptance between the communities. To all I say a
job well done.

Fairhills High School: presentation ball

Vietnam veterans: Tour of Duty charity ride

Mrs VICTORIA — I had the honour of attending
the Fairhills High School presentation ball. The young
ladies looked beautiful and the young men looked very
handsome. Congratulations to all the students who
participated.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I extend my
congratulations to Boronia RSL member Ted Stapleton
and fellow Vietnam veterans who took part in the Tour
of Duty charity event ride held in March. The
400-kilometre ride over four days raised $50 000 for
the National Vietnam Veterans Museum in Phillip
Island.

Orchestra Victoria: events
Mrs VICTORIA — It was great to attend two
magnificent Orchestra Victoria events, being
collaborations with Burt Bacharach and Michael
Bolton. Once again, Orchestra Victoria excelled itself,
with both artists heaping praise on our players.
Congratulations to Franca Smarrelli, Guy Noble and all
those involved in Orchestra Victoria on showing what a
truly world-class orchestra it is.

Croatian and Jewish communities: dinner
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Last Sunday night,
29 April, together with the member for Caulfield, I had
the honour and pleasure of attending a dinner that was
jointly organised by the Croatian and Jewish

Oxfam: Trailwalker fundraiser
Mr WAKELING — Thank you to my fellow team
members, the member for Gembrook, the member for
Caulfield and parliamentary staff member David
Robertson, for their support and encouragement whilst
our team, Pollie Trailwalkers, completed the
100-kilometre Oxfam Trailwalker in 27 hours and
27 minutes and raised over $4200 for the great work
that Oxfam does to fight poverty both here in Australia
and overseas.

Anzac Day: Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING — It was an honour to be a part
of Anzac Day ceremonies at Heany Park Primary
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School, Wattleview Primary School and the Boronia
RSL.
It was also an honour to assist residents at Waterford
Valley retirement village with their Anzac Day
ceremony and to see their new flagpole, which I
donated to the village.

Jim Dunn
Mr WAKELING — It was a pleasure to recently
present two medals to Jim Dunn. Jim was the recipient
of a National Service Medal and a Defence Service
Medal. This medal was presented to Jim to recognise
his service in the defence of Australia.

H. V. Jones Reserve, Ferntree Gully: facilities
Mr WAKELING — I welcome the recent
announcement for H. V. Jones Reserve to receive
$30 000 funding for the construction of a much-needed
veranda. H. V. Jones Reserve is home to the Mountain
Gate Cricket Club, Boronia Soccer Club, Boronia
Junior Soccer Club and Knox United Soccer Club. I
thank the Minister for Sport and Recreation for his
efforts.

Knox Park: BMX track
Mr WAKELING — The member for Scoresby and
state Treasurer and I welcome the recent announcement
of $44 000 funding for the Knox Park BMX track. The
funding to Knox City Council will be used to upgrade
floodlighting at the track.

Karoo Primary School: student leaders
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to all the
2012 elected captains who were presented with their
badges and certificates at a recent school assembly.

Budget: Northcote electorate
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Projects right
across the north and west of Melbourne have again
been overlooked by the Liberal government. In my
electorate important school upgrades like that at
Thornbury Primary School have been scrapped by the
new Liberal government, no doubt — like the last time
the Liberal Party was in power — because it falls on the
wrong side of the Yarra River.
Cuts to programs designed to improve access to public
transport for those living with a disability has hit tram
route 86, cuts to cycling upgrades have hit hard the
building of the link between the Darebin and the main
Yarra trail, and cuts to TAFE funding, the School Start
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bonus and the education maintenance allowance will
further hurt families already struggling in our
community.
Another project studiously overlooked by the Liberal
government is the upgrade of the Chandler Highway
bridge. I share the bridge crossing with the member for
Kew, but he has expressed little if any concern about
the fact that since the coalition came to office all works
initiated by Labor to unclog this bottleneck have
ground to a halt. This is consistently identified as one of
the worst congestion points in Melbourne’s roads
network. The government’s failure to deal with traffic
heading north and south has an impact not only on the
eastern and northern suburbs but also on traffic on the
Eastern Freeway every morning. As the exit from the
freeway to the Chandler Highway bridge and Kew fills
with traffic, cars begin to clog the two adjacent lanes,
and I have regularly seen buses bogged down trying to
get through the traffic to the Hoddle Street exit.
Instead of continuing Labor’s endeavours to address
this significant pinch point, the Liberals have instead
decided to spend $15 million on another study for a link
from the Eastern Freeway to the Tullamarine Freeway.
Even if this project ever sees the light of day, it will be
poorly served by the Chandler Highway bridge
bottleneck. The time to address this problem is now.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Rodney electorate: volunteers
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — Volunteers are the heart
and soul of communities across the Rodney electorate.
There are many groups, organisations and services that
would simply not exist if not for the hard work of
volunteers. On sporting fields, in our schools, at our
festivals and events, at our hospitals and importantly
during emergencies and natural disasters, people give
their precious time to benefit not only individuals and
groups but also the wider community.
It is estimated that 6 million Australians volunteer
every year. The majority of those who volunteer their
time would be united in saying that they do it not for
themselves but for the benefit of others. Many
volunteers give not to receive thanks or accolades but
for the satisfaction and personal achievement of helping
people across their community.
In the Rodney electorate, where I live, the community
thrives on the goodness of volunteers — at the football
and netball club, on local committees, in schools and
community halls and in other areas such as service
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clubs, the State Emergency Service, the Country Fire
Authority and hospital auxiliaries. Volunteering brings
a sense of community pride and empowers people to
stand together in good times and bad. The act of
volunteering also acknowledges that there is a bigger,
more important reason to take on a volunteer role. It is
about doing something, large or small, not just for your
own benefit but also for that of the wider community.
I encourage all Victorians to take the time to volunteer
in some way, shape or form, see the benefits that will
flow and begin to understand why so many people have
volunteered in the past and will continue to do so into
the future.

Schools: city of Wyndham
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak about the
level of investment in education infrastructure in my
community of Wyndham in the 2012–13 Victorian
state budget. I acknowledge that the storm-damaged
Galvin Park Secondary College has been allocated
$14 million for its rebuild but note that only $832 000
of this amount is allocated to be spent this year, which
looks like another bandaid and another delay for the
permanent fix. The community at Galvin Park needs to
be provided with a time line for the expenditure of the
remainder of the money so they can have certainty
about when classes can be held in permanent and
modern classrooms rather than making do with
temporary demountables, as they are currently doing
and will possibly have to do for years to come. I also
note that the government has still failed, after almost
18 months in office, to honour its pre-election promise
to immediately fund the third and final stage of the
Labor-commenced and $13 million-allocated rebuild of
Werribee Secondary College.
Finally, I note that stage 1 of the construction of Tarneit
Secondary College is to be completed this budget year
and emphasise that this does not mean that the work is
done on the construction of this school. The school
community needs clarity about the future construction
schedule.
The little this budget has delivered for education in the
community is nowhere near adequate. Wyndham’s high
growth rate — it increases by the population of Benalla
every year — means it needs 26 more schools by 2015.
That means a clear and consistent investment strategy is
necessary to avoid creating a corridor of educational
disadvantage.
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Eating Disorders Victoria: Feed the Soul
campaign
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Yesterday I was delighted
to co-host with Jenny Mikakos, a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, the Eating
Disorders Victoria (EDV) Feed the Soul fundraising
campaign. Launched by the Minister for Mental Health,
the campaign is timed to coincide with International No
Diet Day on Sunday, 6 May. EDV’s messages are: to
embrace a healthier relationship with food, that food
feeds our mind just as much as our body and that
healthy bodies come in all sizes. Eating Disorders
Victoria supports and informs people who suffer from
eating disorders, as well as their families and carers. I
encourage everyone to support its campaign.
Eating disorders are increasing in prevalence in our
community. They are illnesses, not choices. Treatment,
once the illness is diagnosed, is not easy. It can take a
long time for the sufferer to resume any semblance of a
normal existence, robbing many of what should be the
most exciting, fun-filled years of their life. Reasons for
the onset of an eating disorder are many and complex,
and it frequently occurs alongside mental illness. The
media practice of presenting unrealistic images
encourages our vulnerable young to strive for what is
not natural.
Israel has recently introduced legislation requiring that
any digitally altered image of the human body produced
in Israel that is published in print or electronically will
now have to carry a statement that the image has been
altered. Australia must follow Israel’s lead. As deputy
chair of the Commonwealth Women Parliamentarians
association, I moved a motion that the federal
government be urged to introduce similar legislation,
and this motion was endorsed by every member of the
committee. Body image is just that — an image, not
reality.

Budget: Kororoit electorate
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise today to grieve
for the people of Kororoit, who yet again have been
completely shafted by the Baillieu government come
budget time. On Saturday, 28 April, I gathered with the
Leader of the Opposition, the shadow Minister for
Public Transport, the member for Keilor, the member
for Melton and over 100 residents in Caroline Springs
for a community rally to discuss funding for the
long-overdue Caroline Springs station. The Minister for
Public Transport was invited to attend to explain to
residents why this government has refused to complete
this vital piece of infrastructure, defined as the ‘famous
road to nowhere’. Not surprisingly, he did not show up.
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I was then not surprised that come budget afternoon,
Caroline Springs station had not been allocated 1 cent
in the 2012–13 state budget, despite this being a key
promise of Ted Baillieu in the lead-up to the 2008
Kororoit by-election. By now residents should not be
surprised at this sort of showing from the Liberals, but
it begs the question: what are the Liberals doing for
residents in Melbourne’s growth areas?
Similarly, the campaign for the upgrade of the
dangerous Main Road level crossing in St Albans was
greeted with the news that there is no new money for
the grade separation promised so emphatically by both
the now Premier and the now Minister for Public
Transport during the 2008 by-election and the 2010
state election campaign. Despite being ranked no. 3 on
the department’s priority list, it seems that commuters
in Melbourne’s west will continue to be subjected to the
dangers of this crossing.
When the only major announcement for residents in
Kororoit is the news that the government is building a
new prison around the corner from their homes, you
know it has been a bad budget.

Mount Waverley electorate: senior citizens
associations
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — Over the last
fortnight I have had the pleasure of attending meetings
of the Armenian senior citizens association and the
Macedonian senior citizens association in Waverley.
Both meetings provided the opportunity to meet with
senior citizens and listen to their interests and needs
whilst discussing my role in serving their constituency.
I thank both organisations for the opportunity to meet
with them and look forward to assisting their ongoing
activities wherever possible.

Anzac Day: Mount Waverley electorate
Mr GIDLEY — On Sunday, 22 April, I attended
the Waverley RSL’s annual Anzac march and
commemoration at the Glen Waverley cenotaph. Anzac
Day provides an important opportunity to acknowledge
the sacrifice of the men and women who fought to
defend the values and heritage of our country and those
of the commonwealth. A smaller dawn service was also
held at the cenotaph on 25 April, which I had the
pleasure of attending.

Anzac Day: city of Monash schools
Mr GIDLEY — Schools in the city of Monash
conducted a number of Anzac ceremonies, including
the combined Rotary Anzac schools service and those
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held at individual schools. These occasions not only
commemorated the sacrifice of servicemen and
servicewomen but also reminded current generations of
our history and the horrors of war. Lest we forget.

Mount Waverley electorate: sporting clubs
Mr GIDLEY — In addition to providing an
opportunity for residents to engage in competitive
sporting activity, local sport brings people from
different backgrounds together and is a great leveller. I
have been pleased to join the Waverley Blues Football
Club and clubs competing at Central Reserve, Glen
Waverley, and Mayfield Park Reserve, Mount
Waverley, in their winter sporting season over the last
few weeks. I look forward to continuing to support
these clubs wherever possible.

Berwick Artfest
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The
Berwick Artists Society, supported by the Rotary Club
of Berwick, recently held its inaugural Berwick Artfest,
an exhibition showcasing original artwork from both
emerging and professional artists. I was invited to open
the exhibition, which took the incredibly hardworking
and dedicated Berwick Artists Society over six months
to organise. A big crowd attended.
The Berwick Artists Society subcommittee responsible
for organising the event included Linda Oeser, Susan
March, Mary Murphy, Rosalind Meadmore, Amanda
Gray, Bronwyn Hopkins, Sheila Daniels and Wendy
Brock. They were ably assisted by the many wonderful
members of the artists society who dedicated their time
and energy to ensuring that the exhibition was such a
success.
Herman Pekel, one of Australia’s leading impressionist
painters, was the special guest judge. With over
250 entries spread across a diverse range of categories,
this was no easy task; however, Herman awarded the
Best in Show award to Gary Miles for his work entitled
Orange Dune. It was one of my favourites too. The
winners in the various categories included Eric
Sheperd, Cherry Beresford, Sylvia Fielding, the
super-talented Ern Trembath, Rob Pritchard, Rosemary
Todman Parrant, Gary Miles, Ruth Chamberlain — I
loved her camellias — and Chantelle Key. The
People’s Choice award was shared between Michelin
Jones for Budding Masterchef and Jan Long for her
piece Together.
The major sponsors of this event included the Rotary
Club of Berwick, Minuteman Press, O’Brien Real
Estate, Jenny’s Original Boards and Ern Trembath, who
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donated his painting Farm at Alexandra, valued at
more than $2000, for a raffle. I was thankful for the
flower arrangements provided by Berwick Flowers,
which were simply stunning. Thank you. The works on
display showcased a wealth of talent from the local
area.

Grand Strzelecki Track: opening
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — This weekend will see
the official opening of the Grand Strzelecki Track and
provide an opportunity for local residents to walk and
view approximately 100 kilometres of trails and
walking tracks. There has been considerable work
undertaken in recent months to establish and
re-establish tracks from Morwell National Park all the
way through to Tarra-Bulga National Park and Balook.
Some of these tracks were impacted upon by the 2009
bushfires, and credit must go to all those who have
assisted in the rehabilitation and extensive works
undertaken so far.
It is fair to say that the Grand Strzelecki Track is not
well recognised outside the Gippsland region; however,
the official opening, to be undertaken by the Deputy
Premier this Sunday, will be a wonderful opportunity to
showcase a pristine part of the world that is right on our
doorstep. Having walked part of the track just last week
with Alan Lewis, project manager, Kevin Heggen,
contractor, and Darryl Whitaker, cameraman, I can
attest to the fabulous and tranquil setting we are blessed
to have in our midst.
Credit must be given to Wellington Shire Council,
Latrobe City Council, Hancock Victorian Plantations
and Bendigo Bank. All ought to be commended for
their support of and commitment to this project. I am
also mindful of the enormous contribution made by
other volunteer groups that promote and maintain our
wonderful park precincts. In recent times we have seen
groups such as Friends of Tyers Park, Friends of
Morwell National Park, St Gwinear Ski Patrol and
Friends of Tarra Bulga National Park receive funding
from the coalition government through the
Communities for Nature grants program and the
Healthy Parks Healthy People community grants
program, indicating our government’s commitment to
accessible, quality parks in Victoria.

Essendon electorate: sporting clubs
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I want to pay tribute
to two key sporting clubs in the Essendon electorate
that do an outstanding job for not only local sports
participants but also the broader community.
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The first one is the Essendon Maribyrnong Park Ladies
Cricket Club. I would like to congratulate its members
on another successful season in which they won several
premierships. I also congratulate their key coach, Mel
Jones, who has been a test player for Australia and also
does great work mentoring and coaching the young
ladies of the cricket club. The club has travelled
overseas to India in recent years, which has expanded
the horizons of many players. That was an initiative of
Mel Jones to improve not only the game of the players
but also their experience and to contribute back to the
community.
I also congratulate the Essendon Football Club on the
launch of its reconciliation action plan for 2011–12. It
will do work not only in the local community here in
Victoria and in the Essendon electorate but more
broadly in the Tiwi Island and Darwin communities. At
the recent launch the club announced that Michael
Long will be the ambassador for the reconciliation
action plan. I would like to congratulate Ian Robson,
the CEO of the Essendon Football Club, on his
outstanding work. I also express my disappointment
that the $15 million that was sought by Essendon
Football Club to assist in its relocation, which would
have opened up the opportunity for community groups
to use Windy Hill, has not been delivered in the recent
state budget.

Budget: Mordialloc electorate
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — On behalf of the
Mordialloc electorate I say, ‘What a magnificent
budget!’. Over $158 million worth of important
projects that the community was waiting for have been
funded — and funded in the context of tough times that
require a tough but balanced budget. The allocations
include $2.5 million for new administration and
learning spaces at Dingley Primary School, $55 000 for
a new high fence at Kingswood Primary School and
$156.7 million for the Kingston leg of the Dingley
bypass. If we look back to 1999, we see that Labor
promised to build the bypass by 2009, and through the
good times, before Gillard and Rudd, state Labor failed
to deliver a cent. In our first budget we planned it, and
in our second budget we have funded it. I congratulate
the Treasurer on a beautifully balanced budget.

Anzac Day: Mordialloc electorate
Ms WREFORD — On Anzac Day I had the
privilege of attending services at Cheltenham and
Mentone. I congratulate the students and local bands
that participated in those moving services. I would also
like to commend the Cheltenham and Mentone RSL
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clubs for the services they put on and for all the work
they do throughout the year.

Parkdale Bowling Club: presentation day
Ms WREFORD — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the Parkdale Bowling Club annual
presentation day afternoon tea. It is a wonderful social
club, keeping so many members active and involved.
Well done.

Anzac Day: Oakleigh electorate
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I was very pleased to
participate in a day of activities at the
Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL on Sunday, 22 April, to
commemorate Anzac Day. We started in the morning
with a short march — led by the Oakleigh City Band,
the Catafalque party from the 22 Construction
Regiment of the Royal Australian Engineers, Oakleigh
Barracks, along with our returned servicemen, friends
and many scouts, guides and cubs — to the Oakleigh
cenotaph for the formal service of commemoration.
A very good initiative this year was to have Scott
Murray, the year 11 college vice-captain at South
Oakleigh Secondary College, and Michaela Anderson,
a year 12 student at Sacred Heart Girls College, share
the reading of the Anzac Requiem. Both Scott and
Michaela read this very special piece with dignity and
presence, and it was a great pleasure and honour to
have two of our young community leaders from two of
our great local secondary colleges contributing to the
commemoration service.
A lunch was held to commemorate the dedication of the
Oakleigh RSL building 90 years ago. It is interesting to
note that the dedication was conducted by Senator
Brigadier General H. E. Elliott, known as Pompey
Elliott, who was involved in the Gallipoli landing in
1915. The guest speaker for the lunch was retired
Brigadier Keith Rossi, who spoke about the ties
between football and both World Wars.
Following the lunch another service was held at the
football ground next door prior to the start of the
premier B division game between Oakleigh Amateur
Football Club and Melbourne University Blacks
Football Club. This was the first time a local Anzac
football match had been held. The RSL provided the
Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL Anzac Memorial Cup, which
was won by the Uni Blacks, and a best-on-ground
medal judged by the umpires, which was awarded to
no. 23 for the Uni Blacks, Dan Costello. We hope this
can be an annual event.
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Budget: Wodonga Senior Secondary College
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I was delighted with
the 2012–13 budget announcement of $10 million in
funding for Wodonga Senior Secondary College. The
regeneration program for the construction of new
administration and learning areas will end years of staff
and students having to work in substandard conditions
due to years of maintenance neglect and funding black
holes under the former government. Water leaks,
termites and mould have caused not only unpleasant but
also unsafe conditions, with health issues caused by
mould and mildew spores, and treacherous conditions
with floorboards being eaten away, which has forced
closures of classrooms and other rooms.
Let me remind members that under the Labor
government the Wodonga secondary schools were the
first in the state of Victoria to undergo amalgamation,
and assurances were given of capital investment
improvements for Wodonga Senior Secondary College.
However, Labor simply abrogated its responsibilities to
ensure that the staff and students of that facility would
be the first in the state to receive that investment as
agreed to. It has taken the coalition government in these
tough economic times to recognise that this was one job
that had to be done. We have taken on that
responsibility in these hard times, and we assure the
students in that school community that their future is in
good hands.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — The elimination of
the School Start bonus and the slashing of the education
maintenance allowance are cruel blows that will affect
the most vulnerable families in our community. I worry
about schools in my electorate that will be most
affected, such as Delacombe Primary School at which I
spoke yesterday. Delacombe is a fantastic school that
has amazingly dedicated teaching 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 as being eligible for the education
maintenance allowance, which goes towards materials
and supplies, swimming lessons and a food program.
The school has made a considered decision to ensure
that all children have access to the same experiences
regardless of their challenges, circumstances or
experiences.
This cruel cut has the capacity to divide a school into
two distinct camps of the haves and have-nots. Imagine
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what this would do to a child’s capacity to learn and
develop. Imagine how a child would feel walking into
school knowing that due to circumstances beyond their
control they were not entitled to engage in the same
opportunities as everyone else. Of course schools will
do everything they can to prevent this from happening.
I know the dedicated and committed staff at Delacombe
Primary School and the staff at every other school in
my electorate will now have to work even harder to
continue to provide a curriculum based on justice and
fairness, and they will do that because they care about
all kids, not just some.
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opportunity to welcome one and all to learn about its
proud history.

Cobram: Little Athletics fun run
Mr McCURDY — The recent Little Athletics
Recopak fun run held in Cobram was well attended.
Nearly 100 entrants braved a cool Sunday morning to
support our children and Little Athletics. The 5 or
10 kilometre run or walk along the picturesque banks of
the mighty Murray River will grow into a bigger
attraction as years go on.

Budget: responsible management

Employment: government performance

Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — The Baillieu
government should be congratulated on the responsible
budget it has delivered for all Victorians. This has been
an investment in our fiscal and future viability. The
Premier has shown excellent leadership in difficult
times.

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Jobs matter,
employment matters and work matters, but this is
something the government fails to recognise. This
week’s failure by the Baillieu government’s most senior
ministers to realise that they have abrogated their duty
in relation to employment growth in Victoria was
apparent when the budget papers listed employment as
zero. Yesterday when the shadow Treasurer asked the
Treasurer to outline facts in relation to employment
growth in the past financial year, the current financial
year and future years, the Treasurer was unable to
provide this Parliament with answers.

Anzac Day: Murray Valley electorate
Mr McCURDY — Anzac Day in the Murray
Valley continues to grow into a community event that
respectfully marks the sacrifices of our soldiers. I
attended the Cobram-Barooga RSL sub-branch dawn
service, and the support shown by young and old
continues to amaze me. The Rutherglen service was
officiated by David Martin, OAM, and the president,
Brian Murtagh, in front of a crowd that simply made
me proud to be Australian. At Wangaratta we were
treated to a proud and passionate speech by Amanda
Roberts, a year 12 Wangaratta High School student.

Cobram Primary School: Parliament House
visit
Mr McCURDY — Many thanks to Cobram
Primary School and its teacher, Ms Julie Walsh.
Ms Walsh gave the year 5 and 6 students the
background for their visit to the Parliament next month.
At a recent visit I was very impressed with the students’
desire to learn about the Parliament and how laws are
made.

Eldorado Museum
Mr McCURDY — I was very pleased to attend the
Eldorado Museum open day last weekend, which
showcased the wonderful features of yesteryear. The
hardworking committee provided live displays, while
the barbecue attracted a huge crowd. Well done to this
proactive community, which never misses an

The Premier, Treasurer and senior ministers in the
government must understand that the government’s first
responsibility is to its people. Making people the
priority in decision making ensures that the community
works in partnership and that employment grows. To
not recognise this fails to understand that every family,
every person, needs to be able to work. We need to be
able to work to support our families and for self-esteem,
and human dignity depends upon the government of a
state making an absolute commitment to working to
ensure that there is jobs growth. Zero growth in
employment was an utter embarrassment in this budget.

Oxfam: Trailwalker fundraiser
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — Hats off to
my parliamentary colleagues the members for
Gembrook, Caulfield and Ferntree Gully, along with
parliamentary attendant David Robertson, for
completing the Oxfam walk last week. They walked
100 kilometres in just over 27 hours and raised over
$4000 for this important charity.

Rainbow Families Council: delegation
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — It was a pleasure to
host a delegation of members of the Rainbow Families
Council in my office last week to hear about the
practical issues they have in gaining recognition for
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various aspects of their families which do not fall into
the traditional norms of family life in Victoria. I look
forward to working with this group to achieve fairer,
compassionate and practical outcomes to provide their
families with greater security.

Russian community: Prahran seniors club
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I was pleased to attend
the recent meeting of the Russian seniors club at the
Horace Petty estate in Prahran. I heard all about the
fantastic activities of the club and all the excursions it
had organised recently. I was pleased to announce
further funding to assist with the running of this club.

Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria: report
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I was pleased to attend
the launch of the Private Lives 2 report into GLBTI
(gay, lesbian, bisexual, transgender and intersex) health
and wellbeing with the Minister for Mental Health and
former Premier Jeff Kennett. This is a significant report
which provides some valuable feedback and advice as
to what we as a community should be doing about the
appalling inequity in terms of health and wellbeing
amongst our GLBTI community.

Greek community: Prahran seniors club
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I spent yet another
great day with the Greek seniors last week. The Greek
community is one of the most significant original
communities in Prahran, and it is always a pleasure to
visit the seniors group. I was pleased to be able to
announce a further grant to assist with the running of
the group.

Anzac Day: Prahran electorate
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — The Prahran RSL was
honoured to have Alison Jones, the mother of Sergeant
Brett Wood, attend its Anzac Day service this year.
Sergeant Wood was renowned as a fearless soldier in
Afghanistan who was awarded the Medal for Gallantry
last year.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — The Baillieu
government deserves to be condemned for slashing the
education maintenance allowance to the most
vulnerable students in the state. This cut will have the
biggest impact on the most disadvantaged schools right
across the state, including in the electorates of members
of the government. This government should be
condemned for cutting Victorian certificate of applied
learning coordination funding, which will again impact
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very heavily on those kids who want to get a good
qualification who do not go through the Victorian
certificate of education stream.
The government also should be condemned for failing
to fund all of the school upgrades that the government
promised at the last election in its election
commitments. There are also no capital upgrades for
early childhood centres — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 1 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask all members of the
house to extend to the member for Lyndhurst the same
courtesy that was given to the Treasurer.
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — I never thought that
I would accuse the Treasurer of being a student of
Marx, and while I would never suggest that there are
many followers of Karl Marx opposite, there are more
than a few who do a pretty good impression of Groucho
Marx, who said, ‘Politics is the art of looking for
trouble, finding it everywhere, diagnosing it incorrectly
and applying the wrong remedies’. This budget would
make Groucho proud, and that is on top of the uncanny
resemblance to the ever-silent Harpo that has become
the Treasurer’s stock-in-trade in the lead-up to budgets.
Certainly the Treasurer is pretty good at looking for
trouble. He has now spent 17 months blaming everyone
and everything for Victoria’s economic woes. 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.
If imitation is flattery, Groucho would be touched to see
how the Treasurer has gone about incorrectly
diagnosing the state’s problems. Victorians are
supposed to believe that the Treasurer was right last
year when his budget denied that there was a jobs crisis
and contained no measures to stimulate economic
growth and generate jobs. Victorians remember his
entire budget speech; the word ‘jobs’ was not uttered
once. Victorians are now paying the price for that
arrogant miscalculation.
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As for applying the wrong remedies, Victorians might
have been better off with Harpo’s whistling and
horn-blowing than the directionless drivel offered up to
them in Tuesday’s budget. The sad truth is that this
government was told last year that for our state to thrive
we needed a plan to create jobs, but the Baillieu
government thought it knew better and instead invested
its energy in trying to trash the economic legacy of the
former government. Victorian families are now bearing
the cost of that choice.

Unemployment is now at 5.8 per cent, higher than any
other state in mainland Australia. While the
government tells Victorians that it has got their backs
on jobs, if you look at the budget, you see the
government actually expects to fail. Its ‘investments
facilitated’ performance measure reveals its target — to
facilitate only half the investment achieved during
Labor’s last year in office. That is right, Speaker. It is
not just that those opposite are expecting to fail; they
have actually stopped trying.

We have all heard the now notorious story of the
Premier being asked at a boardroom lunch about his
vision. He is said to have got out of his chair, walked to
the window, looked into the distance and declared, ‘I
can see my house from here’. The Premier may hate
being asked the question, but Victorians do not need
stand-up; they need a statesman. Our state needs a
vision that is comparable with the journey we have
been on and commensurate with the challenges we now
face.

The outlook for Victoria’s regions is, sadly, even
worse. For all the Deputy Premier’s bleatings, the
government aims — that is right; it actually aspires —
to facilitate fewer jobs in regional Victoria than in each
of the last two years. As the Deputy Premier loves to
boast, Victorians have never seen anything like it! At
the time of our last budget Victoria’s population was
growing at 2.2 per cent, the highest rate since at least
1971. Now our population growth is slowing. In the
11 years Labor was in office an average of $581 million
each year was invested in health-related building
projects. This government’s budget reveals it will spend
$100 million less over four years than we spent on
average each and every year.

Victoria has led the nation for decades. We have come
up with the big ideas for reform of our federation. We
have driven the national reform agenda. We have run
Australia’s best health system. We led the nation in jobs
creation. We were pioneers in creating the world’s
safest roads. We have staged the best sporting events.
We have led culturally and creatively. Our regions have
thrived even in the face of drought, floods and fire, and
Melbourne became the world’s most livable city. We
have created a thriving and diverse community — the
most multicultural in the world. This legacy was not the
creation of one government or even one political party.
We have had continuity, with successive governments
building on the strengths of those that came before.
Victoria has set the benchmark for the rest of Australia,
but setting the benchmark demands an ambitious
government — a government that looks forward to
make things better rather than one that looks back to
find something to blame.
Victorians have always had to pedal faster. Not blessed
with abundant natural resources, Victorians can never
afford to be complacent. But now our vital signs are
showing the strain. The government’s budget reveals
that economic growth has fallen from a healthy 3 per
cent to 1.5 per cent this year. In 2009, in the middle of
the global financial crisis, 92 per cent of the full-time
jobs created in Australia were generated right here in
Victoria. Last year the Treasurer promised us
55 000 jobs a year. Instead we are losing 900 every
week, and the government’s own budget reveals that
employment growth is now forecast at 0.00 per cent.
Yesterday, with only two months to go, the Treasurer
would not even guarantee that we would reach that.

While the Treasurer spruiks training as the key to
productivity, this budget boasts the single largest cut to
the TAFE sector in this state’s history. The Victorian
TAFE Association estimates that $100 million will be
lost to the system every year because of the choice this
government has made. And today Victorians are
confronted with the astonishing revelation that the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, the
Honourable Peter Hall, appears to have contemplated
resignation as a consequence of these changes. Now he
expects us to believe he thinks these changes will make
Victoria’s TAFE sector ‘the strongest in the country’.
That is right: he expects us to believe he contemplated
giving it away — because he was making the system
the strongest in the country. Government members
must take Victorians for fools. Peter Hall is actually the
canary in the mine. His first letter speaks for itself. He
had the courage to call it, but not the courage to stand
his ground.
Instead of telling Victorians that our state can be even
better and delivering a budget that is a pathway to take
us there, this government has driven expectations
through the floor. It has cut and run; it has smashed our
state’s confidence. This budget is not an answer; it is an
alibi. As Tim Colebatch observed yesterday in the Age,
there was not:
… anything resembling a jobs plan, or anything aiming to get
the economy to fire on all cylinders again.
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And there was nothing to answer the question Victorians are
asking: why does Ted Baillieu want to be Premier? Where
does he want to take us?
At some point, his government is going to have to tell us what
it stands for. The budget was a missed chance to do that.

Many Victorians are asking the same questions.
This budget contains no vision for our state. It is just a
litany of excuses about why things cannot be done.
There are no plans for transport, infrastructure, health,
education, or jobs; it is just a narrative about tough
times.
Well, Labor faced tough times too: our worst drought,
our most tragic natural disaster on Black Saturday, and
the global financial crisis — the worst economic
downturn since the Great Depression. These budget
papers acknowledge that our 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.
No state government can control the economic cycle or
fix the dollar, but a strong state government can invest
in infrastructure to improve productivity and generate
jobs. A strong state government can use its significant
spending power to source locally rather than offshore.
A strong state government can prioritise its spending to
boost the construction industry. A strong state
government can invest in skills and training, and a
strong state government can support Victorian
companies seeking to become more innovative and
globally competitive. This state government refuses to
accept that it has a responsibility to do any of these
things. The government’s entire strategy is built on the
premise that it is hostage to events, rather than shaping
them. Victorians are entitled to ask, ‘What did Ted
Baillieu think he was running for when he offered
himself to lead our state in November 2010?’.
It is bad when politicians promise to fix problems that
they know they cannot fix, but it is even worse when
politicians fail to fix the problems they can fix. When
Labor faced the global financial crisis, it recast the first
home bonus to support the building industry by
targeting its assistance to new housing construction
starts, particularly in regional Victoria. That and other
actions that we took proved a great success. Victoria’s
property market defied expectations and stayed stronger
than forecasters anticipated. This government has
scrapped that bonus. This decision makes new houses
less attractive than existing housing stock. Members
should make no mistake about it: this decision will cost
Victorian jobs.
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When Labor came to office it established the Victorian
industry participation policy to ensure that where
possible government spending supported local jobs.
That policy was a direct result of the rolling stock
replacement program undertaken by the former Kennett
government in its last days in office, which saw
hundreds of millions of dollars in new rolling stock
destined to be sourced from overseas. Our policy gave
Victorian companies seeking to supply goods and
services to the Victorian government a fighting chance.
From emergency service uniforms to new trains for our
transport system, sending this work offshore is a
sure-fire way to kill local jobs. But this government just
does not seem to get it. In review after review
commissioned by the government, the government’s
hand-picked experts recommend applying the
blowtorch to Labor’s Victorian industry participation
policy.
Even in tough times our government kept striving to
maintain our state’s leadership. Instead of raiding
WorkCover’s strong balance sheet to prop up the
budget as this government has done, our government
used WorkSafe’s strong capital position to establish
WorkHealth, a world-first workplace preventive health
check to identify the risk factors for chronic health
conditions amongst Victorian workers, and we
established the Victorian cancer action plan — two
strategies to deal with the biggest health challenges
facing Victorian people. This budget closes the door on
Victoria’s cancer action plan.
The Treasurer continues to peddle two myths about
Labor’s economic record to justify the harsh measures
that this government has taken. The first is the furphy
that our state expenditures were on an unsustainable
growth path. The Treasurer knows that this is not true.
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. This
can hardly be a revelation to the Treasurer; after all, it is
the very reason every one of Labor’s budgets over
11 years received an emphatic AAA credit rating from
Moody’s and Standard and Poor’s. In the same breath
the Treasurer advanced the spurious claim that Labor’s
budget was in structural deficit. If the Treasurer’s logic,
oxymoronic though that phrase may be, is accepted,
then his own budget — his own surplus — dependent
on unsustainable cash grabs from public entities, can be
critiqued in precisely the same way. So every Victorian
should know that the very foundations of the
Treasurer’s budget are based on spurious claims
justifying cruel cuts that will hurt Victorian families.
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This budget’s cruellest claim surely must be the
Treasurer’s boast in his budget speech that ‘the
government’s spending priorities are focused on …
protecting the state’s most vulnerable citizens’. Who
are Victoria’s most vulnerable citizens that the
Treasurer has pledged to protect? Are they not the
thousands of Victorians whose concessions, by the
government’s own admission, are set to fall in real
terms? Think about it: CPI is forecast at 2.75 per cent,
government wages policy is 2.5 per cent, but our state
government will only give the poorest Victorians 2 per
cent. If 2.5 per cent is right for nurses, teachers, police,
public servants and politicians, surely it is not right that
the poorest Victorians are funded for only 2 per cent.
Who are Victoria’s most vulnerable citizens that the
Treasurer has pledged to protect?
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Energy
and Resources!
Mr HOLDING — Are they not the
40 000 Victorian families that in 2013 would have been
eligible for the government’s means-tested School Start
bonus that has now been abolished because according
to the Premier his family did not need it? Last time I
checked, his family was not even eligible for it. Who
are Victoria’s most vulnerable citizens that the
Treasurer has pledged to protect? Are they not the
thousands of Victorian families who receive the
education maintenance allowance (EMA)? The
government’s own department of education describes
the EMA as ‘assistance to low-income families by
helping with the costs associated with the education of
their children’. It would be difficult to have designed a
more targeted attack on vulnerable Victorians than this
government’s decision to discontinue the schools
component of the EMA.
Those of us on this side of the chamber know better
than anybody that education is the great driver of
opportunity. When I look into the eyes of the parents of
young people who have come from so many different
backgrounds and settled in my electorate I see people
who trust that education will be the thing that gives
their kids a chance for a better life than they had hoped
for for themselves. What were the members of the
government’s budget and expenditure committee
thinking when they decided to cut this funding? These
Tories, with their mantra of rugged individualism and
of people dragging themselves up by their bootstraps,
are taking money away from the poorest Victorians
trying to get the very education that would give them a
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fighting chance to achieve their dreams. How dare
they?
Who are Victoria’s most vulnerable citizens that the
Treasurer has pledged to protect? The TAFE sector has
always had a responsibility to provide access for
disadvantaged people. But now we learn that TAFE
leaders have been told that community service
obligations can be discarded as part of the cuts
contained in this budget. Holmesglen Institute of TAFE
chief Bruce Mackenzie said in today’s Age, ‘This is an
attack on the most vulnerable people’.
When it comes to protecting Victoria’s most vulnerable
citizens I will give the Treasurer credit for choosing his
words carefully, because when the government decided
to slash funding for refugee support he said that while
they may be vulnerable, they are not yet citizens.
Victoria is not like other states where rednecks question
immigration every day. Immigration has been
unambiguously good for Victoria. Celebrating our
diversity and our multiculturalism crosses the political
divide. Surely our most vulnerable migrants are our
most recently arrived refugees. This government should
be ashamed that it has so significantly reduced support
for their health, education and justice needs.
One group of vulnerable Victorians who found a voice
in the government’s budget priorities are the residents
of New Street, Brighton. It is ranked 223rd on the
Australian level crossing assessment model (ALCAM)
list — that is right; our rail safety experts tell us that
there are 222 busier or more dangerous crossings
throughout Victoria. When the budget priorities were
being set no-one could accuse the member for Brighton
of being caught napping. Make no mistake about it: $2
million has already been allocated but the road will cost
tens of millions to grade separate, and we will hold
every government member accountable for unfunded
crossings in their electorates that are higher on the
Australian level crossing assessment model list that
they claim there are insufficient funds to fix.
This government will wear this outrageous boondoggle
like a crown of thorns. The chasm between rhetoric and
reality is no wider than in the government’s claims
about infrastructure. Like a bawdy burlesque dancer,
the government has taken to teasing Victorians. A hint
of a road here, a glimpse of rail there, a peek of a port
and a flash of a tunnel over there. Take the
$15 million — —
Mr Andrews — You better stop there, mate!
Mr HOLDING — You must leave something for
the imagination. Take the $15 million for the so-called
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east–west link. This is a ploy, not a plan; it is a tactic,
not a tunnel. Industry sources tell me that $15 million
buys approximately 15 metres of this $5 billion to
$7 billion project. Speaker, that will get you and me
from your chair to the front door of the chamber —
just! Trust me, I measured it this morning. This is
typical of the government. The then opposition gave a
shout out to all sorts of communities that a myriad big
ticket projects stood a chance of being funded if this
government were elected.
The people of Geelong were wooed with the promise to
relocate Melbourne’s car trade to the port of Geelong,
providing a thousand jobs and injecting $200 million
into the local economy. The Minister for Ports even put
on a shindig and issued the obligatory press release
marked with the ‘Policy implemented’ branding iron.
Then yesterday there was the admission, snuck out
under the cover of the budget, that the government has
abandoned this idea. I think the branding iron will be
waiting for the minister the next time he visits Geelong.
There is no car trade and, oh, by the way, there is still
no Red Bull air race.
In Doncaster and in Rowville we see the same
choreography. There is the illusion of action —
corridors, consultations, workshops and working
groups — but there is no cash and there are no jobs.
While the government brags of its record infrastructure
program, the truth is that the Treasurer has turned off
the tap on new capital works. Three-quarters of the
capital works that will be under way in Victoria over
the next year are the result of projects started by the
Labor government. While the Treasurer wearies
Victorians with his contradictory boast of a record in
infrastructure investment, for which we are supposed to
be thankful, and unsustainable debt, for which Labor is
supposed to be blamed, he would do well to remember
that Labor’s projects represent the last vestige of a
Victorian jobs plan.
Meanwhile Victorians wait for the second Geelong
Hospital. Thirty thousand kids are being forced to wait
even longer for the Monash Children’s hospital. The
people of Bendigo are still waiting for the additional
$81 million for their hospital. The Royal Victorian Eye
and Ear Hospital has received a minuscule $2 million of
a promised $165 million. These were all solemn
promises made by this government in the lead-up to the
last election. None of them was properly funded; none
of them is close to being delivered. I am sure the
Premier now hopes that Victorians have forgotten the
very first answer he gave in this place after being
elected. He said:
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… the coalition was elected by the Victorian people with a
promise that it would deliver on all its election commitments,
and indeed that is what we intend to do.

In his own words this was to be a demonstration of his
integrity. It was Shirley MacLaine who said, ‘Never
trust a man when he’s in love, drunk or running for
office’.
But when our Treasurer makes a promise, let us be
frank, he does not mess around! Caveats and
qualifications are not for him! Let me take us back to
before the election. The scene is the parliamentary
dining room. The cast is an intrepid reporter from the
Australian Financial Review and our very own
Treasurer before his admission to the witness protection
program. There was the promise, when the now
Treasurer said:
We are happy to look at savings but we will not include under
any circumstance any reduction to the public service.

He went on to say:
So our commitment to the public service is rock solid, no ifs,
no buts, no job losses in the public service. So we’re clear on
that, aren’t we?

We are crystal clear. But the sceptical interviewer
pushed on, and our Treasurer was not going to resort to
lily-livered weasel words. He insisted:
There will be no job losses in the public service …

Later he repeated:
There will be no job losses in the public service.

Just to be sure, in case the pesky interviewer had
missed it, he finished with:
Thank you, I just want to make sure the point is clear.

Speaker this was not a case of saying ‘the cheque is in
the mail’, ‘my diet starts on Monday’ or even ‘I’ll call
you’; this was the now Treasurer of Victoria. There he
was, 12 months later, handing down the midyear
financial update and announcing 3600 voluntary
redundancies from the public service. The promise was
broken. Fetch the branding iron!
You would think that having so comprehensively and
emphatically broken this promise, he would have
exercised just a modicum of caution as he returned to
the scene of the crime. But our Treasurer is nothing if
not a slow learner. Firstly, he promised that the 3600
was it — finito, done — and, secondly, that at least
Victorians could take comfort from his promise that
there would be no forced redundancies. So with two
new promises to break, our Treasurer feverishly set to
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work. Tuesday’s budget contained another 600 job cuts
and the humiliating admission from the Treasurer that
when voluntary packages are not enough, the
government will resort to forced redundancies. Three
promises were emphatically made, and three promises
were emphatically broken.

Victoria. It restores the budget fundamentals that were
abandoned by the failed Labor government over its
11 dark years, when it purported to represent the
government of Victoria. The budget creates jobs right
across our state. Very importantly, it is a budget which
will run on budget.

Unlike the member for Frankston, I am not often given
to quoting scripture, but was it not Jesus who said to
Peter that before the rooster crowed he would betray
him three times? Our Treasurer was so quick out of the
blocks that the poor rooster had not even cleared his
throat before he had managed to break the one promise
three different ways. As John Ferguson noted in the
Australian yesterday, ‘Wells seems to be making a
habit of telling big-time fibs’.

One of the very interesting aspects of the budget papers,
among many others, is contained in the ‘Operating
statement analysis’ at page 38 of budget paper 2.
Members should note the comparison between this year
and last year. The ‘Operating statement analysis’ for
2011–12 tells us that last year’s budget was
$47 298.8 million. What is the revised budget for
2011–12 that appears in this year’s budget papers? It is
$46 749.1 million. What does that tell us? It tells us that
the first budget delivered by the Baillieu government
was a budget that we honoured. We ran the budget on
budget. That is significant because for 11 years the
Labor Party in government in Victoria did not do that
once. Not once did the Labor Party while in
government in Victoria ever run a budget on budget.
Many would say, ‘Why is that so?’. The simple answer
is: because Labor cannot manage money.

If Victorians were under any illusion as to the
confusion that inhabits the mind of our state Treasurer,
then they only had to listen to the nonsense that he
proffered yesterday during question time, when in the
one answer he attacked Labor’s so-called ‘structural
deficit’ but boasted of his own wafer-thin surplus,
which by his own definition is itself a structural deficit.
I will finish where I started, with the priceless words of
Groucho Marx: he ‘may talk like an idiot and look like
an idiot, but don’t let that fool you — he really is an
idiot’. This is a budget that fails Victorians. It fails
Victorians desperate for a job. It fails our most
vulnerable. It fails to keep promises solemnly made. It
fails to provide leadership. It fails to live up to our
state’s historic promise that each generation passes to
the next a belief that our state can lead the nation. This
budget contains no jobs, no heart, no vision and no
hope.
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — It is my great pleasure to join the debate in
relation to what is a budget for the times. It is tough, but
it is responsible. It returns a surplus, and it protects our
all-important AAA rating. It was wonderful to see so
quickly after the budget was announced that both
Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s were quick to
confirm our all-important AAA rating.
The budget pegs future debt, which is also an important
feature of our future in Victoria. It builds budget
capacity, which is vitally important for us. It is built
around efficiency and productivity, instances and
elements of budgetary policy that were fundamentally
abandoned by the failed Labor government. It enables
economic growth for Victoria. It provides funding
across all sectors of our state’s finances. It provides a
strong focus on growing our international markets, and
that is a vitally important part of our future here in

The other reason is that Labor cannot manage major
projects. It simply does not know how to do it. It could
not run a chook raffle. The bottom line of leaving Labor
in government, had that happened, would have been
that we in Victoria would have been in a disastrous
state. We well understand when you look at these
budget papers that they tell the fact of the matter, and
the fact of the matter is that we would have been staring
at a recurrent budget loss of about $4 billion in next
year’s budget had it been that Labor stayed in
government in Victoria. The Labor Party is an absolute
scandal. It is a disgrace. It squandered billions of dollars
over the course of its 11 failed years. Victorians are
now left to pick up the pieces.
You do not need to look only at Victoria; you need only
to look up and down the east coast of Australia and you
need only to look federally to see that the story is
exactly the same wherever you go. Queensland is
staring at a $2.8 billion deficit this year and a debt of
$65 billion, blowing out to $85 billion. Make no
mistake: that is where we would have gone had it been
that Labor won the election back in 2010. Just look at
New South Wales, South Australia and the disaster that
passes as a federal Labor government at the moment
and you will see that the story every time, without fail,
is exactly the same: Labor cannot manage money.
Fortuitously the people of Victoria saw the reality of
this back in November 2010 and elected a coalition
government to address this issue, and that is exactly
what we have done. We ran our first budget on budget.
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Now we have a budget that is tough, responsible and
appropriate for the times.
You need only look at some of the efforts of that failed,
miserable bunch to highlight their inability to run major
projects. We have just had a dissertation from the
member for Lyndhurst. I think it would have been more
appropriate for the comedy festival than as a response
to the budget. You need to be responsible if you are
going to make a response to the state budget. That was
far from being responsible. This is the same member
who signed off on the desalination plant, which every
day for the next 28 years will cost Victorians
$2 million. When Victorians go to sleep each night they
think: we have burnt another $2 million courtesy of the
failed Labor government, courtesy of the member for
Lyndhurst. This is the famed Labor legacy that we are
supposed to have, courtesy of the member for
Lyndhurst.
What about the regional rail link? We have had to
completely re-scope it. The bunch over on the other
side proceeded with this development, the only problem
being that they forgot a couple of major components,
one of which was the rolling stock that was supposed to
run on it. How can you run a regional rail link when
you do not have any rolling stock? Only the Labor
Party would concoct such a stupid situation. Myki is
another absolute scandal. Hundreds of millions of
dollars have been poured down the hole, and we have
had to re-scope the whole thing to make it work. What
about the ICT programs? We had the report from the
Auditor-General that they were supposed to cost
$1.4 billion but have ended up costing $2.7 billion. We
burnt another $1.3 billion over 10 projects, and half of
them still do not work properly. This is the Labor
legacy that they say they are so proud of. What about
the loss of opportunity in the sale of the gaming
machine entitlements? Another $3 billion out the back
door.
What about the Melbourne market scandal? We have
left the Minister for Major Projects to pick up the pieces
there — $10 billion-plus at the very least, and would
we not love to have that money back. This is only one
of the pivotal areas around which this rather difficult
budget had to be framed. It was framed around the
fundamental principle: Labor cannot manage money.
And what do we see from Labor members now, day
after day, and night after night? They are up speaking in
the adjournment debate, whingeing and moaning and
carping, being miserable and calling for funding of the
roads and the schools and the health services — all the
things that they could never do over 11 years. Yet we
are supposed to pick up the pieces in 5 minutes, when
the reality is — and they know it — that, comparing the

Thursday, 3 May 2012

budgetary figures we inherited in 2010 and the figures
now, we have about $8 billion less than was apparently
available to us — in addition to what they left us with
by way of legacy.
That is the second aspect which is relevant to the
framing of this vitally important budget. The
fundamentals under which we went into the campaign
and came into government have changed radically. The
global financial crisis has struck us. We have lost
enormous amounts of money through the GST payment
decreases and the lack of stamp duty, but the member
for Lyndhurst stands here and says, ‘It was the same for
us. We faced all sorts of dilemmas’. The fact is that
over the 11 years of that failed Labor government it
nearly drowned in rivers of gold flowing into the
Treasury. It had cash flowing in the likes of which we
had not seen in Victoria before, and it still could not
make it work. And why was that? Because Labor
cannot manage money.
On top of that, the member for Lyndhurst conveniently
forgets to mention that the crisis that members of the
former government say caused money to fall short of
expectations was ameliorated by the fact that the federal
government came to the party with about $13 billion in
the so-called stimulus payments. Somehow or other the
member for Lyndhurst seemed to have overlooked that
issue as he was talking. We have been left in the
situation of having to introduce a tough but responsible
budget, but despite all of that there are major benefits
for Victorians. We have a major infrastructure program
throughout our state; we have something of the order of
$41 billion in total infrastructure projects running
through our public sector.
Job creation is an absolute centrepiece of what we are
doing. We have made a 3 per cent cut in WorkCover
premiums — something the member for Lyndhurst
seemed to forget. We are recruiting the 1700 front-line
operational police, and they are being deployed right
across the state. The all-important protective services
officers (PSOs), who opposition members continue to
ridicule, are being rolled out. Only last night I was
down at Flinders Street station talking with them, and
what a great job they are doing. It is interesting to see
also that it has become a bipartisan policy, because who
do we hear screaming every other day to have PSOs in
their particular locations? Victorian Labor Party
members. They are the ones who want the PSOs.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr RYAN — The member for Monbulk says, ‘We
did not oppose the legislation’. He is priceless — the
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‘plastic policemen’ — and they will never forget it,
make no mistake.
In relation to the bushfire initiatives, there is another
$33 million, with $20.6 million for the buyback
scheme — another initiative that Labor would never
undertake. It abandoned those people. We have a
buyback scheme which is rolling along well.
Emergency services — another $57 million. We will
build more fire stations in the regions of Victoria in
particular, and for those who were at the Regional
Victoria Living Expo on the weekend, what a
wonderful three days it was. I do not think I saw any
members of the opposition at the expo, because they
have no idea where the regions are. The events arising
from the ShopScience survey are a great outcome.
Eleven per cent of Melburnians are looking at moving
to the regions in the next three years — and why would
they not? Another 39 per cent were more generally
considering doing it.
This is a great budget for the times. Time is against my
being able to go through all the many initiatives that
benefit regional Victoria. They include a package worth
approximately $200 million for agriculture, including
the Future Farming plan and the retention of the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund. What a great
initiative that is on behalf of the Baillieu government
and the people of regional Victoria. They appreciate the
continuing benefits derived from that fund.
There is also $225 million for our schools and
$199 million for hospital upgrades. Over at
Warrnambool the new radiotherapy centre is going
ahead. Charlton will be getting a new hospital — what
a great thing that is. At Castlemaine we are building the
facilities I committed to during a visit there in the
campaign and which is a great initiative. This year at
Leongatha, in my own electorate, we will begin
building a new hospital. In Echuca work is under way,
and at Swan Hill work will be undertaken. In addition
to all of this, $172 million has been allocated for rail
track maintenance together with the acquisition of the
new carriages and rolling stock. All these things will be
rolled out under this budget.
There is a $366 million package for the most vulnerable
kids in our state in response to the Cummins inquiry.
More of the multidisciplinary centres and more police
are being rolled out throughout the regions — in
Bendigo, Mildura, Frankston, Geelong, Ballarat and the
Latrobe Valley. All these are initiatives of this
government in the most difficult of financial conditions.
Road funding in vast proportions is going through
different parts of the regions.
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This is a budget for the times. We recognise that you
have to take the tough decisions when you have
financial difficulties upon you, as we have. We are the
government of the finest state in the greatest nation on
the face of the planet. We Australians are 22 million
people in this island nation of ours. Victoria has a great
capacity to make contributions in time to come, and we
will do it. Labor cannot manage money; this coalition
government can. We have proven already that we can,
and we will do it. Victorians know it needs to be done,
and they can be guaranteed that we will continue to
lead the way.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I rise to talk on the
2012 budget. I will focus my comments on education.
The budget for education is devastating for the second
year in a row. A total of $481 million was slashed from
the budget last year with a glib assurance — quickly
exposed for the lie that it was — that front-line services
would not be affected. A total of $48 million was cut
from funding for the Victorian certificate of applied
learning (VCAL). The Reading Recovery program has
been slashed. The Young Readers program was
abolished. This year there is a further $74 million cut to
the education budget, and again the cuts are callously
targeting the most needy in our community. Why
would you target the most vulnerable?
The savage cuts last year impacted on both young
children beginning their education and VCAL and VCE
(Victorian certificate of education) students in
secondary schools. Young children whose reading is
not up to the required level when they begin prep and
grade 1 have not been immune. The northern and
western regions of the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development cut Reading Recovery
tutors — and that is a fact. More than 20 000 VCAL
students, many of whom would be lost to education
were it not for this alternative to VCE, have not been
immune. Schools have been so desperate to cover the
$48 million cut so that VCAL can continue that they
have reduced the number of literacy specialist teachers
and numeracy tutors, increased class sizes, gone into
debt, employed fewer teachers or reduced their hours,
cut music programs or reduced the number of
maintenance staff. Front-line services and opportunities
at both primary and secondary level have been affected.
This year the Baillieu government’s target is 40 000 of
our most needy families. I am talking about the
scrapping of the School Start bonus and the slashing of
the education maintenance allowance (EMA). The
School Start bonus was a $300 payment for families to
assist them with the costs associated with their child
starting prep or year 7 — that is, the purchase of
uniforms and books. It reflected the additional costs that
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parents face when their children first start primary
school or move on to secondary school. The Premier’s
extraordinary answer to questions about this
yesterday — that the School Start bonus and the EMA
have been merged — is a load of rubbish. The School
Start bonus has been scrapped — it has gone. I
encourage the Premier to have a look at the website of
the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development, where it says ‘the School Start bonus …
will be discontinued’.
Over the last two days the Premier has been found out
again and again. He has no grasp of the detail of his
own budget. The logic that the Premier applied when
quizzed on the radio was to say that he had received the
School Start bonus and he did not need it. He did not
need it, therefore the program was abolished. Yet the
government addressed the issue of eligibility for the
School Start bonus last year. Having identified the most
needy in Victoria for the School Start bonus, the next
year he ripped it away from the 40 000 families in
Victoria that need that support the most. It is a
disgraceful and callous decision.
The Minister for Education should hang his head in
shame that he was so weak and so pathetically impotent
at the cabinet table and in the budget and expenditure
review committee process that he could not even mount
a defence against this savage cut. At least the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills had the decency to
acknowledge the fact that TAFE has been screwed by
this government. As the shadow Treasurer said in his
contribution earlier, it has been the single largest cut to
TAFE in the state’s history. Rather than contemplating
retirement and sharing his ‘emotions of shock,
incredulity, disbelief and anger’, he should have done
his job and protected the TAFE sector. The Minister for
Education and the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills did not.
The two education ministers should take account of the
comments of the Holmesglen Institute of TAFE chief,
Bruce Mackenzie, who is quoted in today’s Age as
saying, ‘This is an attack on the most vulnerable
people’, and, ‘The government doesn’t have a mandate
to smash the system’. For the Premier these are not
40 000 low-income families struggling to do their best
to provide their children with the best education
opportunities they can; these are a ‘cohort’. Has any
premier been more disengaged than Ted Baillieu? He
called them a cohort, but they are not — they are
40 000 families that have been screwed by the Baillieu
government.
This brings us to the education maintenance allowance.
The EMA is the assistance for low-income families to

Thursday, 3 May 2012

cover the cost of a child’s education up to the age of 16.
It is split 50-50 between the component that goes to the
family and the component that goes to the school. If
you go to any school website, you will see it explained
quite clearly that the EMA is for a student and that it is
the total of two components — for example, in 2012 for
a secondary school student eligible for the EMA it is
$470 — $235 to the parent and $235 to the school.
The Orwellian response of the Premier is to say that the
EMA for parents is increasing. Let us test the maths.
The parent component of the EMA increases from
$117.50 to $200 for preps. It then reverts back to $150.
Previously a parent of a prep student would receive the
School Start bonus of $300 plus $170.50 from the
EMA, so that would be a total of $417.50. Now they
will get $200. That is a cut of $217.50 for a low-income
family. Previously a parent of a year 7 student would
receive the School Start bonus of $300 plus the EMA of
$235. Now they will get $300. That is a cut of $235 for
a low-income family. The increase in the parent
component does not go anywhere near covering the
loss of the School Start bonus.
I would think, Deputy Speaker, that you would be
interested in this because I know that your electorate
covers many disadvantaged communities and there
would be schools in your electorate where a high
percentage of students receive the EMA. Every single
one of those students will be receiving less money due
to the budget that has just been handed down.
Let us consider the impact of the 25 per cent cut to the
school component, which is treated as the second part
of a pool of money for students of low-income families.
I want to do this by way of example. Delacombe
Primary School in Ballarat has about 80 per cent of its
kids on the EMA. The school receives $117.50 per
student. It uses about $30 for art and craft supplies, $62
for swimming lessons and $25 for its kitchen garden
program. The students participate in these activities
because the EMA covers the cost that low-income
families would struggle to meet. That is what the
Baillieu government is cutting.
The Olympic Village junior campus at Charles
La Trobe College has 97 students in the P–4 campus,
and 85 per cent of those are EMA recipients. This
school uses its EMA component to fund the purchase of
books and computers and to fund excursions. If it were
not for the EMA, parents at this school would be
required to fund these things for their kids, and it would
struggle to do so. Ninety per cent of the students at
Carlton Primary School are on the EMA. This is what
the Baillieu government is cutting. The callous cuts to
the EMA program will have a devastating impact on
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schools across Victoria, and for that decision alone the
Baillieu government is to be condemned.
The attack on our education system, and particularly on
our most vulnerable, does not end there. In 2008 the
former Labor government provided $33 million over
four years to expand the student support services
program. This was a significant boost to that delivery of
psychology, social work, counselling to at-risk kids and
speech pathology. In this budget under the
strengthening student support packages only
$8.2 million is provided over four years. There was a
$33 million boost under Labor, and there is $8 million
under the Baillieu government.
Last year it was VCAL and Reading Recovery that
were targeted; this year it is low-income families who
are doing it the toughest and students who rely on
additional supports like counselling and speech
pathology to get them through their school years. The
fact is that the Baillieu government targets those who
need the support most, be it in education, be it in
concessions — pensioners are getting a real cut in their
concessions — or be it in terms of refugee support
packages, as the shadow Treasurer has pointed out.
I turn now to capital. Let us put capital expenditure in
Victoria in some historical context. Let us look at the
last two decades. Under the Kennett government, from
1996 to 1999 capital expenditure averaged $129 million
per year. Under Labor between 2000 and 2006, our first
two terms, capital expenditure averaged $291 million.
In Labor’s last four-year term an average of
$469 million was spent on capital as it embarked on the
delivery of the Victorian schools plan. In addition to
that there was a $2.5 billion investment by federal
Labor as part of the Building the Education Revolution
project. We have gone from an average of $469 million
capital for our schools to $208 million last year and
$200 million this year. This is effectively a return to the
days of the Kennett government. These are comparable
to Kennett levels of investment in school infrastructure.
When we were in government education was our no. 1
priority. It was not rhetoric; we delivered and we will
always deliver on education. Outside of the family,
quality education is the single most important
determinant in transforming people’s lives — break out
of poverty and achieve their dreams. We are not going
to cast VCAL students onto the scrap heap. We are not
going to cast off kids who struggle with reading. We
are not going to put them on the scrap heap. We are not
going to rip away the EMA and support for the
40 000 most vulnerable families in Victoria. That is not
what Labor does. Of the schools that did manage to get
some capital in this year’s budget, 70 per cent were in
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Liberal or Nationals seats and 30 per cent were in
Labor seats. Obviously they did not take heed of the
advice of the Victorian Association of State Secondary
School Principals, which said on 18 April:
We need to have a more independent way of approaching
funding and taking the politics out of it.

Of the many schools that missed out on funding in this
severely reduced capital program, 22 were the subject
of coalition promises that it is still to deliver. Make no
mistake: no money this year means that the facilities
that have not been funded will not be completed by the
2014 election, which is an absolute breach of trust.
Every single member opposite who did not deliver
should hang their heads in shame. As Apollo Bay P–12
College principal John McConchie says, they would be
‘devastated’. Education has been screwed by the
Baillieu government.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — For many years, during the course
of the budget debate in this chamber, both in
government and in opposition, I have followed a
member who has now retired, Rob Hulls, the former
member for Niddrie, and I cannot help but make a
comparison between the performance of Rob Hulls,
whom I normally followed, and the current Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. I must say that the current
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has neither bluster nor
content. We saw 10 minutes of angry ant and then
5 minutes of petering out. That is the problem with this
opposition — a lot of angry ant and then a lot of
petering out.
The facts of the matter remain: in framing the 2012–13
budget we have had to take into account the parameters
we inherited and the parameters of federal-state
relations. And we must never forget Labor’s legacy.
We have seen significant wastage of money — and that
has been outlined most adequately by the Deputy
Premier — and there have been a range of lapsing
programs with which the government has had to
grapple. On top of that we have had Labor’s federal
hit — a $6.1 billion reduction in GST revenues over
four years from 2012–13. Most importantly we have
inherited an unsustainable budget. The budget we
inherited from Labor had expenditure growth of 7.3 per
cent over the 10 years before we came to office
compared with revenue growth of 6.9 per cent. A state
government cannot maintain that type of revenue
growth versus that type of expenditure growth. We
have had unbelievable growth in the public sector that
has been well in excess of population growth, and that
is unsustainable. On top of that we are experiencing
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significant economic challenges internationally and a
very high Australian dollar.

$50 000, and there will be, I hope, a significant take-up
of the new policy outlined in the budget.

It is absolutely amazing in that context, as members
would know, to look at the figures in relation to the
coalition’s election commitments. We made
$5.2 billion worth of recurrent election commitments,
and in this budget we have now delivered $5.18 billion
in relation to those election commitments. In terms of
capital, we made $2.4 billion worth of election
commitments. With this budget we have delivered
$2.19 billion in relation to those election commitments.
This is a government that is delivering on the recurrent
and capital election commitments it made to the
electorate which put it into office in 2010.

We have also outlined a new Victorian international
engagement strategy, which I have touched on
previously in this place, worth $50 million over four
years. One of the key pillars of what the government is
trying to do is to find new markets. In the current
economic climate our businesses need to find new
markets, and many of our small businesses need
assistance in finding these new markets. In this regard
we have seen successful missions to India, the Middle
East and China. This funding will contribute to
outbound missions, with participation by smaller
businesses being subsidised in part. Inbound missions
will also receive assistance so that some of the small
businesses that cannot participate in outbound missions
will be able to participate when inbound missions come
to Victoria. We hope to have a vastly increased number
of companies participating, and we hope to boost
exports and foreign investment in the state of Victoria.
Our idea as part of this program is to ensure that
businesses have the relevant skills. This program will
also fund our new business offices in Mumbai and
Beijing which have been announced by the Premier.
The government aims to have 2400 businesses
benefiting from this program each year.

In terms of my own portfolio, we have delivered on a
number of election promises in this budget as well. We
have delivered on the Victoria Prize and the Victoria
Fellowships. We have delivered on a showcasing
innovations policy to showcase new inventions in
science and technology. In terms of election promises,
we have delivered on the VESKI Innovation
Fellowships, a $2 million project to allow mentoring of
secondary students and more recognition in that area. In
terms of Victorian research scholarships, we have
delivered on that election promise.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is not interested
in hearing about the coalition government delivering on
its election promises, but I will continue. There are so
many election promises that I will keep going. We have
delivered on our promise to provide Victorian screen
industry fellowships for film and television
practitioners to allow people in those industries to gain
overseas experience. A raft of election commitments
have been delivered in this year’s budget.
Let us turn to some new funding in areas in my
portfolio. In terms of innovation, we have funded —
and I thank the commonwealth for its contribution —
the synchrotron. Labor left us with a lapsing program; it
left us with no money to fund the synchrotron. Former
Premier John Brumby rushed off and built the
synchrotron; he would not wait for a national facility to
be funded. However, Labor did not provide the money
to run the synchrotron after it left office. There is
$26 million over four years to run the synchrotron,
which should be a commonwealth piece of
infrastructure, and I thank the commonwealth for its
negotiations with us to keep the synchrotron going. As
part of another new policy, the government is
announcing innovation vouchers worth $5 million to
encourage Victorian small and medium size enterprises
to improve their business capacity to innovate. Most
vouchers will be valued at between $20 000 and

In terms of small business, I am pleased to announce
the latest figures showing that small business numbers
in Victoria have increased since June 2009. We have
seen an increase of 29 055 small businesses, which
means we now have 522 000 small businesses in
Victoria. Most importantly there are now 190 000 small
businesses in Victoria that employ people.
Small businesses have been the subject of a number of
initiatives in this budget. First of all we have established
the small business success map, allocating $6 million
over four years, which will assist growth-oriented small
businesses, and we have funded the continuation of
Victoria’s Small Business Festival, with $6.1 million
over four years. My colleague the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade also has a raft of
programs to fund his new manufacturing strategy, and
some of those are directed at small businesses. Indeed
there is a $9 million program over four years with
support for small manufacturers called Building
Innovative Small Manufacturers. Through that program
we hope to assist 800 small businesses in 2012–13.
There is assistance to medium size businesses as well.
WorkCover premiums have been cut by 3 per cent. All
these matters are very important.
In tourism, we have put additional money towards air
service attraction, and regional tourism will receive
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$13.2 million over four years. It is an extremely
challenging environment for tourism at the moment,
and those members who were listening to the
Treasurer’s budget speech will recall that he made
specific mention of the high Australian dollar, which is
placing significant pressure on Victoria’s
manufacturing, tourism and education sectors. Of
course that is reflected in the KPIs (key performance
indicators).
My opponent, the member for Essendon — and I have
to make this comment — saw those KPIs written out
nicely for him on page 91 of budget paper 3, and he
copied them out in a press release. Huge research! And
he said, ‘Look! Look! We’ve got some problems in
tourism’. It was pointed out on page 2 of the
Treasurer’s budget speech that the Australian dollar is
impacting on tourism. I note that the member for
Essendon has issued five press releases in 18 months.
On 2 March 2011 he issued a press release on shop
trading, on 2 June 2011 he issued a press release on
public holidays, on 28 July 2011 he issued a press
release on tourism and on 9 August 2011 he issued a
press release on major events. And then it appears that
the member for Essendon collapsed with exhaustion,
because he did not issue a press release from August
2011 until this week, when he copied out a page of the
budget figures. That was very well spotted by the
member for Essendon; however, as I said right up-front,
there are a couple of things we actually had to say about
this.
I also wish to draw the Parliament’s attention to the
report of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
tabled in April that deals with the 2009–10 and
2010–11 financial performance outcomes. PAEC —
which, when I last looked, had Labor members on it —
required that instead of setting target ranges, such as
tourism figures, as has been done previously, the
government should set one figure. In accordance with
the request of PAEC, the government has provided one
figure. That is a responsible, conservative figure, and I
for one hope we are able to achieve results beyond that
particular figure. I contrast this with the situation when
domestic tourism unravelled under the Labor
government. What did it do? It removed the key
performance indicator (KPI) from the budget papers
completely. It was not transparent; it was not open; it
sought to hide it. I have reinstituted transparent KPIs.
We have been up-front and honest, and the KPIs reflect
the Treasurer’s speech.
We have also funded the investment support program,
which was completely and utterly unfunded under the
ALP. This is the program where we compete for
business with other states. Under the ALP it was
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unfunded and completely reliant on Treasurer’s
advances. We have put some money into that to ensure
that Victoria can remain competitive.
I am delighted to see the member for Monbulk at the
table. In an adjournment debate some time ago, months
after all our members, including the member for
Gembrook and Ed O’Donohue, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the upper house, had asked me for
funding for Puffing Billy, the member for Monbulk
twigged, and he came into this chamber and asked for
some funding. I am happy to advise the member for
Gembrook and Ed O’Donohue that $4.4 million has
been provided over four years for Puffing Billy, and I
am very happy to acknowledge that the member for
Monbulk’s late contribution played absolutely no role
in this funding. Thank you to the member for
Gembrook for that.
I want to conclude by noting that Brighton Secondary
College will have a new science and technology
facility. Five million dollars was allocated in the budget
last year for a new facility. The current facility was
built in the 1950s and reminds me very much of — in
fact, it is exactly the same as — the science facilities at
the government high school I attended in the 1960s and
70s. Labor neglected that school completely and utterly.
In 2013 there will be $4.698 million for Brighton
Secondary College, which was massively neglected by
the Labor Party. Not one cent came from the Labor
Party for new facilities for that school. I am delighted to
be part of a coalition government that is assisting
schools that have been run down for many, many years
and neglected by the Labor Party for one reason — they
are in Liberal electorates. A constituent of mine, the
member for Broadmeadows, has just walked into the
chamber. I am sure he would be delighted that funding
is going to Brighton Secondary College, which is just
down the road from where he lives. I am sure he will
applaud that, and I am delighted to support the current
budget.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — The P-plates
are well and truly off. It is the Liberal Party’s second
crack at a very important state budget. Once again,
commuters have looked to see whether or not the
Minister for Public Transport will make good on his
commitment to fix the problems in the public transport
system. Remember, his commitment to commuters was
unambiguous. He was not only the man for the job but
also the man who had in large part delivered the Liberal
Party its chance to once again govern in Victoria.
Every budget poses a number of significant tests for
ministers. Unfortunately for commuters, what this
budget reveals about the Minister for Public Transport

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2082

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 3 May 2012

is that he would struggle to pass even a blood test,
much less the tests posed by the state budget. Let us
have a look at the tests that have been placed before
him. The first is the test set by commuters, and it is
simply this — has the minister made it easier for me
and my family to use public transport, or has the
situation worsened under the Liberals? The second test
is one set by independent umpires like the
Auditor-General, who speak on our behalf and call on
government to put public interests ahead of political
interests. The third test, and perhaps the most telling of
all, is the test that the minister set for himself when he
spoke about Labor’s last budget when he was in
opposition. Unfortunately this government’s second
budget, like the one before it, has failed every single
one of these tests. It has failed the test set by
commuters, it has failed the test set by the independent
umpire, the Auditor-General, and indeed it has failed
the test set by the minister himself when he was in
opposition.

Grovedale, the upgrade of Talbot station, the level
crossings in Mitcham and Springvale et cetera. All of
these were spruiked last year, but there is nothing new
in any of this.

Unfortunately the Liberal Party’s own budget papers
confirm that commuters will see no immediate benefits
or significant improvements in their services. That is
why on 2 May the minister’s budget copped the Age
headline ‘Little relief for Metro commuters’, and the
following commentary in the same article:

The second important test was set by the
Auditor-General, who highlighted that funding for
public transport infrastructure had stalled under the
Liberal government and that another $1 billion at the
very least needed to be added to meet future patronage
demands. The budget papers reveal that the Liberal
government has provided a paltry $397 million for new
infrastructure — that is a whopping 80 per cent cut
from the $1.99 billion allocated by Labor in its last
budget. Not only has the Liberal government failed to
match Labor’s investment, it has fallen even further
behind where the Auditor-General believes the
government needs to be. I am certain that the
Auditor-General will have a bit to say about what has
been announced when the majority of this spend is
revealed to be somewhat dodgy in its presentation in
the budget papers.

Transport advocates have slammed the budget for its lack of
investment in improving service delivery or reducing
overcrowding that plagues passengers daily.

There are no additional trams, metropolitan trains or
buses, and even the promise of extra V/Line carriages
looks somewhat shady when the actual number being
provided is conspicuously absent from the budget
papers, along with their expected delivery date. The
head of V/Line called for 40 new carriages at the very
least, but in truth, as with so many other projects in the
state, the last carriage was delivered thanks to Labor.
No rail lines are to be extended, and no trams lines
either. Families living in our growth corridors will
simply have to make do with what they have got so far
from this Liberal government — and that is absolutely
nothing. Furthermore, there have been cuts to bus
services.
Like so many commuters, I was hopeful that the
announcements that were made over the weekend in the
lead-up to the budget were a taste of what was to come,
that all would be revealed come budget day on how the
minister was going to make good on his promise to fix
the problems in public transport, but there was simply
nothing there. Sure, the minister reannounced some
programs he had announced last year, like the Avalon
rail study, the study into train services between
Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo, the new station at

We all know that the significant projects for Premier
Ted Scissorhands to open were initiated by Labor, and
the pipeline of projects is now empty. I guess the
Minister for Public Transport had little choice. He had
to rebadge what was old as new, because he had once
again failed to deliver on a vision, or for that matter to
even have a vision or plan about how to make things
better. Instead we have yet another study and another
opportunity for the minister to raise expectations, and
yet again he has simply failed to meet them. Millions of
dollars were spent on consultants — in fact over
$100 million — all so that the minister could say he had
fixed the problems, when we all know the promise
should have read, ‘We cannot fix the problems, but we
will certainly study them to death’.

The third test, and perhaps the most telling of them all,
is the test that the minister set for himself when he was
in opposition speaking about Labor’s last budget. He
said:
Elections, policies and budgets are all about one thing and one
thing alone — that is, trust.

He went on to say:
… the community will start to look back at this government’s
commitments and question its ability to deliver on the projects
it has promised …

Using the minister’s own performance measures of
trust and competency, how should we grade his second
budget? On the question of trust, how can we trust a
minister who says one thing in opposition and then
does the complete opposite in government?
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Prior to the last election the Minister for Public
Transport indicated that myki ought to be scrapped. At
every opportunity open to him the minister sank the
boots into the ticketing system and deliberately gave
Victorians every impression that if the Liberals were
elected, myki would be dropped. After becoming
minister, at his first opportunity, what did the minister
do? According to him, myki was so bad we had to keep
it. This breathtaking hypocrisy ratted out voters who
supported the Liberals on the basis that myki would be
scrapped. Whatever commuters thought about the
ticketing system before it became Mulder’s myki, no
doubt they did not believe it could get any worse — but
that is precisely what has happened. As well as
scrapping single-use tickets and ripping top-up
machines out of trams, this year’s budget reveals that
the cost of Mulder’s myki has ballooned by a further
$166.5 million. Victorians have every right to feel
betrayed by the Liberal minister for doing a complete
180-degree turn on myki.
Now we have the spectacle of a minister trying to get
feedback. He is paying people to provide feedback on
myki. Those that complain about Mulder’s myki will be
given free movie tickets, amongst other things.
However, based on the number of phone calls to
774 ABC Melbourne this morning, all I can say is that
the Liberal government had better start thinking about
building more cinemas. Perhaps this is the
government’s cunning jobs plan!
What trust can we have in a minister who is too weak to
restore funding to programs designed to improve access
to public transport for those living with a disability?
This was the same minister who in opposition talked
big about his plans to right the wrongs that had
occurred under Labor, yet in government slashed
Labor’s funding by over 84 per cent, and in this year’s
budget failed to restore that funding. What makes this
massive cut even worse is that this minister was too
weak to do the right and honourable thing and fess up
and take responsibility for his decision. How can we
trust a minister who in opposition was highly critical of
Labor’s premium station program, yet at the same time
told the Public Transport Users Association that he
would keep the program and then ended up cutting it in
government? In this year’s budget it has been
confirmed that funding for the premium station
program has been redirected to the bungled protective
services officers initiative.
On the question of competency, what can be said about
a minister who only paddles in the shallow end when it
comes to delivering significant improvements to our
public transport network and who instead offers up
more studies, more money for consultants and who has
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clearly forgotten that you cannot catch a study to work?
With the over 80 per cent drop in funding for new
public transport infrastructure, we now know that while
other ministers were at the table arguing their case for
projects in their portfolios, the Minister for Public
Transport was cowering under his desk. We will never
forget the minister sincerely telling us that Labor had
failed to replace train lines that were 300 years old.
What an oversight! According to the minister, those
tracks had been laid before Captain Cook had arrived in
this country! Nor will we forget his decision to continue
to fund in this year’s budget an upgrade to the New
Street crossing in Brighton, despite the fact it was
ranked 223rd behind hundreds of busier and more
dangerous crossings right around the state.
This year’s budget also confirms that the timetable
changes, rubber-stamped by the minister, are the reason
for the sudden performance improvements of Metro
Trains Melbourne. The minister made it clear that when
Metro added time to services, ran nearly two out of
every three new peak hour services against the peak
hour rush and skipped stations to help meet punctuality
targets that he had no role to play in holding the
operator to account. When payments instead of
penalties were for the first time being given to Metro
following the introduction of the new timetables, surely
that was the time for the minister to wake up to himself.
Now that Metro has lifted its profits by a percentage
that would make any of the big four banks blush, surely
it is the time for the minister to recognise his mistake,
man up and set about fixing the timetable mess that he
signed off on.
The minister has failed every test, including the one he
set for himself. He has a huge task ahead of him if he is
to turn this ship around. Looking at his form to date, the
signs are not at all good. When he said that in just
11 months he had put public transport back to where it
should be, the alarm bells certainly started ringing. Of
course concerns about the minister have been raised
before, well before this year’s budget. Remember that
this was the man who was seen as the Liberal Party’s
alternative leader. In fact when he was approached to
take on the now Premier he showed his true colours, not
by telling those who wanted to support him for the top
job that he was not interested but by taking each and
every one of these calls and feeding that information
directly to the man they wanted to knock off. That
cowardly and underhanded act has dogged him ever
since, not just because of the act itself but because of
what it said about his character.
Since becoming the Minister for Public Transport he
has had so many chances to show that he is not a
coward, that in fact he is up to the job of fixing public

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2084

ASSEMBLY

transport in this state and that he is capable of showing
real leadership, but at every single significant — or
even insignificant — opportunity he has failed to be
anything like the kind of minister this state and indeed
this Premier so desperately need.
In truth it is ministers like the public transport minister
who are part of the Premier’s problem. There are
serious doubts about the Premier, and a minister like the
Minister for Public Transport only serves to reinforce
those doubts. Sadly for the minister, while only a select
few in the Liberal Party knew before, the whole state is
now beginning to learn what those select few in the
Liberal Party have known for a considerable period of
time — that we have been delivered a state minister
who is clearly not up to the job of fixing our public
transport system. He has failed to realise the promises
he has made and he has failed to meet the tests he set
for himself, and public transport is clearly getting worse
under the Liberals on his watch.
After raising expectations in the way he did, he then set
about consistently dashing those expectations. There
has been talk about studies, but not a single track or
tramline has actually been laid or bus service et cetera
delivered. All of these failures have done much to
shake our confidence and commuters’ confidence in the
public transport minister’s ability to fix the problems in
this state.
The sorts of things he set as his tasks — his mission to
fix public transport — before the election included
some very great visions indeed: Rowville rail,
Doncaster rail, Avalon, the link that was going to be
there right across the state and the metro tunnel. All of
these things have been talked about, yes — they have
been talked about to death — but nothing has actually
been delivered on his watch. In fact when he wrote to
Infrastructure Australia he put to it that his no. 1
priority in fixing transport in this state was in fact a
roads project, not a public transport project. It was the
link between the Tullamarine Freeway and the Eastern
Freeway that this minister determined was going to be
his priority, and if he was going to seek funds from the
federal government, that was the sort of funding he
wanted to see.
We have seen reflected in the budget itself that, sure,
there are a number of projects in our roads network that
need to be addressed — network problems like the
Chandler Highway bridge, which I spoke about earlier
today. What has happened is that all of those projects
have been either neglected or part funded, but funding
for public transport has dropped off on the minister’s
watch. Given all that he said prior to the last election,
all the promises he made, all of the expectations he
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raised, you would think the Minister for Public
Transport would be able to deliver just one thing, just
one parcel of goodies for commuters right around this
state, but unfortunately he has failed to do this at this
time. I call on the minister to take action to fix the
problems that he identified prior to coming to office
and to get on with the job as he promised he would.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — It is a pleasure to rise to talk on the
Victorian budget. This budget, this Baillieu government
budget, delivers for all Victorians and particularly
delivers for the agriculture and water sectors, which are
the portfolios which I have the pleasure of holding in
this current government. This budget is tough and
responsible. It gives very clear signals to everyone
about this government’s agenda on building stronger
budget capacity, on improving productivity in industry,
on growing export markets and on providing support
for industries that are in transition.
From an agricultural point of view it builds on last
year’s budget, which provided for the implementation
this year of the marketing cooperative program to assist
farmers who want to set up marketing cooperatives to
help improve their negotiating strength, whether it be
with the supermarkets in Australia or overseas markets
into the future. It builds also on the commitment of the
government, with the Rural Finance Corporation, to an
increase in assistance to young farmers buying land.
That will increase from a $15 million program to a
$22.5 million program. It also builds on the great
initiative from last year of providing stamp duty
exemptions to assist young people buying their first
block of land. That will be up to a $12 million program.
It also builds on a great program from last year that a
lot of people are benefiting from in country Victoria,
and that is the fox and wild dog bounty. Something like
40 000 fox scalps and 216 wild dog pelts have been
handed in to date.
If you compare like with like in the agricultural
portfolio — our agriculture and food industry plan
compared with the previous government’s Future
Farming strategy — you see there is more money in
this budget than there was in the previous
government’s. Like for like there is $213 million in this
budget compared with $138 million from the previous
government. It is interesting that the opposition’s
agriculture spokesman, the ex-Treasurer of Victoria,
cannot add up. If you look at his press releases, you see
that he has not done the numbers in the budget. That the
ex-Treasurer cannot read a budget and cannot actually
add up goes to show why the previous government of
this state got into so much financial trouble. If you
compare like with like, you see there is more money in
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this budget for agriculture than there was in the
previous government’s budget in that particular area.

Mr WALSH — And the additional money in this
budget will be very well received in the grains industry.

The important part of this is that it is ongoing funding.
It is not just a matter of initiating short-term initiatives,
grabbing a quick press release and moving on; this is
ongoing funding for the department. That is a very
important signal for the department in terms of how it
invests in future research and development programs.
As everyone would know, the exports of food and fibre
out of this state in 2010–11 topped $8 billion. This is
one of the largest export industries in this state, and it is
something we can all be very proud of when it comes to
our country communities. The markets where that
growth has come from are China, Japan, Indonesia and
some of the other Asian countries. There is a growing
middle class in those countries, and they have increased
demand for protein, particularly for red meats and dairy
products. There is going to be a food boom for those
producers in Victoria who can take the opportunity
offered by those markets.

There is the red meat industry, and Victoria is a leader
in the lamb industry and in research and development
for it. Additional money will go to Hamilton on top of
the previous measure announced about lamb research
there. In the horticulture industry we have a great story
to tell about pears, and the research investment in this
budget will help there as well. There is great work
going on at the Tatura research institute. There is a
good story to tell about investment in the stone fruit
industry, particularly in the peach, nectarine and apricot
sectors, and in the almond industry. There is a good
budget story about additional investment in
biosecurity — in making sure we protect the access of
our producers to overseas markets. The Minister for
Local Government has a particularly good story for
farmers with the money she has in her area of the
budget for the control of pest animals and weeds on
roadsides.

Victoria is part of the national primary industries
research development and extension framework, and
the investment in this budget in the agriculture and food
industry plan fits beautifully into that national
framework. We are taking the lead in the dairy industry,
we are taking the lead in some of the grain sectors, we
are taking the lead in the lamb sector and we are taking
the lead in parts of the horticulture sector. The
investment in research in this budget will help the
investment in that national framework in relation to
which the research and development corporations are
co-investing here in Victoria. More than 80 per cent of
Australia’s dairy exports come from Victoria. This is a
great story for Victoria and particularly for country
Victoria. As I have said in this place before, the greatest
single user of the Melbourne container port is the dairy
industry. The dairy industry and the entire agriculture
industry welcomed the announcement of the Minister
for Ports of the expansion at Webb Dock, something
that is absolutely critical for agriculture and food and
fibre producers here in Victoria, because that is their
gateway to the export markets.

I turn briefly to the water portfolio. There is new money
in the budget for better management of water issues in
this state. The drought may have broken, but we need to
continue planning to make sure we are preparing for the
next drought. As sure as we have floods in this state, we
will have another drought sooner or later, and we need
to keep preparing. There is money in the budget for the
state groundwater bore network, something the
previous government had let fall into disrepair because
it had the view that it was never going to rain again and
it was not needed. There is also money for capacity to
manage groundwater. You may not be able to see
groundwater, but we need to be able to manage it well.
There is also money in the budget for managing
environmental entitlements. I will give credit to the
previous government — and we supported this at the
time — for setting up the Victorian Environmental
Water Holder. We needed to make sure there was
money for that to function. One of the misconceptions
of the previous government was that if you just add
water, you solve environmental issues. You need to
manage that water well, and there is money in this
budget to manage Victoria’s environmental water.

Victoria is a leader in the grains industry, particularly in
the legumes sector — the lentils sector. Some
significant investments have already taken place at
Horsham, and the member for Lowan would have
welcomed those, particularly the investment made in
partnership with the Grains Research and Development
Corporation to set up a national seed bank there. That is
a great investment.
Mr Delahunty — Very well received.

There is also some significant funding for particular
projects. One of the election promises we made was to
put money into fixing up the Yarrowee River, and that
has been announced in this budget. There is another
instalment in the allocations for fixing up Mordialloc
Creek. The members for Mordialloc and Carrum will
be particularly happy about the additional money to
fulfil our commitment on the dredging of that creek. I
had the pleasure of going down there last year with
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those two members. It is a great community resource,
and this money will help that project along.
There is money in the budget for simplifying the bulk
water entitlement in Victoria, something that is very
complex and needs to be simplified. There is money for
additional work on what may or may not be a
Murray-Darling Basin plan in the future. There is
money for water law reform. The last time the
Victorian Water Act 1989 had a significant rewrite was
1989, and there is a need to do that again and to
simplify the act so that people actually understand it.
There is money there for whole-farm plans, particularly
in northern Victoria, where the irrigation upgrades are
happening, to make sure there are synergies involving
what is happening on farms and the upgrades to the
irrigation system.
One of the great allocations in this budget is
$10 million to set up the Office of Living Victoria. That
is a very clear commitment on the part of this
government to having integrated water management in
our cities, whether in Melbourne or in our regional
cities. This builds on the $50 million in last year’s
budget for setting up the Leading the Way — Liveable
Victoria Fund to make sure we use our water better —
to make sure we use rainwater, stormwater and
recycled water for fit-for-purpose uses. This increases
the livability of our cities and goes to reducing the heat
bank effect through having greenery and moisture in
the urban environment. It also assists the environment,
because you do not get those large storm surges going
down the creeks of Melbourne and our regional cities.
A very telling observation is that more water runs off
Melbourne than the city consumes. The previous
government ignored these issues for far too long. I
repeat that more water runs off Melbourne than
Melbourne consumes. This is a core plank for how we
see future water management of this city, which will
involve using stormwater, rainwater and recycled water
for fit-for-purpose uses — not for drinking but to take
the demand off the drinking system.
The telling issue here is that Labor ignored that and the
Labor government built a desalination plant. I need to
remind everyone what that desalination plant costs the
people of Melbourne: $2 million per day, every day for
the next 27 years. That equates to $400 per household
per year for the next 27 years — the Holding desal tax.
What is ironic about that is that in 2006 the then
Premier, Steve Bracks, called desal a hoax, but
members of the then Labor government rushed out and
they have locked Victorians, in particular Melbourne
water users, into paying $400 for every household for
every year for the next 27 years. It is an absolute
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disgrace which proves, as Deputy Premier Peter Ryan
said in his contribution, that members of the Labor
Party cannot manage money and, more importantly,
that they cannot manage major projects.
I will not talk about the farce that was the north–south
pipeline, but what an absolute waste of three-quarters of
a billion dollars!
I turn briefly to my electorate of Swan Hill and the
budget. There is a good outcome for the electorate of
Swan Hill. As everyone knows, there were significant
floods in northern Victoria, particularly in January
2011. One of the towns that was significantly impacted
by those floods was Charlton. Over time, the Premier,
the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Health and I have
been to Charlton, making a commitment to that
community that we would not desert them in their hour
of need and that we would rebuild the hospital there. So
it was very pleasing to see in the budget that the
Minister for Health has committed $22.7 million to
rebuild the hospital at Charlton. It is a great outcome for
that community. Now when something new happens in
Charlton, every step is part of the journey of not only
rebuilding Charlton but making sure that Charlton is
better into the future.
The other very pleasing announcement from the health
point of view was the $18 million in the budget to
rebuild the aged-care facility at the Swan Hill hospital.
Ministers have been there previously, and everyone was
in heated agreement that of all the aged-care facilities
that the government owns across Victoria that was the
one that was probably in most need of an upgrade. The
money is there now. The key thing now is that the
commonwealth does the right thing next week and
announces its share of the money for a full rebuild of
that aged-care facility. That would be a great outcome
for the community of Swan Hill.
The budget also has some significant announcements in
relation to the Country Fire Authority (CFA), with new
fire stations for Wilkur South, down near
Warracknabeal, and Berriwillock, where the fire station
will become the community centre in the future. For
Buckrabanyule, which is a small community near
Charlton, getting a new fire station is a good outcome.
There will be a new fire station at Wycheproof. That
builds on the announcement I had the pleasure of
making last year on behalf of Peter Ryan that that will
be a co-located facility for the State Emergency Service
and the CFA. There will be a new fire station for Lake
Charm and one also for Meering West, near Kerang.
I suppose the key message we need to give Victorians
about this budget is that it is a budget for all Victorians.
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All Victorians will benefit from having good, strong
fiscal management in this state, compared with what we
have had in the past 11 years. If people look at what is
in the budget, they will see that there are benefits in it
for everyone while making sure that we build stronger
budget capacity, improve productivity in our
industry — I have talked about how that will happen in
the agriculture and water area — and grow our export
markets. The $50 million initiative to create access to
export markets is a great one. There is particular
support for industries that are in transition.
This is a budget that I am very proud to be part of
delivering because it actually delivers for Victoria. It is
a budget that is needed for the times. It is not a wasteful
budget that is financially irresponsible as the budgets of
previous governments were; it is fiscally responsible
and tough but fair.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to speak on the 2012–13 budget. This
week members have heard a lot from those opposite
about what a great budget this is. We have just heard
from the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security,
who said that this budget delivers for all Victorians. I
am not sure whether he got a set of budget papers that
are different from those the rest of the Victorian
community got, but there is no way that this budget
delivers for all Victorians.
What we have also heard a lot of this week is that it is
everybody else’s fault that we have a budget full of big
cuts, with further job losses and increases in the cost of
living for so many Victorians. The reality is that this is
a bad budget for families, a bad budget for jobs, a bad
budget for many of our regions and a bad budget for the
environment, and it is a budget that will weaken, not
strengthen, the Victorian economy.
The increases in fees and fines will see an increase in
the cost of living for Victorian families, flying in the
face of the commitment this government made at the
last election to reduce the cost of living. To add to that
injury, the real cut in this budget to concessions that
will impact on so many low-income families is
extraordinary. It is extraordinary to see the targeting of
low-income families in our community.
This is a budget that will see even more public sector
jobs go. Despite the government’s claim that it is
protecting front-line services, that is impossible given
the number of jobs that are being cut from the public
sector. In fact even according to the original
announcement made by the Treasurer last year of
3600 jobs going, looking at just the Department of
Sustainability and Environment already we have seen
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biodiversity and coastcare jobs go. They are absolutely
front-line workers.
The irony is that, despite the claim that this budget is
putting the public service on a more sustainable setting,
the budget shows that by 2015–16 the cost of public
sector wages as a proportion of the budget will be
higher than the figure ever was under the Bracks and
Brumby governments. Even though we grew the public
sector, with more teachers, more police and more
nurses, we were able to maintain sustainable levels of
public sector wages. This government will see the
wages figure increase despite the fact that there will be
record cuts through job losses across the public sector.
There is also an extraordinary decision in this budget to
cut the first home bonus. At a time when the property
market and the building industry are experiencing a
downturn, members of this government have in their
wisdom taken away an important lever that was in
place especially to encourage the construction of new
houses. This will have an enormous impact on families,
particularly those in so many of our regional
communities where that grant enabled communities to
continue to grow by creating investment and jobs
during the economic downturn.
Of course this is all somebody else’s fault. As I asked
when I was speaking on the sham motion we debated
on Tuesday: what on earth has happened to the once
great state of Victoria, the leading state in this country?
In recent times this state withstood the global financial
crisis, but now apparently we are just at the mercy of
the federal government and this government cannot do
anything at all. Its members are hands off, saying that it
is all somebody else’s fault.
Today members also heard from the Deputy Premier,
who was spruiking the benefits of the budget for
regional Victoria. I remind him that, as Victoria’s
second city, Geelong is a pretty important part of
regional Victoria. The editorial in the Geelong
Advertiser on 2 May was headed ‘Tight budget a
missed chance’, and it stated:
… apart from the hospital there really is not much in this
budget for our region.

Unfortunately, that is the case.
At a time when Geelong is experiencing some
significant challenges and facing the risk of many
thousands of job losses, we see no funding to protect
those jobs. There is no investment in the infrastructure
or initiatives that might save those jobs or assist in
creating new job opportunities. For example, where is
the next lot of funding for the ring-road, and what about

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2088

ASSEMBLY

the funding for the reservation of the link to the
Bellarine Highway? We will see a downturn in building
construction with the loss of the first home bonus. We
have no protection from the job losses that will be
sustained in Geelong, at the Transport Accident
Commission, at the Department of Health, at Parks
Victoria or at the Department of Sustainability and
Environment.
We see a measly $57 million over four years for a
manufacturing package. I can tell the house that this
will do nothing to save the Qantas jobs at Avalon
Airport. This will do nothing to assist in saving the
Alcoa jobs. It will do nothing to assist these companies
to become more competitive and to ensure their
continued presence in Geelong. It will not even provide
money for the Geelong Investment and Innovation
Fund mark 2, as it is being called in Geelong. The
original fund was established after Ford announced its
closure and subsequent job losses occurred. It was
established in partnership with the commonwealth
government and with Ford. The Geelong City Council,
the G21 committee and the Geelong Manufacturing
Council are all calling for a fund of this nature to enable
investment in diverse and innovative new industries
that will help to boost Geelong’s economy. That fund
alone needs $20 million, and $57 million over four
years is not even going to deliver that.
On top of this we see the government finally coming
clean on the fact that it misled the community of
Geelong before and after the election in relation to the
mirage of the 1000 new jobs that were going to be
created by moving the car industry to the port of
Geelong. The government has the nerve to stamp
‘Policy implemented’ on that policy document, and that
just shows real contempt for the people of Geelong.
The people of Geelong need and deserve better.
Then there is the extraordinary decision around the cuts
to TAFE. This week, along with other local members,
the Leader of the Opposition and the shadow Treasurer,
I met with a number of industry and business leaders in
Geelong for a jobs forum. One of the consistent
messages we heard was about the need to invest in
skills and training and about the important role the
Gordon Institute of TAFE plays in helping people in
the region to build new skills and in retraining people
who are potentially going to lose their jobs. Committee
for Geelong chief Peter Dorling was reported in today’s
Geelong Advertiser as saying that the region needed the
Gordon more than ever. He went on to say:
The Gordon are part of the fabric and the social responsibility
of Geelong and I think it’s time for … leadership … to stand
up for them.
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This government is not standing up for Geelong, but is
actually making significant cuts to a critical education
and training organisation in Geelong.
The hospital funding is welcome, but I have serious
concerns that in this coming financial year only
$3.8 million has been allocated to the hospital upgrade.
Last year we had the farce of the $8 million for
decanting — whatever that was — and clearly nothing
happened in that period. Now we have got another
$3.8 million, but we will not see one bit of concrete laid
down there, no new beds and no new services for the
Geelong community, and it is unclear in the budget
papers when the remaining money will be delivered.
When will the people of Geelong get the cancer
services they need? When will they get the extra beds
they need that are supposed to be delivered out of this
budget? Goodness knows if the second hospital that
was promised will ever come to fruition. Where is it
going to be? Is it ever going to happen? Is it on the
never-never? It is good that the upgrade is happening,
but it is years off.
Let us look at GPAC (Geelong Performing Arts
Centre). There was a big touting of $2 million, and it is
great to see some maintenance money going in. But that
is what it is, basic maintenance — ventilation, toilets —
that this state has a responsibility for because it is a state
cultural asset. It is owned by the state, and it is one of
the few performing arts centres in regional Victoria.
During the last election the Labor government
committed to $30 million for a major redevelopment of
GPAC, and those opposite promised $15 million — not
enough to redevelop but at least something. Where is
that money? Where is that election commitment? That
$2 million is not going to deliver the redevelopment
that is needed.
Of great disappointment is the absolute lack of any
investment in Bellarine. It is in fact zero; there is
nothing in there. I opened the Geelong Advertiser this
morning and read a big headline: ‘Health centre
boost — Point Lonsdale hub gets $3m’, and I thought
maybe I had misread the state budget and had missed
this detail. But no; I read further that it is federal
government money. Again back to zero — zero dollars
in Bellarine. I can say the ministers across the table are
absolutely aware of the issues that the Bellarine
community faces, because I have raised them
consistently over the last 18 months in this house and
directly with those ministers.
Where is the funding for Portarlington Primary School?
I spoke about this this morning, and it is an absolute
disgrace that it has not been included in this budget.
What about the Geelong High School? The member for
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South Barwon said, ‘Yes, I will be bipartisan about
this’. Where has his advocacy been on this? What about
the reservation we need to ensure the connection of the
Geelong Ring Road to the Bellarine Highway? What
about the Shell Road Reserve and Drysdale sporting
precinct? These are critical pieces of sporting
infrastructure that are required for growing
communities. What about Murradoc Road in
St Leonards? I raised this again last night with the
Minister for Roads in this house. Where is even the
small amount of funding for that? None of it is in there.
Importantly where is this government’s commitment to
disadvantaged communities? The funding for the
Whittington community renewal program, which has
made such a significant difference to literacy and
numeracy rates, to employment levels and to rebuilding
the community, which suffers from significant
disadvantage, is about to run out. Where is the ongoing
funding for a program like that? This community will
face the loss of the School Start bonus and the
education maintenance allowance as well as the loss of
concessions. It is the most disadvantaged community in
the state, but it will lose this community renewal
program that has made such a difference.
Then there are the train services. Of course we are
getting some more carriages, but have we got the
platforms? We do not know how many. What about the
people who can spend 5 hours on the train from
Melbourne to Geelong? What about reliability? This is
linked with the lack of plans the government has for the
second crossing. What has happened to the plans that
were commenced for the second crossing? Geelong is
Victoria’s second city, and it absolutely needs to be
linked to Melbourne. It needs that, and it will continue
to grow if it has these things, but this government has
taken its eye off the ball. It is not enough for the
Premier to say, ‘I love the Cats’. I love the Cats as
well — that is, I am a member of the Geelong Football
Club. I have seats at Skilled Stadium, and I attend the
stadium when the weekly game is played there. But that
is not a plan for Geelong. Loving the Cats is not a plan
for Geelong. We need real leadership. It is clear this
government is not going to deliver it.
I will touch briefly on the other disappointment in this
budget — that is, the government is going backwards in
relation to the environment. If anyone has any doubt
about this, I can tell them that this budget puts that to
bed. There has been $130 million-plus cut from the
environment portfolio. There are cuts across the board,
except for an increase in funding for burn-offs. Less
money will be spent on water despite what the minister
said previously. I can tell you, Speaker, that all these
new programs have been funded from cuts; new money
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is not involved. There is less money for land
management, biodiversity and coastal management.
There is less funding for the management of our forests
and parks. There is $30 million less for the
Environment Protection Authority. There has been a
$30 million cut in the authority’s funding despite the
fact it needs to improve its capacity to monitor, for
example, contaminated land.
There are funding cuts — $77 million — to programs
focused on assisting Victoria to adapt and respond to
climate change. The minister stood up in this chamber
and said, ‘We are not going to have an emissions target,
but we are going to have a climate adaptation plan’. But
guess what? There is no money in the budget to adapt;
it has all gone. Like the government’s job plans, there is
nothing in the climate adaptation plan; there is no
funding, no vision and no action. We are still searching
for the minister’s claimed emissions reduction strategy
in relation to beaches and that sort of thing. We are not
sure what that is; we are still searching to find out
exactly what that is.
This budget makes it clear that the government has
abandoned its responsibilities to enhance and protect
Victoria’s environment. This is not a budget to crow
about. It is a budget that is mean. It is a budget that fails
to deliver to the regions, particularly Geelong. It is a
budget that targets some of our most disadvantaged
communities and families. It is a budget that fails to
deliver for the future. It is a budget that sees job cuts
and no future plan for the creation of new jobs. It is a
budget that sends a message to Victorians that we have
a mean government which has no plans for the future
and that it is not here to protect and enhance our
community.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to speak in
support of the 2012 budget. We see that this is,
importantly, a responsible budget for Victoria. It is
about building a future. It is about ensuring that we
achieve the best financial standing we can, not just for
today but for future generations as we move ahead to
ensure that we have financial security and that many
people in our communities have opportunities to secure
future employment. This budget supports small
businesses, improves law and order and ensures that we
have funding available for the most vulnerable in our
community, including vulnerable children, which is one
of the biggest issues.
A few items in this budget that affect the Gembrook
electorate are important to me and to the Gembrook
community. We have a few items that have been
funded. I will run through a few that are about funding
planning or getting things under way. A lot of them
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deliver on commitments we made in the 2010 state
election campaign. One of those items relates to Officer
secondary college. I note the Minister for Education has
just walked into the chamber. We were rapt to get
funding for the planning of Officer secondary college.
The college will not only service the Gembrook
electorate but also the Bass electorate, which obviously
you, Speaker, have a great deal to do with. As the
growth corridor grows at the rate that is expected —
over 9000 to 10 000 new houses are coming online in
the next 10 to 15 years — it is important that we put
infrastructure in place now so that as families move in
they have educational opportunities and choices in the
growth corridor.
We currently have very good schools in the area,
including Pakenham Secondary College and Berwick
Secondary College. Recently I went to Berwick
Secondary College. The college is operating at an
above capacity level at certain times. Anything that
serves the growth corridor and educational needs as we
get more people moving to the area, including more
young families, is vital. I am proud to support the new
infrastructure in the area, including the new Officer
secondary college. It will be co-located with the Officer
special school. We committed at the 2010 election to
building the Officer special school during this term of
government. That is something we stand by and are
going to deliver. The remainder of that funding is in the
budget. All of the plans are drawn up and ready to go to
tender shortly.
Special schools provide us with choices and are
important to all children and families, no matter what
circumstances they are in. Some parents may choose to
send their children to a school in the standard education
system but others feel that their children would be
better suited to a special school setting. It is important
that we give them the choice of using a special school
setting. Special schools traditionally hold around 80 to
100 students. They are quite compact. I have worked in
one of the schools, Emerson School, in Dandenong.
Quite often after special schools open they operate at or
above capacity. That is because people want that
choice. Emerson School and Dandenong Valley School
are schools that have quickly become schools that
operate at or above capacity.
Students can experience a long bus ride when travelling
from within the shire of Cardinia to many of these
schools. It was important to act on this and plan for a
special school in Officer so that families in that area do
not have to travel so far. Not only are we building a
special school but we are also building a special school
that will hold more than 200 students. It is a fantastic
sign that we think that supporting families who have
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students with special needs in that area is important,
especially as many more children are being diagnosed
with autistic spectrum disorder. It is important that we
give those children the opportunity to attend schools in
Cardinia shire.
The co-location will mean students at the Officer
special school will have some opportunities to use
facilities available at the Officer secondary school.
There may not be those choices in a stand-alone
secondary school. It will give students attending the
special school the opportunity to interact with students
in the mainstream school. That is a positive for their
growth; it is a positive in terms of getting them back
into the community. It will give them support and
confidence in relation to future employment
opportunities. If a student has already worked with
others in the community, that will very much help them
along the way.
One of the other important commitments we made —
they even put something in the Herald Sun about
this — was to Puffing Billy. Puffing Billy is very
important to my electorate, Gembrook, where tourism
is so important. At the moment Puffing Billy has about
280 000 patrons per year. The CEO of Puffing Billy,
whom I was speaking to yesterday, said that Puffing
Billy is looking at another record year and is likely to
have more than 280 000 patrons.
However, Puffing Billy has many infrastructure issues
and concerns. Over many years Puffing Billy has been
campaigning to get some funding. In this budget we
have delivered $4.38 million for urgent and essential
infrastructure works to make sure that Puffing Billy can
stay on track. I do not think there would be many
members of the house who have not been on Puffing
Billy, whether recently or as a child. It is one of the
greatest memories for many kids — one that they take
through their whole life. We never want to see Puffing
Billy stop. I think that is essential. I support the fact that
we have delivered funding to Puffing Billy to make
sure that it stays on track and can build for the future. It
has a fantastic plan in place.
Puffing Billy also understands that these days a tourist
attraction cannot simply be just a train ride. It is about
an experience. Through forward planning and thinking,
Puffing Billy has improved its experience through
education opportunities. You can also have dinner or
lunch on the train, or, if you are an enthusiast, you can
take a course and learn how to drive a steam or diesel
train. This is a fantastic opportunity, and it is something
we need to do more to promote.
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One of the major commitments to the Gembrook
electorate in this budget relates to my old occupation as
a member of Victoria Police. We have issues in
Emerald in relation to crime, something that people
have been talking about for a long time. Leading up to
the 2006 election the people of Emerald submitted a
petition with over 3000 signatures calling on the then
government to put a 24-hour police station in Emerald.
During the last election when I said we would look at a
24-hour police station, I remember my opponent
saying, ‘That is all spin. You are not going to do
anything about it. Emerald does not require one’. In this
budget we have delivered $6 million towards a 24-hour
police station at Emerald.
Emerald township is a great place to live. The
community has a great feel. People get together and run
some fantastic events, but they also work very hard on
crime prevention. The reason it is important to have a
24-hour police station in Emerald is not just because of
crime. While it is important to get police on the beat for
crime prevention purposes, this improved police
presence will also give those police an opportunity to
assist the Pakenham area, should police there require
backup.
The Emerald area is also an area of high fire risk.
Cockatoo, Emerald and Gembrook were devastated
once before, during Ash Wednesday. Having a 24-hour
police station in the heart of Emerald will mean that
police will be there 24 hours a day in the event of
circumstances like Ash Wednesday or — and hopefully
this will never happen again — Black Saturday.
Trained staff will be able to assist in evacuations and
make sure the community gets the message. This is
especially important in an area that struggles with
phone connections and contact throughout the
community. Staff will be available 24 hours a day to
support people to get down from the mountains as
quickly as possible, close the roads and move people
around. I think that is essential for this area. This
initiative only adds to the government’s key platform of
law and order. We have spoken about this many times,
but we are also delivering 1700 new police throughout
Victoria. I am sure that in the future Emerald will
receive a full 24-hour police presence. The people of
Emerald will appreciate that police presence when it
happens.
I will now turn to the protective services officers
(PSOs) initiative. PSOs are very important to the
constituents of my electorate. They will be at stations in
Pakenham, Cardinia Road, Berwick and Officer, as the
community grows there. People want to be able to use
their railway stations safely between 6.00 p.m. and
midnight, which is when a lot of people travel home
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from the city. It is important for people to feel safe and
able to ask someone to walk them to their car and not
have the safety and security concerns that currently
surround the railway network. It is also very important
that we acknowledge the wonderful job that PSOs do at
Parliament, the courts and many other locations,
including the Shrine of Remembrance. The new level
of training that PSOs are getting at the academy will
mean that they will be a fantastic presence and will be
welcomed by the Victorian community.
During the election campaign, PSOs were referred to as
‘plastic police’. I think it was very offensive of the
member for Monbulk to refer to PSOs as plastic police.
As reported in the media, he has now turned around and
asked for PSOs to be at stations in his electorate. Now
we see a bipartisan approach to PSOs. I note that there
is a PSO in the gallery today. We thank the PSOs for
what they do. We look forward to getting them out on
the rail network, working to protect Victorians.
One of the biggest commitments in this budget is
$336 million for our most vulnerable children through
the Department of Human Services. This funding will
ensure that kids have the protection they need. As a
member of the police force I worked in the Dandenong
area, and as part of my duties I visited homes where
there was domestic violence or young people in foster
care. When you see those kids you really understand
that we need to do more to ensure their protection for
the future. Some of these young kids have had a pretty
hard time. We need to make sure that we have the best
front-line staff out there working with these kids one on
one. We need to ensure that we guide and assist these
young people to move in the direction they want to go
in the future. We need to give them the opportunities
that everyone should be entitled to, whether it is
employment or further education. There are plenty of
opportunities out there. This funding is essential. We
should be very proud of the fact that the government
has taken this decision.
During difficult times one thing the coalition is very big
on is supporting small business, because small business
is the driving force of our economy. There are over
500 000 small businesses in Victoria, with over
190 000 employing other staff. During difficult times it
is very difficult for small businesses to keep operating,
particularly when more red tape is being thrown at them
and they have a lot of issues as they try to earn more
income. The government has stood by small businesses.
We are trying to cut red tape to make it easier for them
so that they can get out there and do what they do best,
which is delivering high levels of productivity and
providing goods and services for Victorians.
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The 3 per cent cut of WorkCover premiums is
something I know for a fact is very much appreciated
by the small businesses of Gembrook, and we have
many small businesses in Gembrook. In fact it is fairly
safe to say we have nearly all small businesses and not
too many larger ones in the Gembrook electorate. We
have some fantastic businesses, such as Robert Gordon
Pottery. Sam Gordon, who is one of the directors down
at Gordon pottery, very much appreciates the 3 per cent
reduction. Gordon Pottery is in the Gembrook
electorate. You can get a fantastic coffee there, and it
also has some great programs. The people there very
much appreciate the 3 per cent cut in the WorkCover
premiums.
Robert Gordon Pottery is in the industry of
manufacturing, and it used to produce so much of its
pottery in the electorate of Gembrook, in Pakenham. It
used to employ 40-plus people just to make the pottery.
As times have got tougher over the last decade it has
imported more than it makes locally, which is quite sad
for our local area because we want to try to create more
jobs, and I am working with Sam at the moment to try
to find ways that we can assist the company to get more
local employment in the Pakenham area — an area of
high growth. With the growth down there we need
more and more employment in the area.
On employment, we are lucky to have some forward
thinking from our local councils. We do not always pat
our local councils on the back, but the Cardinia Shire
Council is doing a wonderful job with its employment
precinct through Pakenham and Officer, which is
aiming to employ more than 70 000 employees in the
future. This is something that is required. It is all very
well having the growth and many houses being built,
but at the end of the day that adds to congestion on
freeways, railways and so forth. However, if the
Cardinia and Casey councils put together an
employment precinct to try to encourage big business to
come down our way and employ people locally, that
would go a long way to assisting with our local
economy and keeping people local and building the
community.
With that contribution, I support the 2012 budget and
commend it to the house.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I wish to
contribute to the debate on the budget. This budget is
underpinned by excuses from a government which,
within just 18 months, has thrown out every promise on
which it was elected and has also squandered the trust
of Victorians who invested in it in November 2010. It
has done this with a brazen and arrogant disregard for
what it is like for the members of ordinary families,
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who can now see their futures through the lens of
uncertainty thanks to the Baillieu government. This
budget speaks of that in volumes. It is an illustration
and an iteration of the disregard and brazen arrogance
of the government. This government has said
repeatedly, with hand on heart, that it will help to cut
the cost of living for ordinary Victorians. Only
18 months ago the now Premier, meeting with older
Victorians at the Keilor Bowls Club, said:
Victorians, especially those on fixed incomes, are struggling
with day-to-day living costs that are increasing at an alarming
rate.

The now Deputy Premier himself at the same visit said:
Concession card holders have worked, raised families and
paid taxes their whole life, so it is only fair for the coalition to
give something back by reducing the cost of living.

What we know now is that that was said probably in
jest, because what we have now is the opposite. We
have a government that lauds its own budget — last
year’s and this year’s — but has delivered an
indexation of concessions capped at 2 per cent when the
CPI is forecasting, in the budget papers themselves, that
inflation will rise by 2.75 per cent in the same period.
Is this fair? Is this going forward and making it easier
for families? I would contend that on the evidence the
answer is blatantly no. Is this what the government
means by giving something back to Victorians who are
doing it tough? That is a very strange understanding of
what is fair and giving back to the community that
elected the government. Instead it is a cash grab. The
most needy Victorians are now paying for this
government’s scramble to get a budget surplus. And
why has it had to scramble? Because it has done
nothing in 18 months other than drive up uncertainty
across business, across industry and across Victorian
families, which has reduced confidence in Victoria.
The budget has very little to say on infrastructure
spending, which has been a key driver in — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — The Minister for Public
Transport should not talk about the South Morang
project. That was not funded. It was well and truly
ahead of time when the Labor Party government was
still in government. However, this government is taking
away from ordinary Victorians rather than helping
them. It has been a very long time since we last saw a
government exercise such a brazen grab for cash from
people in this state who are amongst the most
vulnerable. It is a snatch and grab perhaps — a
mugging maybe, maybe not — but here is a
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government that is picking the pockets of every single
pensioner in Victoria. The Premier’s hand will now dig
deep into every pensioner’s pocket to retrieve, to claw
back, through a cash grab, the concessions which they
have worked hard to keep.
If we have a look at the energy concession spend in the
budget papers, we see that this has been reduced by
about $11.1 million. That is for concessions for
electricity tariffs and gas tariffs. An amount of
$11.1 million may be very small change for the Premier
and the people he hangs around with, but for battling
ordinary Victorians who deserve help this is not help,
this is punishment. It is an outrage and it ought to be
condemned, and this opposition condemns it.
We heard the now Deputy Premier saying before the
election that concession card holders have worked,
raised families and paid their taxes their whole lives, so
it is only fair for the coalition to give something back to
them by reducing the cost of living. Does he really
think that that means clawing back the energy
concession? Does he think that that is fair? Fair for
whom? That is the question that has no answer to it.
Certainly it is a broken promise, but it is more than that.
It is not helping families cut their costs; it is adding to
their cost of living.
The first home bonus is now gone, at a time when the
single most important way for a family to better
manage its cost of living pressures is for its members to
have a job. That might come as a surprise to those in
government, but the single most important way family
members can be helped to manage their cost of living
pressures is for them to have a job. What we have is a
major disconnect in this government’s understanding of
what the pressures are with the cost of living and how
to go about helping families meet those costs.
It is because this government is far removed from the
experiences of ordinary Victorians and businesses out
there, which juggle the bills and try to work out when to
spend on a bill and when not to spend on a bill because
they have to meet some medical expense or they have
to buy the groceries or pay for the shoes for school. It is
that juggling act that this government has never
experienced and has absolutely no regard for, and that
is a crying shame.
What is also important to consider when we talk about
the cost of living is the first home bonus, as I mentioned
earlier. At a time when the government is overseeing
the shrinking of jobs in the construction and housing
industry, the removal of the first home bonus program
will drive down investment in housing, which will
mean that many apprentices and people who work on
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the tools in construction will now be facing an
uncertain future in terms of their own job prospects. We
have already heard anecdotes from ordinary Victorians
saying that they cannot move on to another job in
construction because there are none and that
apprentices are being laid off. The future of Victoria
and our economy, our apprentices and our young
people wanting to start off in life being skilled up are
now being pushed aside by the government’s inaction.
When the bad news comes down, the Premier stands by
and waves to the passing crowd — a growing crowd of
jobless Victorians — and simply says, ‘It’s
disappointing’. That was his response when the news
broke about Qantas maintenance jobs possibly being
lost from Victoria. I say to the Premier: people do not
want to hear his observations about their circumstances
and the dire uncertainty of jobs in the future. They want
to see action; they want to see a jobs plan. The Premier
thinks they are waving back to him because they want
to commend him on his inspiring leadership, but that is
not the case. The fact is they are frustrated and
increasingly angry because he is doing nothing.
The unemployment rate in Victoria has risen to 5.4 per
cent. It is now above the national average, when it was
travelling quite successfully under the previous
government when sufficient government investment
helped drive confidence and leverage investment from
the private sector to keep jobs here in Victoria. What
does this mean for communities such as mine in the
northern suburbs? For generations the northern suburbs
have depended upon the manufacturing industry. What
we have now is the shrinking of the number of
manufacturing jobs for families and businesses in my
electorate in the northern suburbs, yet the Premier
stands by and says, ‘It is disappointing’, while waving
to the passing parade of the increasing number of
jobless people. Victoria has now clocked up almost
8500 jobs gone in just a matter of months.
The dream of many Victorian families — and one that
the coalition attempted to harness, if you like, in its
election commitments — is to own their own homes.
The removal of the first home bonus is basically tipping
a bucket of cold water on many families and young
people who want to enter the housing market and own
their own homes. This will have an impact on
construction jobs, and the private rental market will
surge ahead at a rapid rate. Families are being left
behind by this government, and they are being jammed.
That is their situation.
We have already heard commentary about the
education maintenance allowance, which a previous
Labor government introduced not only to directly help
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families to meet the cost of sending their children to
school but also to help the schools themselves,
especially in disadvantaged communities, in engaging
students in the school environment so they do not feel
left out and are better placed to learn and thrive in the
educational environment, which they deserve to do.
I believe the government thought this was a clever way
of axing half of the education maintenance
allowance — that component that goes to schools —
thinking that if it preserved the amount that goes to
families, families simply would not notice or be
affected. The reality is very different. I have done a
phone ring around the schools in my electorate. They
told me that the way they have been able to use their
component of the education maintenance allowance
was to provide — guess what? — breakfast clubs for
kids who were sent to school with no food in their
stomachs. How are they supposed to — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — The Minister for Public
Transport interjected about sunglasses. That is an
absolute joke, because he obviously has no idea what it
is like to go to school with no food in your
stomach — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
minister not to interject, and I ask the member not to
respond to interjections.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — My point is this: the
component of the education maintenance allowance
that goes to schools has been absolutely instrumental in
helping to improve the school retention rate and the
ability of schoolchildren to succeed. They do not go just
to have their names ticked off the roll; they go to learn
and to have every opportunity, as they deserve, to do
well in life. Schools in my electorate have told me quite
clearly, ‘Lily, it will now be a struggle for us to even
provide food for the kids who come to school hungry. It
means it will be far harder for us to pay for kids to go
on excursions and be included in school life with their
friends, because we will not be able to stretch our
budget that far’. These are the consequences of this
government’s actions. Members of the government are
remote and removed from the everyday experiences of
so many families in my electorate and surrounds. This
will be the legacy of this government.
The School Start bonus was a key way to help
Victorian families meet the cost of living. This might
come as news to the government, but the reality is that
there are many peaks in the types of costs and bills that
confront ordinary families. Earlier I talked about the

Thursday, 3 May 2012

juggling act that so many families have to perform
week to week to work out how to pay their bills. The
time when children start school — whether it is primary
school in prep or secondary school in year 7 — is one
of those challenging points where parents suffer price
shock, believe it or not, in not being able to scramble
money together to ensure that their kids have adequate
uniforms, school shoes or books so that they can have a
good start at school. That bonus has now gone.
Last year the government said it would maintain the
School Start bonus but would means test it. This year it
will be totally gone — $300 at a time. This is what the
government means by being fair and giving back to
ordinary Victorians so that they can meet the cost of
living. This government has done nothing but add to the
cost of living for ordinary Victorians, their families and
businesses in the community.
Another point is that, in a nice sleight of hand on the
part of the government, it has discounted the value of
the energy concession rebate by the amount pensioners
will be given as compensation for the introduction of
the carbon price. When pensioners reach into their
pockets looking for their compensation, they will find
someone else’s hand in the pocket already. The Premier
of Victoria will already have dipped his hand into every
pensioner’s pocket to rip away and do a cash grab,
which is this government’s hallmark. This budget is a
budget that fails ordinary Victorians and fails to address
the cost of living pressures.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
am absolutely delighted to speak on the Appropriation
Bill (2012/2013) Bill 2012. The budget reflects the
coalition’s economic strategy, which is to generate jobs
for Victorians, boost productivity in Victoria and grow
Victoria’s economy. It is quite clear when you look at
the commentary around our budget that the business
community knows that we are taking Victoria in the
right direction.
This budget provides for growing populations in
Melbourne and in the regions and country Victoria, and
it delivers on pre-election commitments. The
commitments we make are the commitments that we
keep. Prior to the November 2010 election we made no
bones about what would be the defining features of a
coalition government in the area of transport. We said
we would go back to basics to meet Victorians’
expectations of a reliable and punctual public transport
system. We acknowledged that Victoria needed a plan
for long-term transport needs to ensure that we could
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support our growing population. We said that we would
deliver projects that would also support regional
Victoria, and we are doing that. We also said that we
would improve safety on our roads and also on public
transport, in contrast to how the railway stations had
become hotbeds of crime and havens for thugs under
the former government. We said we were going to fix
that, and we are going to fix that. We are going to
deliver on those commitments and promises we made
to the Victorian public.
I am extremely pleased to acknowledge that the budget
includes more than half a billion dollars for public
transport initiatives in Victoria. It contains
approximately $700 million for road network
improvements, which is going to generate more than
4500 jobs in the construction industry. This is a huge
win for Victorians, and those on the other side know
that that is the case. The road network improvements
are on top of funding for country roads and bridges that
were announced in the 2011–12 budget — a
commitment of $160 million to smaller rural councils.
This budget is shaped to meet the very real and serious
challenges that we face at present, and it is also focused
on securing the future for all Victorians.
There is praise for the budget from a number of
business organisations throughout the community.
Mark Stone of the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry said:
… the budget retains a key focus on infrastructure with much
needed funding for progression of the business case for the
east west link and planning and development of the
Melbourne Metro rail project.

The Committee for Melbourne welcomed our budget
with open arms, referring to the:
… focus on some of Melbourne’s critical infrastructure and
productivity-enhancing projects in the Victorian state budget.

That is what the business community is saying, and that
is what third parties are saying. They are endorsing this
budget. They know that we had a tough challenge in
front of us. They know that we inherited a mess from
the former government, but we are getting on with the
job, and we are delivering projects.
This budget allocates $15 million for the planning and
development of the east–west link. The east–west link
should have been started years ago by the previous
Labor government. It was too frightened and too
beholden to the Greens, and it would not deliver that
important piece of infrastructure, but we are not going
to wait. This budget provides a further $7.5 million to
kick-start this project on top of a previous $7.5 million
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that we had allocated. We have $49.7 million for the
statutory planning of the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel.
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr MULDER — I say to the member for
Williamstown: yes, we do the planning. If Labor had
done the planning on a lot of its projects, we would not
be in the mess we are in today. We are the first state
government to put money into the Melbourne Metro
rail tunnel. The former state government did not put a
cent in. It relied on the commonwealth government. We
are committed to the project, and we are stumping up
the money. We are putting the money into this project.
We rank the east–west link and the Metro tunnel as the
critical projects to drive this economy and to improve
productivity in Melbourne. We believe they are critical
projects, and so do commentators who have supported
our budget initiatives. We will require assistance from
the commonwealth government to deliver these
projects, which is why we included them in our
submission to Infrastructure Australia. I ask those on
the other side to get behind the government, support the
east–west link and support the Metro tunnel.
Infrastructure Partnerships Australia said on Tuesday:
It is in everybody’s interest that next week’s federal budget
makes substantial investments, alongside the states, to
underpin Australia’s competitiveness.

Get onto Julia Gillard, get onto Anthony Albanese, get
onto your federal members, and make sure that they get
behind the east–west tunnel and tell them that you are
behind it at the same time. These projects will build a
stronger Victoria, supporting jobs and economic growth
in the process. It is about jobs, and that is why we need
broadbased support and also support from the other side
of this chamber.
The budget also includes $17.7 million for railway
station works in support of the coalition’s promise to
recruit 940 Victoria Police protective services officers
(PSOs). I have had the pleasure of going to Southern
Cross station and have met with a number of the PSOs
there. They are fine members of the protective services
division of Victoria Police. They do a great job: they
look after us here in Parliament, they protect the courts
and they protect the Shrine of Remembrance. I find it
absolutely incredible and hypocritical that those on the
other side would accept the protection of those people
on a day-to-day basis in this Parliament but then refer to
them, as some members on the other side have, as
plastic police. What an absolute pack of hypocrites they
are! We support them, the public love them and the
people at Southern Cross station, including the
shopkeepers, embrace them. We are going to roll that
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policy out, and we are going to get rid of the thugs that
were allowed to roam the stations and were left there by
the Labor government to put fear into the minds of
people. We are going to clean that mess up.
We are delivering on a pre-election commitment for a
metropolitan level-crossing blitz, providing thousands
of jobs in the process. We include $350 million to
remove level crossings at Mitcham Road, Mitcham, at
Brooks Road, Mitcham, and at Springvale Road,
Springvale. Not only that but we are also reinstating
two vital level-crossing projects in Anderson Road,
Sunshine, that were put in by the former Labor
government, taken out by the former Labor
government, put back in — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The members
for Kororoit and Footscray are out of their places and
disorderly.
Mr MULDER — Opposition members turned their
backs on the Labor Party heartland. They were going to
dud them all the way with this project and leave those
crossings in place, which would have put people’s lives
at risk on a day-to-day basis. It has taken a Baillieu
government to reinstate these projects right in the heart
of the western suburbs, right in Labor heartland. We are
going to deliver on those projects as well.
The Dingley bypass project has been on the drawing
board for a long time. It will link manufacturing areas
in Moorabbin and Dandenong and support hundreds of
jobs in the process. We are going to deliver on the
Dingley bypass, and we have almost tripled the original
commitment of $55 million to make sure we get a great
project up for the people in that area.
The Royal Automobile Club of Victoria has welcomed
the budget’s commitment to roads in Melbourne’s
growth suburbs. There is $49 million in the budget for
the Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road between Pound
Road in Narre Warren South and Thompson Road in
Cranbourne North — a great project for that part of
Melbourne. It is astonishing that for 11 years, with
suburbs booming out in that area, the former Labor
government turned its back on this project. It is a
Baillieu government that is going to deliver that project.
In the toughest of economic times we are going to do it.
In addition, the budget contains funding to deliver on
important election promises by the coalition — namely,
the upgrade of Stud Road between Boronia Road and
Mountain Highway in Bayswater, another project we
inherited from the former Labor government that it
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would not put money into. It simply would not deliver
it.
There is the Ballarat western link road, which will
support economic development in western Ballarat.
This project is part of Ballarat City Council’s strategic
plan to ensure that it can grow jobs in this location in
Ballarat. This road will link with viable highways.
These are economy-building jobs for the people of
Ballarat, and they have welcomed this project with
open arms. There is $42 million to duplicate the
Western Highway from Beaufort to Buangor. There is
also $5.5 million over four years to continue the express
bus to Monash University in Clayton. What a great
initiative that was by the coalition government, which
turned up and delivered it on the spot. It has been
embraced by the university students and the people who
work at Monash University.
The budget contains $14 million for maintenance on the
West Gate Bridge. Funding of $40 million will also be
available to Australia’s small rural councils as part of
the government’s $160 million commitment to those
battling small councils that struggle with roads, putting
new decks on bridges, building new infrastructure,
resheeting roads and fixing up Labor’s potholes. That
program has been embraced by the Municipal
Association of Victoria and greatly supported by all of
the small councils.
There is $17 million for Victoria’s next road safety
action plan. This follows on from the government’s
2011–12 action plan released last year. Bearing in mind
the latest statistics I am sure members on the other side
will support me when I say that the loss of one life on
the roads is too many. Currently the road toll is about 3
below last year’s toll, and I am sure members on both
sides would hope that trend continues going forward
and that we can collectively produce another record low
road toll in Victoria.
Transport projects in the budget also include amenities
for cyclists. The scope of the Springvale Road grade
separation includes a shared youth path and a bicycle
shelter. The Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road upgrade
will include a shared-use path.
I am absolutely delighted that the budget will also set
aside funding for new V/Line railcars and regional rail
maintenance. When the regional rail link operation
begins in the next few years with its separate double
line between Southern Cross station and Sunshine, the
V/Line country trains and new railcars will allow
V/Line to provide extra trips and more seats on V/Line
services. This was not included in the regional rail link
project, which was poorly scoped and had no money
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made available for it. Extra railcars will provide the
opportunity for more locomotive pull cars to be put in
reserve to ensure that we have backup. Subject to
agreement with the supplier, we expect that these
railcars will start to roll out in 2014 to support this very
important project for Victoria.
The government has also delivered on other major
commitments in terms of regional Victoria. There is
$8.4 million towards the Grovedale railway station —
another commitment by the coalition government to
support those people in the Armstrong Creek area and
support the growing area of Geelong. People in
Geelong know that we are onside with them. They have
a lot of doubts about the other side; there has been no
support for Avalon Airport from the other side and
nothing to support the people of Geelong. We are
getting on with doing the real projects that will make a
big difference to the people of Geelong.
There is $171 million to get back to basics and make
sure that where the rural and regional rail link expands
beyond that project out into the country areas we
maintain that network and make sure it is safe and
sound. There will be a massive investment in rolling
stock and maintenance to make sure that we can deliver
the types of services that people in rural and regional
Victoria need.
In relation to V/Line and the work it will be
undertaking, there will be works undertaken along the
Seymour line, substantial bridge replacement, concrete
resleepering and rejuvenation of platforms at Broadford
and Wallan. There will be a range of different projects,
which include remedial action on historic bridges
between Watergardens and Bendigo, dustproofing of
equipment cabinets and replacement of point machines
in V/Line’s passenger stabling yard adjacent to
Southern Cross station. The work goes on.
There will be reconstruction of platform coping at
Stratford on the Bairnsdale line and investigations into
coping of platforms at Heathcote Junction on the
Seymour line, as well as bridge works between
Bendigo and Echuca. As I said, the work goes on to
make sure we can deliver a safe, sound and reliable
public transport network.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Higher Education and Skills:
correspondence
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Does the Premier deny that
he or anyone in his office pressured the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills to write a second letter
retracting his scathing criticism of this government’s
savage cutbacks to TAFEs?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — Up front I do not
accept the premise of the Leader of the Opposition’s
question at all. The Minister for Higher Education and
Skills has indicated that he is very supportive of the
government’s program and that he is committed to it.
He is a passionate individual — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question.
Mr BAILLIEU — He is a passionate individual,
and he has clarified that he has deeply committed to it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. Question time has been going for 1 minute now,
and already it is starting to get out of control.
Mr BAILLIEU — As I said yesterday, what has
occurred in vocational education and training since our
predecessors introduced the new model is that the
provision of training in this state has led to an increase
in enrolment numbers from around 350 000 in 2010 to
close to 550 000, and with that has come the subsidy.
That is why the vocational education and training
system in Victoria has to be changed and has to be put
on a sustainable platform. That is what we are doing,
that is what the minister has committed to, that is what
the minister is passionate about and that is what the
government is passionate about. We are going to work
with providers, whether they be TAFE providers or
whether they be adult community education providers,
to put training in this state on a sustainable basis.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sure the Leader of
the Opposition does not want to go out of the house
again today.
Mr BAILLIEU — If only the Leader of the
Opposition’s passion was as significant as the — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
come back to answering the question.
Mr BAILLIEU — We will put training onto a
sustainable platform. This system will be rolled out
nationally. It needs to be demonstrated to be on a
sustainable basis, and we will be putting record funding
into it. I say again that it is critical that we transform
this training system into a sustainable system. We will
work with all the providers to make sure that happens.
When we look at what our predecessors budgeted for
this year — about $850 million for a training package,
which is now going to take up $1.2 billion plus — we
can see it needs to be changed. The minister is
committed.
The minister has made it very clear that he supports the
government’s package and supports the proposals.
Indeed he has said as much: that this is an opportunity
to put the TAFE sector into a key position of
leadership, and that is what we and the minister are
committed to doing.

Budget: infrastructure projects
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — My question
is to the Premier. Can the Premier outline to the house
how the 2012–13 state budget strengthens Victoria’s
economy into the future?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The general
government capital program in the budget is
$5.8 billion. That is $5.8 billion worth of jobs that have
been dismissed by the opposition — $5.8 billion! After
excluding the fiscal stimulus from the commonwealth,
this is the largest investment in the history of Victoria.
Overall there will be $41 billion of
government-sponsored public sector projects under way
in 2012–13. We have delivered a responsible and
prudent budget, and it has been received as such. We
are intent on returning the budget in Victoria to a
sustainable basis, unlike our predecessors.
We are investing in vital transport infrastructure and, as
I said, we were very pleased to announce the
$1 billion-plus redevelopment of Webb Dock. It is a
critical piece of infrastructure for Victoria that has been
opposed by only one group. We know who opposed
that move. We are generating additional road capacity
across the state by building bypasses, duplicating roads,
eliminating some of the pinch points and undertaking
grade separations.
There is the Dingley bypass between Warrigal Road
and Westall Road. That is a key commitment. It will
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link key employment zones and has been sought for
many years, and we will deliver it. There is the
Koo Wee bypass and Ballarat Western Link Road,
which are very significant projects, as the Speaker
knows. There is the Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road
duplication, the Stud Road improvement and the
Western Highway duplication. We are investing in
those key grade separations at Mitcham and Rooks
roads and at Springvale Road, Springvale. They will be
well received, and they will deliver jobs in the
construction industry, in the civil construction industry
in particular.
We are buying additional regional rolling stock and
upgrading the Warragul railway station car park. We
are building a new corrections facility, which is long
overdue and is an investment that was neglected by our
predecessors. We are investing in health projects in
Geelong and Frankston. We are building additional
facilities at Frankston Hospital’s emergency
department, and we have invested more than
$40 million in a helipad and extra beds at Ballarat
hospital. After 11 years of neglecting that issue and
even voting against a helipad for Ballarat, you would
think that some people — the opposition in
particular — would now be supportive of that project.
There are school capital projects such as the one at
Ashwood Secondary College, the new Doreen South
Primary School, the modernisation of Bairnsdale
Secondary College and many others. These
infrastructure investments will boost jobs. They will
generate activity. They will generate productivity
changes, and they are opposed by only a few. We all
know who they are. They are down here. Members on
the back bench should come down and replace them.
Mark Stone, the CEO of the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, said of the
budget:
Most importantly, the budget retains a key focus on
infrastructure, with much-needed funding for progression of
the business case for the east-west link and planning and
redevelopment of the Melbourne Metro rail project.

Some people had a chance to stand up today and put
their credentials on the table. What did they do? They
got up and said absolutely nothing, despite the promises
of the Leader of the Opposition.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given that the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills earlier today refused to
rule out TAFE campus closures, will the Premier rule
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out the closure of any TAFE campus as a consequence
of his government’s savage cutbacks to TAFE?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I say again that the
vocational education and training (VET) system has to
change in this state. Some do not want to recognise it,
but the VET system has to change to put it on a
sustainable footing. Over the last two or three years we
have seen TAFE’s share of VET training fall
significantly. We will be working with TAFE, we will
be working with the adult community education
providers and the private providers to put in place a
system which is focused on quality and focused on
industry needs, and which is, most importantly,
sustainable. That is what our predecessors ignored. That
is what the opposition now seeks to ignore. It cannot be
retained in the way that it is currently. We have to do
something about it.
As the minister has indicated and as the government has
indicated, we will be working with the providers on a
new system that is focused on additional support for
courses where there is a significant industry need and
focused on significant support for apprenticeships,
working with TAFE in particular to reposition TAFE to
do what it does best. TAFE has significant competitive
advantages, and we would look to work with TAFE to
make sure that it can make maximum use of the
funding available — and the funding available is at
levels hundreds of millions of dollars more than our
predecessors committed to. That is what we are
committed to, that is what the minister is committed to,
and I invite the opposition to get on board.

Budget: commentary
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer advise the house how
the community has responded to the 2012–13 state
budget?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — This has been a tough
budget but we believe a responsible budget, despite
world uncertainty, a weakening national economy, the
uncertainty around the carbon tax and this government
having to sort out the previous government’s mess. We
had structural deficits, expenditure outstripping
revenue, the messes regarding myki and the Melbourne
Markets. Then we had the desalination plant, thanks to
the incompetent bungling of the former Minister for
Water, which means we now have charges of
$2 million a day before 1 litre of water heads down that
pipeline — and we can thank the previous Minister for
Water for that.
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Despite all that, we delivered a surplus, but this budget
that we delivered on Tuesday is about the future and it
is about opportunities. It is about generating jobs over
the forward estimates. It is about cutting costs for
businesses. It is about cutting WorkCover by 3 per cent.
That will save business about $60 million a year. It is
about cutting red tape by 25 per cent, which will save
$715 million a year. It is about saying no to the Gillard
government’s occupational health and safety policy,
which was going to cost business $3.4 billion over a
five-year period, hitting mostly small businesses.
It is about building infrastructure. It is about building
hospitals, it is about building schools, it is about
eliminating level crossings, it is about roads and it is
about generating construction jobs. When you build
hospitals, it is about more nurses and more doctors.
When you build more police stations, it is about more
police. It is about ordering that rolling stock — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLS — It is about buying more rolling
stock and pushing for it to be manufactured here in
Victoria.
What are the organisations and industry saying about
our budget? Let us look at the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria. It said:
The REIV has welcomed the priority placed on ensuring
economic growth in the Victorian budget and the provision of
ongoing funding for stamp duty cuts for first home buyers.

The Royal Automobile Club of Victoria said:
The east–west link is a major project that will alleviate the
massive congestion — —

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLS — Infrastructure Partnerships Australia
said:
The Victorian budget’s focus on cutting operating costs is
fundamental to achieving an enlarged infrastructure program
in coming years …

The Committee for Ballarat said:
The Committee for Ballarat strongly endorses the funding
allocation of $35.5 million in yesterday’s state government
budget for delivery of stage 1 of the western link road.
We are extremely pleased with this outcome.
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The Victorian Association of Forest Industries said that
it was:
… a responsible plan that continued the government’s
investment in the infrastructure of rural and regional
Victoria …

This budget is a responsible budget. It is about creating
and generating jobs over the forward estimates, and it is
one we are very proud of.

Youth: employment
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My question is to the
Minister for Youth Affairs. Can the minister guarantee
that the savage TAFE cutbacks will have no impact on
or lead to further increases in Victoria’s youth
unemployment rate, which currently stands at 22.3 per
cent, the highest in Australia?
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Youth Affairs) —
What I can say is that the best way to support jobs for
youth is through a strong economy. After 11 years of
Labor’s waste and mismanagement this government
has built a strong economic strategy around a
responsible budget around addressing
productivity — —
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly reading from a document. The face
was going red but the eyes were down. He was clearly
reading it. I ask that you ask the member to table the
document.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was reading
from notes. I do not uphold the point of order.
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Honourable member for Essendon withdrew from
the chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Youth: employment
Questions resumed.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Youth Affairs) — Last
year I was very pleased to announce $12.3 million in
Engage! grants. Those Engage! grants went to
102 organisations across this state, and those grants
encourage students to stay at school and also help them
with mentoring and skilling and will generate hundreds
of jobs in the future.
When I announced this particular program I visited the
street coffee cart down at Melbourne Central station,
where I met a young lady, Chantelle Ellen, who was
homeless and who had got involved with the program.
She was making some really good progress in looking
for work as a pastry chef. She was also employed by
the street operation to run one of the coffee carts. This
is just one small example of how this government
through the Engage! grants, through the youth affairs
portfolio, is helping young kids — young Victorians,
the youth of Victoria — to get skills and to get into
employment. That is the way that this government is
supporting young people in employment. That is what
this government is about: making sure we have tangible
outcomes — and we cannot support youth unless we
have a strong budget.

Budget: police and emergency services
Mr R. SMITH — The important issues that have
been addressed by this budget mean that this
government has a responsible budget and one that will
support youth in unemployment going forward. Last
year I was very pleased to announce
$12.3 million — —

Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — My question is
to the Deputy Premier, who is the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. Can the minister outline to
the house how the coalition government’s 2012–13
budget is investing to bolster front-line services to
protect Victorian communities?

Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Essendon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon can leave the chamber for half an hour. He
should know better.

Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for his very timely and
appropriate question. The government’s budget
continues our work in bolstering front-line services by
investing in new infrastructure and new equipment and
resources with the basic intent of providing better
protections for our local communities. That is
happening in a number of ways.
We have invested $133 million in new infrastructure
across Victoria to support the work of front-line police
officers and protective services officers (PSOs). I might
say it is wonderful to see the bipartisan support for
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protective services officers across the chamber now. I
have read a number of articles in which members of the
opposition have joined members on this side of the
house in welcoming the prospect of the PSOs being in
their respective areas, and it is a great thing. I welcome
that support.
This all builds of course on the budget of last year,
which invested $602 million for the recruitment,
training and deployment of another 1700 front-line
officers and $212 million in relation to the
940 protective services officers, with all of that to be
done by November 2014. I am pleased to tell the house
that about 850 of those officers will have been trained
and deployed by June this year — June 2012. I am
pleased to say also that they have been spread right
across the state of Victoria in deployment by police
command — not only in the metropolitan areas but in
the regional areas as well.
The $133 million includes various other aspects:
$56 million to upgrade and build new police facilities to
accommodate the rollout of those 1700 police and the
940 PSOs; $21.7 million to upgrade the facilities at the
train stations to accommodate the PSOs; and
$54.6 million to progress specific capital projects.
Among those is $27 million for the Victoria Police
operational tactics and safety training complex at
Essendon, which will be a new facility and a fabulous
addition to the various facilities for the training of
Victoria Police. It also includes $13.6 million for a new
police station and VICSES (Victoria State Emergency
Service) combined facility at Waurn Ponds, which I
know has been very warmly welcomed by the local
member, and $6.27 million for a new police station at
Emerald.
The budget also provides funding for protecting
children, including $8.8 million over four years to
strengthen the oversight, monitoring and management
of registered sex offenders who may be living in the
community and funding for additional multidisciplinary
centres across the state, which I am sure will be
welcomed by all members of the house. In addition
$57 million is being provided for front-line emergency
services; $23 million for the replacement or upgrade of
fire stations, going towards our ultimate commitment of
250 stations; and $12.3 million for the CFA (Country
Fire Authority) for additional equipment.
The budget provides $2.1 million for the development
of the emergency services communications master
plan; $3.9 million to improve the resilience of the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority’s
computer assist dispatch system; and $15.7 million to
integrate VICSES into the incident control centres
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which have been opened across the state and which
continue to be rolled out on the basis of assisting the
interoperability between agencies. In addition this latest
investment will enable VICSES to access the soon to be
developed Department of Sustainability and
Environment Floodzoom program, enhancing the
capability of VICSES in the flood areas. These are huge
investments for the good of all Victorians, and we are
proud to be able to make them.

Public sector: job losses
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Can the Premier
confirm that the government has appealed a ruling by
Fair Work Australia to release the final copy of the
Vertigan report, a report which details further public
sector job cuts and privatisations?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The audit commission
made an interim report, now colloquially known as the
Vertigan report, which was made available. The
government has made no decision about the Vertigan
report, but the report has been available to government
in terms of budget deliberations, and it will be
considered as such.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
grateful to the Premier for his answer. The question,
however, related to whether the government had
appealed against the ruling of Fair Work Australia to
release that report — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier answered
the question.

Budget: public transport and roads
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister inform
the house how the 2012–13 state budget contributes to
road safety and improved public transport for
Victorians?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Bentleigh for her question and for
her very strong interest in public transport, road safety
and improving productivity in Victoria. The state
budget makes some very significant investments in
relation to public transport and roads, and in particular
road safety issues. There is $350 million for the
abolition of dangerous level crossings. The Springvale
Road, Springvale, crossing will go, Mitcham Road,
Mitcham, will go and Rooks Road in Mitcham will also
go. These two major dangerous level crossings,
Springvale Road and Mitcham Road, were of course
identified in the 2008 Australian level crossing
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assessment model list as being the state’s most
dangerous level crossings. We have included Rooks
Road in the Mitcham Road project, because it makes
sense when we have contractors mobilised to get rid of
that dangerous level crossing at the same time.
To give an understanding to the house of the impact
these level crossings have on productivity and road
safety — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member the Yan
Yean!
Mr MULDER — During the morning peak
39 trains go through the Springvale Road level crossing
and 1000 pedestrians cross it. The boom gates are
closed for about 50 minutes, so you can imagine the
impact that has on heavy vehicles, on tradesmen and on
mums and dads going to work and using that crossing
on a day-to-day basis. We are not talking about minutes
lost; we are talking about hours lost on a weekly basis.
On Anderson Road in Sunshine another two level
crossings will be abolished as part of the regional rail
link project. Those two crossings were put into the
regional rail link project by the former government and
taken out by the former government. They were ripped
out of the western suburbs, and it took a Baillieu
government to reinstate those two projects in the
regional rail link project.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ferntree
Gully!
Mr MULDER — It is interesting to hear the
commentary that has come out of the west in relation to
Baillieu government support for these projects. The
Brimbank Transport Action Group’s Peter Thomson
was reported as commenting on the project. The article
states:
… the release of the designs was a welcome step in the fight
to remove the dangerous crossings.
‘It’s going to make a big difference to the traffic flow there
and to safety. There have been a lot of accidents because of
those crossings’.

LeadWest, which includes the Brimbank, Maribyrnong
and Moonee Valley councils, said:
The project also addresses major congestion and safety
problems at the two Anderson Street level crossings near
Sunshine station. Removal of the level crossings will improve
safety and would also reduce traffic congestion.
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This is a great endorsement from the western suburbs,
from the Labor heartland, for Baillieu government
commitments to the western suburbs and making sure
those people are safer — and we are improving the
amenity in those areas. It is not only that: there is also
$16.5 million for planning to abolish crossings going
forward at Mountain Highway and Scoresby Road,
Bayswater, at North Road, Ormond, at Blackburn
Road, Blackburn, and at Burke Road, Glen Iris. There
is also money for rail maintenance, Warragul station,
the route 601 bus to Monash University and a range of
other projects.
It is interesting to see the approach of the former Labor
government’s members in relation to some of those
crossings. I refer to Hansard, where the former member
for Mitcham and former Minister for Gaming, Tony
Robinson, asked this question on notice:
To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport, on how
many occasions —

the boom barriers had failed —
at … Rooks Road, Mitcham …

and at
… Mitcham Road, Mitcham …

Fourteen years ago the former Labor member for
Mitcham raised this issue in the house. He knew how to
blow money — $3 billion on a botched poker machine
licence auction that went belly up and that could have
been used to get rid of about 20 other level crossings
across the metropolitan area.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr MULDER — It was absolutely botched.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister — —
Mr MULDER — Those opposite should never be
able to touch money. They should never put their hands
on it, because — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat.

Public sector: regional and rural job losses
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I
believe I heard the member for Monbulk, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, make a remark that cast
aspersions on the Chair. I thought I heard him say,
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‘Two rules in this house’. I ask him to withdraw that
aspersion on the Chair. It is an absolutely irresponsible
reflection on the Chair.
The SPEAKER — Order! I did not hear the
comment.
Mr MERLINO — My question is to the Minister
for Agriculture and Food Security. I refer the minister
to the Baillieu government’s plan to sack 4200 public
sector workers, and I ask: can the minister guarantee
that not one job will be lost from DPI (Department of
Primary Industries) offices across the state, including
those in Bairnsdale, Ballarat, Benalla, Bendigo, Colac,
Ellinbank, Echuca, Geelong, Hamilton, Horsham,
Kerang, Leongatha, Maffra, Mildura, Queenscliff,
Rutherglen, Snobs Creek, Tatura, Warrnambool and
Wodonga, or will The Nationals continue to remain
silent on Liberal cuts in the bush?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — I thank the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition for his question about agriculture. We have
been in government for nearly 18 months now, and this
is the first question about agriculture.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Lyndhurst!
Mr WALSH — The agriculture and food industries
plan is a good story for country Victoria. It actually has
more money in it than the previous government’s
Future Farming strategy had. If you compare like with
like, you see there is more money in this budget for
food and fibre production in this state than the previous
government had in its so-called Future Farming
strategy. Like for like, there is more money there.
There is money for the dairy industry for research,
extension and development. It is the single largest
export industry out of regional Victoria. There is money
in the budget for the grains industry for research and
development — another great industry that creates jobs
in communities around this state. There is money in the
budget for the red meat industry. If members look at the
red meat industry, they will see that there is money
there that will create jobs for research and development
in our regional institutes around Victoria, particularly at
Hamilton, where there has already been a significant
investment in lamb research.
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Footscray
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray can leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Footscray withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Public sector: regional and rural job losses
Questions resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — As I said, I thank the member for his
question and for the fact that the opposition has finally
realised that there is an agricultural industry in Victoria.
It is the biggest export industry there is out of this state,
and there has not been one question about that over the
last 18 months. In the budget there is a great story to tell
about food and fibre production in this state.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr WALSH — This will mean more money for
research at that institute.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has had more than 2 minutes to get to the
question. The question was about whether he would
guarantee that DPI officers will not be losing their
jobs — —
The SPEAKER — Order! A point of order is not an
opportunity to ask the question again. The member
understands that.
Mr Merlino — If I can continue my point of order,
Speaker, the point of order relates to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! Not if you are going to
repeat the question.
Mr Merlino — The minister is not being relevant to
the question. He is clearly not prepared to give that
guarantee of protecting jobs in regional Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I believe the minister was being very relevant
to the question.
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Mr WALSH — There is significant money in the
budget, as I have been outlining, for DPI — for
research, for development and for extension — so that
we can grow our exports out of this state. One of the
key aspects of the commitment from this government to
grow export markets is about growing wealth for our
state, particularly wealth for regional Victorian
communities to create jobs in those communities. If
members look at what is in the budget, they will see
that there is money for that research. There is money
for the horticultural industry to grow exports from the
stone fruit industry, to grow exports from the pear
industry and to grow exports from the almond industry,
which will create jobs in country Victoria.
There is money in the budget for biosecurity. There is
money there to make sure we protect the integrity of
our products going into export markets. There is money
in the budget for an export expansion program. One of
the key issues, as the Premier has outlined, is to have an
export strategy for Asia. There is going to be a huge
increase in the middle-class population in Asia that will
be looking for our food — looking for protein from
Victoria. The budget delivers on making sure those
programs are there so that our farmers can be more
profitable and there will be more jobs in country
Victoria.

Budget: schools
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My question is to the
Minister for Education. How does the 2012–13 state
budget support improvements in schools and in school
maintenance in Victoria?
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Burwood for his question. His great
commitment to education in his electorate has been
very effective.
As members know, we have returned Victoria’s budget
to a far more sustainable level, especially in education.
We are making changes in response to Labor’s
mismanagement of education in this state. We are also
delivering on our election commitments and funding
the priorities of this government. It is really pleasing to
be able to tell the house that, despite the economic
pressures that this government and this state are under,
we have actually increased the school education budget
by 3 per cent. Part of that 3 per cent increase has been a
major investment in capital works in Victoria, and a
key part of that capital investment is an $80 million
investment in capital projects in country Victoria. What
members will see across Victoria is us redressing the
problems that were caused by the previous Labor
government.
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We have money that will be spent at Belvoir Special
School in Wodonga and also at Wodonga Senior
Secondary College. One of my favourite projects is the
$5 million project for Ouyen P–12 College. Under the
previous government that school was promised that if it
merged, it would get a brand-new school on one site.
The trouble is that the previous government delivered
only half of that, and the school remained divided by
the Calder Highway. It has taken this government to
actually complete that project. The major investment in
Belvoir Special School follows on from our biggest
investment in special and autistic schools that was in
our budget last year.
In Geelong we are investing in the next stage of
construction of Northern Bay P–12 College in Corio. In
Bendigo we are investing in the next stage of
construction of Golden Square Primary School. We are
also investing in Boronia. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was praising me in his contribution to the
debate on the budget today for completing a project that
after 11 years he was unable to complete. There is
$15 million for Boronia K–12 College. In Ballarat we
will begin construction on the Phoenix P–12 College, a
major project worth $10 million. Down in Gippsland
we are upgrading the Mirboo North Secondary College
and Bairnsdale Secondary College — a great school.
We are more than halfway through delivering on the
capital projects that were part of our election
commitments.
We are delivering in Labor’s heartland as well, as the
Minister for Public Transport has mentioned. We are
completing — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr DIXON — We are contributing $8 million to
the upgrade of Laverton P–12 College, which will
incorporate the brand-new P–12 Western Autistic
School. We are delivering a $14 million rebuild of the
Galvin Park Secondary College in Werribee after the
previous government watched that school fall down.
As you are aware, Speaker, maintenance funding was
slashed by 20 per cent under the previous government,
leaving us with a maintenance backlog of some
$300 million. We are not only increasing the base
component of maintenance funding each year by about
48 per cent but are also investing an additional
$20 million to pay for the major priorities that our audit
will reveal following 11 years of neglect by the
previous government. We are reinvesting in new land
for schools as well. The previous government in its last
budget allocated $8 million for land purchases. So far in
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just two years this government has invested $50 million
in land purchases. We are delivering that in
Cranbourne, we are delivering that in
Connewarre — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
has concluded.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Ms KAIROUZ
(Kororoit).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
AMENDMENT (EXAMINATIONS) BILL
2012

Second reading

Second reading

Debate resumed.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
continue my contribution in relation to the budget and
particularly in relation to how it impacts on my
portfolio. I have gone through and outlined a whole
range of initiatives and policy commitments that we
have rolled out right across the state, from metropolitan
Melbourne to the suburbs and regional centres and right
out into country Victoria.
On top of that, despite the fact that we inherited such an
appalling budget position from the former Labor
government, we have still been able to add additional
services to the metropolitan network. Almost
1000 additional train services have been added since
the Baillieu government came to power. It is not as if
the former transport minister did not have the
opportunity to take up these initiatives. The simple fact
is he slid the paper underneath the desk, did not want to
talk about it or push it forward and thought it was a
political risk to improve public transport in the state. It
was left to the coalition government when it came to
power to introduce those new services. Not only have
we done that, but on the Ringwood, Frankston and
Dandenong lines on weekends we are now running
trains at 10-minute frequencies. What a great initiative.
This paints a vision of where we can take the rail
network going forward, and that is to throw away the
paper timetable so that people can turn up and know
that a train is going to arrive within a matter of minutes.
To that end we have got the new Public Transport
Victoria authority, and it has already gone down the
path of aligning 140 bus timetables with the train
timetables. That is the way it should have been going
all along — an integrated public transport network that
aligns train, tram and bus timetables.
I can also report to the house that for the month of April
it appears that the operator, Metro Trains Melbourne,
ran at around 92 per cent punctuality.

Debate resumed from 19 April; motion of
Mr McINTOSH (Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission).
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to speak on the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012. One of the great
tests of true political leadership is integrity — that is,
the integrity to be open, honest and accountable and the
integrity to keep your political promises. The repetitive
theme of the Baillieu government is that it has
consistently failed this test, and whilst there is a high
degree of competition as to what has been the grandest
and most audacious example of its broken election
promises, the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission must be at least in the finals. It is now
almost universally accepted that the establishment of
the IBAC has been ham-fisted, secretive, dishonest and
incompetent.
This bill is supposedly the last piece in the six-part saga
of bills that the government has used to establish the
IBAC. These instalments are bad law full of
self-serving broken promises, weasel words and
tortuous convolutions. We accept that it is challenging
to build institutions and we have not tried to stand in the
government’s way on this difficult journey, but our
concern and trepidation grow. This is a body that will
require review in terms of its capacity, its effectiveness
and its fairness; there is no doubt about it. But there are
a number of significant and ongoing issues that concern
us, and we will continue to point out the litany of
broken election promises by this government on the
IBAC.
The government promised that the IBAC would be
open for business to conduct investigations by 1 July
2011; it has failed. It promised to deliver an IBAC that
was modelled on the New South Wales ICAC
(Independent Commission Against Corruption), and on
this promise it has failed. It promised that the IBAC
would have a wide jurisdiction to investigate
corruption; on this it has failed. It is interesting that the
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New South Wales ICAC can investigate matters such
as a breach of the ministerial code of conduct. It can
investigate allegations such as political preferment —
say, for example, when a chief of staff to a senior
political leader gets appointed as a trade commissioner
in the Americas. The New South Wales ICAC can
investigate things like misconduct in public office —
say, for example, where a political staffer and in fact a
minister may have interfered with or undermined an
independent Chief Commissioner of Police.
The government’s own policy defines public sector
corruption as:
perverting or attempting to pervert the proper, honest and
impartial exercise of the official functions of a public official.

But the government has delivered nothing of the sort.
The government completely fettered the jurisdiction of
IBAC in December by significantly heightening the
threshold definition of ‘corruption’, thereby precluding
a wide range of matters that the IBAC might have
investigated. This bill does nothing to address the
public and stakeholder outcry that occurred as a result.
Section 41(2) of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Investigative Functions) Act 2012 in effect says that
IBAC will have to make determinations as to whether
or not an indictable criminal offence has occurred in
order to ascertain whether or not it has jurisdiction to
investigate. I would have thought that job, as has been
the case traditionally, would be left to the Office of
Public Prosecutions and the police.
The threshold for having an inquiry is very high. Even
if an inquiry takes place, no-one will necessarily know
about it because the government set up a clandestine,
secret reporting regime under the previous act despite
its pre-election promise that IBAC would report only to
the Parliament. When IBAC receives a complaint, it
must investigate, refer or dismiss the matter — that is
set out in the bill — but it is not obliged to tell anyone,
including the complainant, what action it has taken.
This bill also sets out a confidentiality regime that can
apply to certain persons and documents.
One of the really big commitments the government
promised it would deliver was in regard to IBAC
having public hearings when it was determined that
would be in the public interest, but on this promise it
has failed. Government members shouted it from the
rooftops before the election. The Premier promised his
landmark corruption-busting body would hold public
hearings because experts agreed that they were — and I
quote the Premier — ‘essential for public confidence’.
But the Premier has delivered a model in which the
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concept of a hearing does not exist. The words ‘public
hearing’ do not exist in form or substance in this bill.
There will be no public corruption hearings or inquiries
in Victoria despite the government telling Victorians
there would be.
It is true that this bill gives IBAC powers to conduct
examinations in public — that is, to take evidence in
certain circumstances under oath or affirmation — but
the presumption in the bill is that an examination be
held in private. It provides that an examination, not a
hearing or an inquiry, can be held in public but only in
very restricted circumstances. That is another broken
promise.
I accept that trying to get the balance right in relation to
things like public hearings and inquiries is difficult
because of genuine issues such as fairness, justice,
transparency, confidence, deterrence and the protection
of people’s reputations. This is a difficult balance, but
the government had obviously thought that through
before it issued a 37-page document on the issue before
the last state election. The government has continued to
refuse to engage; it has refused to have a public
discussion about this issue. It has suppressed the
advisory committee report. It likes to pre-leak its bills
and then go missing in action. It has dribbled its IBAC
out over six miserable pieces of legislation, and it has
taken a year longer than it promised it would. The
government has had plenty of opportunity to say, ‘We
have had a bit of a think about this and have reflected
on some of the challenges; we know what we said in
opposition and we know this was the hand-on-heart
promise we made to Victorians before the election’.
Instead we get a backflip, a refusal to acknowledge that
backflip, the suppression of all reports, the denial of all
freedom of information requests on the matter and a
minister who goes into hiding rather than answering
any questions about it.
The government promised a broadbased anticorruption
commission that would be a one-stop shop, but it has
delivered a model that has different rules for different
categories of public servants. The judiciary is one group
that has different rules and a different model applying
to it from those that apply to others. Here is another
breach of the government’s election commitment.
Under the bill different standards will be applied. While
a child protection worker, for example, may be publicly
examined by IBAC, a judge can never be publicly
examined. The bill clarifies that IBAC might be able to
retrospectively investigate matters in very rare
circumstances.
During the ongoing delay of the introduction of IBAC,
which was supposed to be open for business to conduct
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investigations on 1 July last year, we have seen a litany
of public integrity crises which have all been at the
behest of this government. I would hate to think that
any of this ongoing delay was designed by the
government to try to push the spotlight away from ever
being shone on it, because we all know that some of
these issues require attention. We all know that the
Office of Police Integrity (OPI) said in its Crossing the
Line report that it could not investigate the Deputy
Premier; we know that the version of events of the
member for Benambra conflict with those of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in relation
to their interventions in law enforcement agencies and
the spectacular procurement of the then Chief
Commissioner of Police. These retrospectivity
provisions have one test — that is, they ought to be
capable of enabling the investigations of those issues,
because they go to issues involving the confidence in
and integrity of law enforcement and the integrity of
leadership in this state. If IBAC cannot investigate that
kind of conduct, then the government’s drafting of this
legislation and the legislation itself are clearly
retrograde steps.
I will briefly touch on the issue of privilege that the bill
addresses. Under the bill, if a witness is summoned by
IBAC, then IBAC has the power to compel a person to
answer any question or produce any document. This is
in addition to the search and seizure powers that were
provided in previous legislation. The bill states that in
this respect there will be no right to silence nor a right
to exercise the privilege against self-incrimination,
although there is some derivative immunity powers.
But IBAC will bear the burden of contesting a claim of
privilege in the Supreme Court. The real issue is that
the regime that relates to privilege has the potential
effect of prohibiting IBAC from investigating ministers
and other high-ranking officers. It will be prohibited not
from investigating child protection workers or other
good, hardworking public servants but from
investigating those who hold the power and have
designed the rules. This is not the case for the ICAC in
New South Wales. Members should remember that the
government promised that the New South Wales ICAC
would form a template for the government’s model.
This bill recognises certain legal privileges with a
couple of exceptions. Crown privileges are abrogated
for witnesses who are police personnel. Police
personnel cannot rely on any of these privileges; they
will always have to give evidence. But guess who can
refuse to answer questions and hand over documents?
Ministers can, because the bill gives them public
interest immunity. Cabinet in confidence is a
recognised privilege under public interest immunity.
The upshot of this is that many activities of the
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executive will be beyond the purview of the IBAC — a
demonstration that this government says one thing in
opposition but once in government runs and hides.
This abrogation of privilege that may be claimed by the
Crown does not extend to any other public officer under
the act. It also means the IBAC will have to contend
with secrecy requirements in other legislation. An
example of that might be section 30 of the Corrections
Act 1986, which currently has a specific exemption to
allow disclosure to the Ombudsman, among other
things — and there are plenty of others.
IBAC will have to deal with claims for public interest
immunity, including over cabinet documents and
decisions. There is a mechanism for testing the validity
of such claims in the Supreme Court, but that will only
weed out the baseless claims of privilege and then only
after time-consuming and expensive legal proceedings.
While I am on the topic of who gets shielded from
investigations by the advocate, I remind the house who
will not have a shield. Journalists will have no shield,
no privilege, no immunity and no legal capacity to
protect themselves from the threat of criminal
prosecution and jail if they fail to reveal a source or
hand over evidence. It was in April 2011 that the
Attorney-General said the shield laws would be
introduced into this chamber within six months, yet we
have seen nothing. This is an issue that the government
needs to address and address quickly, because if these
conversations and documents are to be privileged, then
this needs to be a matter that is explicitly addressed. It
is not.
I note that in Western Australia the Premier, Colin
Barnett, has specified that shield laws will apply to its
anticorruption machinery. If it is not the government’s
intention, then it ought to explain what the public policy
imperative and the public interest are, on the one hand,
in its saying a minister can claim cabinet in confidence
as part of the public interest immunity and refuse to
answer questions or hand over documents in respect of
an alleged corruption inquiry, while on the other hand a
journalist who refuses to disclose the identity of, for
example, a whistleblower who may be exposing
corruption in government gets to go to prison under this
bill. A free and independent press is an important check
and balance on public integrity and the exposure of
corruption. It is important that we do not bite off our
nose to spite our face. This balance is wrong, and the
government needs to address it.
The bill also establishes classes of protected persons
and documents. It renders these completely
unreviewable. The bill establishes a regime around
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restricted matters. I would like to talk about the
confidentiality notices that may prevent a person from
revealing a restricted matter with which a witness is
likely to be served when they receive a subpoena. There
are provisions for disclosing restricted matters for the
purposes of obtaining legal advice and telling your
employer or a partner, and these are good things; I will
affirm that. But they then become subject to the
confidentiality notice.
The thing is that a confidentiality notice can be
enforced for five years unless it is cancelled or
extended. If you know or are told anything, or you are
the subject of or you give evidence in an anticorruption
inquiry, it is possible that you may be the subject of a
confidentiality notice, with the sword of Damocles of a
contempt of court action against you held over your
head for up to five years.
I think we had better get ready for the new Don Watson
book when it comes to anticorruption speak on weasel
words, because I can imagine in this chamber when we
are in fact asking questions of the government and
ministers about whether or not they are the subject of a
corruption investigation, particular if they have not
been able to rely on a cabinet-in-confidence solution,
whether or not they have given evidence or whether or
not they are aware of an investigation into alleged
corruption, it is conceivable that under this bill no-one
will be able to confirm or deny that. Even
acknowledging the existence of an inquiry may
constitute a breach of the law, and there are significant
and severe penalties for that.
There may be circumstances where an IBAC has to
protect an investigation; I accept that. I think that is
important. We need to remember that this will apply to
police corruption and that there may in fact be
witnesses who need to be protected. But it is difficult to
see why at every turn this government has made
everything so secretive. It has failed to come out and
engage in any public leadership or any public debate to
explain and justify these decisions.
Is it any wonder that every one of the stakeholders that
it has worked with has universally condemned its
model? I remain concerned that almost every public
crack of light into the IBAC’s operations has been
closed. Let us remember that this is a body that will
operate covertly. It will be given access to extraordinary
firearms. Who can forget the bazookas announcement?
There is a presumption against public examinations
being held. There are private reports and private
recommendations. There are significant limitations on
what may be in the commission’s annual report. There
are major limitations on what the parliamentary
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oversight committee can inquire into. The threshold
definition of corruption has been significantly
heightened and redefined.
Despite the breach of faith, the government owes it to
us to explain how we can be confident that the IBAC is
or is not doing its job. The referral powers contained in
the bill are also so badly drafted that institutional turf
wars, legal uncertainty and failures in institutional
accountability are likely to occur under this model. We
have seen incredible disputation, albeit put in
bureaucratic speak, between the Office of Police
Integrity and the Ombudsman’s office. That played out
particularly in the context of whistleblowers and certain
OPI investigations.
The IBAC referral powers do nothing to resolve these
issues, even though it was recommended in both of
those reports that the government do that. In fact they
arguably make them worse. Whilst this bill makes
references to transfers, it fails to explicitly identify
responsibility and accountability for investigations and
decisions except for three provisions in section 49.
Providing express legislative power is one thing, but
express legislative obligation, responsibility and
accountability is required. We have seen report after
report tabled in this Parliament in which there have
been fundamental failures because a number of
agencies have failed to accept responsibility that the
buck stopped with them.
Collaboration and cooperation between investigative
and law enforcement bodies is one thing, but not when
it leads to file tossing between agencies, institutional
turf wars or just human confusion about who is doing
what and who has an obligation to do what. What we
learn again and again from these institutional
behaviours, and what we learn from the OPI, the
Ombudsman and the litany of reports tabled into
agency failure, is that express legislative obligation and
accountability must be mandatory.
The bill does not resolve any of those jurisdictional
difficulties in respect of integrity and law enforcement
bodies. It especially does not resolve them in respect of
whistleblowers, and in certain circumstances if a person
who is being investigated by the IBAC is a subject of a
confidentiality notice, it is conceivable that should the
police come to interview them to inquire about a crime
they will be prohibited by law from answering the
inquiry. We are setting up these bodies to fail. This will
introduce an institutional culture of duckshoving
between agencies, and as law-makers, we must provide
greater clarity and accountability.
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Let us not forget that in the last sitting week of
Parliament a most disturbing report into the murder of
Carl Williams was tabled. Not explicitly mentioned in
that report but hanging over things like a shadow there
remain a number of significant corruption inquiries
involving the police. One of the key performance
indicators the government will have to meet here is
whether or not — as it has tried to neck the OPI again
and again — this body will be capable of carrying the
delivery of proper police corruption inquiries rather
than setting up a jurisdictional mess that will further
hamper an already difficult issue.
In terms of legal representation, I am pleased that the
bill sets out circumstances where a person may be
represented by an Australian legal practitioner. It is
important to note that IBAC has the power to refuse a
person permission to have a specific legal practitioner.
The only concern the opposition has about these
provisions is the limitation that people can be
represented only by an Australian lawyer, which
diminishes the capacity to be represented by, for
example, a union, a professional association, an
employer association or, in the case of a councillor, the
Municipal Association of Victoria.
The other grand backflip contained in the bill relates to
the IBAC commissioner. Is it any wonder that no-one
wants to touch this body with a 10-foot barge pole? The
government started with the high-order aspiration, over
a year and a half ago, of conducting an international
search for an IBAC commissioner. It has not been
going too well. Initially it reduced the threshold. It said,
‘We are not going to fulfil our election promise that the
IBAC oversight committee could veto the
appointment’, thereby tearing up any capacity to have a
bipartisan approach to the person’s appointment.
Instead it said, ‘The Premier will consult with the
Leader of the Opposition’. Then we had the OPI report
in which we found out that the government was making
all sorts of employment offers to people like Ken Jones,
despite its public denials. Then we got this bill, which
says, ‘Okay, the minister can just make a
recommendation about an acting IBAC commissioner,
including the first one. They do not have to satisfy the
qualifications of being eligible for appointment to the
Supreme Court, Federal Court or County Court, so long
as they are a person with investigative experience’.
Under this latest provision, therefore, they could
appoint Ken Jones.
I understand there are all sorts of rumours that swirl
around about people who may or may not be appointed,
but the government has done three backflips because
no-one wants to be associated with a body that is
incompetent and has been so heavily politicised that the
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government has not been able to competently legislate
for it, given the six pieces of very badly drafted and
conflicting legislation that fail to intersect and have
been dribbled through the house. It is an absolute
shame, because the discretion given to the IBAC
commissioner in this and the other five bills is quite
wide-ranging. That means that we need a person whose
integrity is unimpeachable, hence the value of a
bipartisan approach. But the government has trashed
that.
Some us had hoped that in this sixth IBAC bill the
legislative saga would start to rectify the inadequacies
of the government’s model, but it does not. In fact after
all these bills and the public outcry about how
inadequate they are, the Premier’s website still says,
about IBAC:
The centrepiece of the coalition’s program for government
integrity is an independent broadbased anticorruption
commission … lifting Victoria … to the standard set in other
Australian states.

No, the Premier is wrong. IBAC is well below the
standard set in other states and well below the standard
contained in the coalition’s own policy. This can lead
us to one of only two conclusions: either the
government is stunningly incompetent or the
government is less than eager for this organisation to
function effectively. On both fronts we hold the
government accountable. IBAC is a body that must be
able to effectively identify and investigate important
corruption matters, and the public deserves some
confidence, but again and again the government has
denied the public any such confidence.
The greatest threat to public confidence in institutions is
the very conduct of this government, the way it has
conducted itself. Only when we get a glimpse of public
exposure do we get a true insight into how bad things
really are. It has chipped away at its own credibility on
transparency, accountability and openness ever since it
was elected. A good government is capable of building
resilient, effective and long-lasting institutions. The
year of criticism this IBAC has been subjected to is
deserved. I suspect that criticism will continue.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to support the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Examinations) Bill 2012. I must concede that there
was an element of originality in the presentation of the
member for Altona, unlike the last one on the last
subject. However, despite the originality, it was equally
fantastic — in the sense of being a complete and utter
fantasy — and totally and absolutely unrelated to the
facts, to experience and to history.
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For 11 years — and I concede that the member for
Altona only came in during the dying days of the
Brumby government — Labor did absolutely nothing
in this space. It had the opportunity, it talked about it, it
looked at options and then it did absolutely nothing.
Now it wants to sit back, criticise, carp, whinge and
carry on — as well as all the other usual verbs and
adjectives you think of when you are thinking of the
opposition but it did absolutely nothing. In contrast
with that position, the coalition is delivering on its
commitments. We are delivering the most far-reaching
reforms to the integrity systems in this state ever. A
series of bills have already been passed, and they
certainly are historic.
Ms Hennessy — How many?
Mr MORRIS — I am glad the member for Altona
asked that question, because I would have thought she
could count, but there have been the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011,
the Victorian Inspectorate Act 2011, the Public Interest
Monitor Act 2011, the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Investigative Functions) Act 2012, the Freedom of
Information Amendment (Freedom of Information
Commissioner) Act 2012 — you may or may not count
that — the Victorian Inspectorate Amendment Act
2012 and the commonwealth legislation dealing with
telecommunications interception; so in fact there have
already been six pieces of legislation dealing with this
issue, and there is now the present bill before the house.
There have been seven discrete pieces of legislation
implementing reforms to the integrity system in this
state — eight if you count the freedom of information
amendment. Certainly a substantial body of work has
been done by the house. It is about getting the right
package together — taking the time and getting it right.
It is a measured approach, a staged approach. That is
what the government is about: tackling the issue and
getting it right. None of us who were around at the time
have forgotten the views expressed by the former
Premier, John Brumby, who said:
My views on it have been well aired and are well known, and
that is that I think ICACs provide a lawyers’ picnic.

That was in the Australian of 4 June 2010. After years
and years of saying, ‘No, everything is all right. We do
not need it. There is no problem’, finally in the shadow
of the election Labor developed a proposition. I have
referred to it on a number of occasions in these debates
but it is equally ridiculous every time you look at it. It
was so complex and so bureaucratic and it had so many
gaps that you could drive trucks through that it was
totally and absolutely unworkable.
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If ever a Clayton’s proposition were put up, the
Victorian integrity and anticorruption commission
would be it. To see this you only have to go to what
Mark Le Grand, the former Queensland criminal justice
commission chief and former national crime authority
member, said about that proposed model:
This is not going to work … It is totally fragmented and it is
not built on [a] real appreciation of the challenges Victoria
faces.

He went on to say that Labor’s model failed to cover all
the gaps.
We are in the process of fixing the mess that was left to
us by the former government. It is about overhauling
what was very much a creaky and almost historic
anticorruption system — a system that had undergone a
series of patches by Labor, with every patch designed
to cover a hole it had not thought of and every patch
inadequate. It is a system that is grossly outdated. It is
out of touch with practice around the rest of the
country. For 11 years Labor did absolutely nothing. It is
nothing short of a joke that the lead speaker for the
opposition, the member for Altona, came into this
house yet again and criticised what is proposed after her
colleagues did nothing for 11 years.
I turn to one specific issue that the member for Altona
raised — that is, the matter of closed hearings. I draw
the attention of the house to the current issues brief on
the bill, prepared by the parliamentary library. Page 11
of that document quotes the Law Institute of Victoria as
saying in its submission to the review of the integrity
and anticorruption system:
… the public interest will usually fall in favour of private
hearings —

in order to —
protect the privacy and reputation of witnesses.

That is exactly the system that has been put in place.
The default is for a private hearing, but there is the
option to have a public hearing.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Altona!
Mr MORRIS — It is about protecting the interests
of witnesses.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Altona!
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Mr MORRIS — It looks like we have a good
couple of weeks coming, Deputy Speaker — that is all I
can say!
The bill amends the principal act, the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011, to
provide the powers to conduct examinations for the
purposes of investigations and to refer matters to other
integrity bodies, as promised. It includes provisions
related to the confidentiality regime to which I was just
referring. It is also about protecting the confidentiality
of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC) operations, the dismissal and
referral of complaints and notifications to IBAC and the
coordination of investigations with other integrity
bodies and law enforcement agencies — and that is an
important point. Clearly other enforcement agencies
play a part in the process. It is about the procedures to
be engaged under the examination powers, it is about
the privileges and protections available to persons being
examined — privileges which have developed over a
very long period of time — it is about offences, of
course, and it is about the issue of contempt of IBAC.
It is also about the investigation of corrupt conduct that
occurred wholly prior to the establishment of the IBAC
and conduct that occurs outside Victoria, which I think
is also an important issue. It is pointless having an
organisation of this nature if you can simply cross the
border into New South Wales or South Australia or go
across the water to Tasmania, taking a paper bag or
engage in some other sort of activity that would not be
permitted in this state, and then come back into
Victoria. Clearly those matters need to be dealt with as
well.
The coalition’s election commitment to establish an
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
involves a fundamental shift in the Victorian integrity
regime, which is exactly what this package of bills
seeks to deliver. The bill before us represents the next
step in the process of delivering the government’s
ongoing integrity reforms. It completes the IBAC’s
suite of investigative and examination powers. I believe
this is a historic package of bills. It builds a strong
investigatory body that has the teeth it needs to deal
with corruption or potential corruption in the state of
Victoria. It is an excellent bill, and I commend it to the
house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to rise
to make a contribution to the debate on the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Examinations) Bill 2012. In particular I thank the
previous speaker, the member for Mornington, for
indicating — if I heard him correctly — that there will
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be public IBAC hearings. That is something we would
like to hear more of from the government, given that it
was a commitment made when it started going down
the path of the IBAC.
I will touch on a couple of particular issues. Notably,
this is the sixth piece of legislation in less than a year
relating to the establishment of an IBAC, yet we still
have no proclamation date. We are still not clear about
when it will be established and whether this is the last
piece of legislation that will see it happen. We are also
unclear about when the IBAC Commissioner will
actually be appointed. Such has been the politicisation
of this process by the government that, despite an
international search, nobody wants to touch the IBAC.
No eminent Victorian or Australian and no international
investigator or jurist wants to come anywhere near
running this IBAC.
That is a sad indictment of the government that shows
what the community and the potential leaders of an
IBAC think about how the government has set up the
IBAC in not letting it have unfettered access in
providing accountability and transparency in
administration in Victoria. The government continues
to lower the standards around the appointment of an
acting IBAC commissioner and to water down the
types of people who will actually be able to chair and
run the IBAC, and there has been a lack of consultation
with the opposition.
There are some matters I want to cover in my
contribution that relate to journalists. In particular I
make the point to the house that I have been a member
of the Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance and its
predecessor, the Australian Journalists Association, for
some 20 years. In my working life as a journalist I have
always upheld and followed the code of ethics of the
AJA and the Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance,
particularly as it relates to the protection of sources. I
say to working journalists here in Victoria and
nationally in Australia who may fall foul of this IBAC
that they will not have protection under IBAC of any
privilege in relation to matters that they may raise on
behalf of any sources that choose to hold public
officials accountable. They will not have any protection
from IBAC under the proposed legislation. There are
no shield laws proposed in the legislation put forward
by the government. Despite some public comments that
have been made by members opposite, journalists are
still left with no opportunity to be protected.
We rely on the accountability that is often used by
journalists to make sure that injustices come to light
and that people, particularly public officials, are held
accountable. However, sanctions will now apply to
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journalists who do not reveal their sources if they are
brought before an IBAC in relation to matters that they
raise. These may be matters that are being investigated
by IBAC; given that there are no public hearings, we
will never know. While I am sure that people in the
fraternity that I have worked in as a journalist will make
sure that they adhere to the code of ethics, what will
happen of course is that potential sources who may
have gone to them to shed light and to bring to the
public eye concerns around corruption, hypocrisy or
injustices that have potentially been committed by
public officials will now know that journalists will not
be subject to any shield laws and not subject to any
protections or privileges.
While journalists I know who are members of the
Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance would adhere
to the code of ethics, those sources will know that they
cannot take the risk. They will ask themselves whether
they can take the risk of choosing to expose
wrongdoings, injustices and corruption to journalists,
knowing that if it ever became known that they had
provided that information, they too would come under
the sanction. That leads to a very dangerous situation
where whistleblowers and sources who journalists rely
on to hold a sense of public accountability will dry up.
We have clearly seen time and again through the Office
of Police Integrity that when ministers or public
officials have been investigated reports have been
tabled here in this Parliament that have outlined in
detail corrupt activities, maladministration and corrupt
behaviour. They are reported and tabled in this
Parliament, made plain for all to see and to be reported
on by the media. What opportunities will there be for
the media to be able to do that when we will not know
who is being investigated and what the outcomes or
findings of those investigations are? This is of course if
we end up being able to appoint an IBAC
commissioner in the first instance.
So I sound strong alarm bells for journalists and their
capacity to report without fear or favour, fairly and
accurately, and to bring to account corruption,
maladministration and injustices through the
information that they get from their sources.
As a journalist I wanted not just to shed light on the
trials and tribulations of individuals in the community
but also to shed light on corrupt practices and
wrongdoers in the community, and often you rely on
sources to do that. Part of wanting to become a member
of Parliament and to be a law-maker is about not just
reporting on those injustices, wrongdoings and corrupt
practices but actually playing a role as a law-maker in
stamping those practices out, standing up for people in
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the community and giving them the opportunity to
speak out about such practices. What we are doing here
is putting a greater level of strain on journalists and
their sources in particular. We are saying there is no
place and no protection for them when they choose to
outline publicly any corrupt practices they believe need
to be brought to account.
I do note that ministers continue to be able to refuse to
hand over information to the IBAC. Of course they
have a public interest immunity which is not available
to others. It is something that can only be pierced by the
Auditor-General, who can pierce those
cabinet-in-confidence arrangements. But of course the
IBAC — much touted as it is but still yet to be
established and still yet to have an IBAC
commissioner — will not be able to pierce that cabinet
in confidence, that public interest immunity, when it
comes to a range of documents.
It would not surprise me if we start to have cabinet
meetings at Storage King or other such places given
that they will be the only places where the government
will feel confident to conduct its business. It might feel
it is at least free there from the views of IBAC and the
potential IBAC commissioner, whenever one may be
appointed — if we keep lowering the standards enough,
that is. Now we see in this bill that anyone with any
investigative experience at all could actually be
appointed to run the IBAC — perhaps even a dog
catcher! That seems to be the direction in which we are
heading.
I note that Tasmanian Independent MP Andrew Wilkie
has made a number of comments and been an advocate
around shield laws for journalists. The Media,
Entertainment and Arts Alliance’s Walkley Magazine
has also made a number of important comments with
regard to shield laws. I will just touch on Laurie Oakes
and his comments in the recent edition of the Walkley
Magazine. He said:
The Western Australian government has telegraphed shield
legislation going further than the federal law by providing
protection for journalists before investigative bodies such as
WA’s —

Western Australia’s —
Corruption and Crime Commission.

That is something that needs to be looked at,
particularly given that Laurie Oakes also points out that
the New South Wales Crime Commission has issued
subpoenas requiring two Sydney Morning Herald
journalists to hand over phone records, phones and SIM
cards and to reveal any direct or indirect
communications with the Police Integrity Commission
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around its investigations. These are very serious matters
we need to address to ensure that we continue to have
the opportunity for people to speak out when there are
unjust practices.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — Sadly
corruption in this state has been a festering sore for the
last 11 years. Former Premier Brumby came up with a
proposal prior to the 2010 election to attempt to deal
with the problem of corruption in the state, but he was
dragged to the table kicking and screaming and the
model he came up with excluded sitting members from
the harsh spotlight of an IBAC (independent,
broadbased anticorruption commission). We were to be
protected from that bright light, and instead a new
officer to regulate Parliamentary integrity was proposed
by Mr Brumby. That officer would keep an eye on us
all in this house. At the time the Age rightly opined that
the proposal was unsatisfactory, and had Mr Brumby
won the 2010 election this Parliament would be the
only state which did not have an anticorruption body
that had the power to look directly into the conduct of
politicians.
This is not a new or groundbreaking concept. Western
Australia, Queensland and New South Wales all have
crime-fighting bodies which can launch investigations
into politicians without referral, and they are not
stopped at the doors of Parliament, as was the plan
under Mr Brumby’s proposed legislation.
With this bill Victoria will climb on board with these
other states and facilitate the investigation of politicians
where necessary. You would hope that politicians
would sufficiently respect the office they hold, that they
would not breach the trust of the Victorian people and
that they would appropriately act as role models and be
squeaky clean in all of their dealings, but sadly over the
last 11 years there have been a number of instances
detailed by the media which have shown that some
elected representatives are not up to the task of pursuing
their occupations in the manner in which the public
expects.
Three times I have attempted to comprehensively
inform the house of why it is so vitally important that
IBAC should have the investigation of politicians
within its remit, and each time my contributions on the
various IBAC bills have been shut down by spurious,
frivolous objections. I notice that the member for
Melton has just entered the chamber. He and others
have entered the chamber at the commencement of my
contribution to shut down that debate.
Before I launch into my fourth attempt at summarising
these allegations I will make some pre-emptive
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comments in anticipation of further squeals of protest
from the other side of the chamber. There are some
unsavoury elements within the ranks of the opposition
which it would prefer remained buried, but I make the
preliminary point that the allegations I seek to detail are
not the result of some special investigation but the
result of searches which anybody could do on the
internet or of documents available in the general public
domain.
I will give my first example. A couple of years ago the
member for Tarneit was up to his neck in allegations of
corruption.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, under standing orders it is inappropriate that
an honourable member bring into disrepute or attack
other honourable members, and I ask you to bring the
member back to the bill. He is referring to the
honourable member for Tarneit, and it is inappropriate
that he do so.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the member who was speaking referred to the
member for Tarneit as being involved in allegations of
corruption. He has not even said whether the member
for Tarneit was making the allegations or was the
subject of the allegations. I think it is a bit
premature — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have heard
sufficient. I do not uphold the point of order. The
member for Prahran to continue — on the bill.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — It was claimed in
media reports at that time that the member for Tarneit
had warned the former assistant police commissioner to
be careful about what he said to the Police Association
boss, Paul Mullett, because he might be under some
surveillance. Imagine that. You have a minister of the
Crown compromising an investigation of the Victoria
Police. At that time the then opposition leader, Ted
Baillieu, said on 3AW:
We’ve been saying it now for years — this is exactly the sort
of allegation that should be referred to such a commission.

It should also be noted that at that time Victoria was the
only state which did not have an anticorruption
commission. Mr Baillieu went on to say:
I would have thought anyone in that situation would be
subject to an investigation of significant political corruption
and obviously if a case like that was proved then the
minister’s time would be up.
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Yet the Premier at the time, John Brumby, did nothing,
despite these allegations that were out there in the
public domain.
Moving on, I notice that the member for Essendon is in
the chamber, which is appropriate in that the next
example I would like to detail to the house concerns the
Windsor Hotel. In the past when you thought about the
Windsor Hotel you thought about a place where you
would take your grandmother for some tea and cakes,
but it has now become synonymous with scandal; it has
become shorthand for a lack of integrity, corruption
within the planning process and the cynical
manipulation of the way in which planning works in
Victoria.
People remember that the planning processes around
the Windsor application were undermined by staff of
the then Minister for Planning, the member for
Essendon. Perhaps more significantly, people
remember the manner in which the then government
closed its ranks when these allegations of corruption
were detailed in the media. And what about the poor,
old junior media adviser, Peta Duke? She was hung out
to dry by those opposite. People remember the spin that
was used to sell the unsaleable.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Melton on a point of order. Is it the same point of
order?
Mr Nardella — No, it is not the same point of
order. The bill before the house is a limited bill; it is a
bill with specific clauses, and it does not refer to any of
these matters. I ask you to bring the honourable
member back to the bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
is referring to matters that are on public record, which I
believe he is using as examples of how the bill will be
used.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — Nobody bought that
spin. They would remember that the former
Attorney-General, Rob Hulls, allegedly committed a
serious contempt of Parliament by ordering ministerial
advisers not to give evidence to an inquiry. He used his
role as Attorney-General to save the skins of the
Premier and the planning minister. It is something
Victorians will never forget — that when these and
other examples of potential corruption were highlighted
the Labor Party closed its ranks to protect its own. It
refused to instigate any sort of broadbased
anticorruption commission that could adequately shine
a light on the politicians under investigation. Certainly
the Age noted at the time that the politicians had failed
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to adequately self-regulate and that something had to be
done. What happened was that the Baillieu government
was elected with a promise to implement an IBAC, and
it is addressing concerns that have been at the forefront
of community members’ minds for the last 11 years.
Other examples I have detailed in previous speeches
include that of the member for Lyndhurst, who was
caught misusing his parliamentary entitlements. He
used his ministerial driver to take him doorknocking.
He took the current member for Narre Warren South
with him when he was trying to knock off the previous
member for Narre Warren South, Dale Wilson.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, under standing order 118 imputations of
improper motives and personal reflections are not
permitted. I ask you to bring the honourable member
back to the bill and away from personal imputations
and reflections.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, this has been a wide-ranging debate. The issue
before the house is a matter of some significance. It
goes to issues relating to the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission, the establishment of that
commission and the range of activities it may
undertake. I think it is well within the bounds of this
legislation for members to raise instances in history that
are documented or recorded and that may be relevant to
this sort of legislation in the future.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to
address issues of concern in the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Examinations) Bill 2012. My contribution is in the
public interest and relates to an interest dear to my
heart. Today I call on the Baillieu government to
immediately introduce shield laws to provide
journalists with greater protection against naming
sources. This is a fundamental proposition to ensure
free speech and protect democracy. The need is urgent
and the stakes are high. Balancing the public interest
demands strong shield laws for journalists and their
sources to coincide with the introduction of a
broadbased anticorruption commission in Victoria.
Otherwise investigative journalism will be placed at
risk, public interest disclosures jeopardised and robust
public debate stifled.
The IBAC (Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission) legislation is deeply concerning, because
it does not make any provision for journalists’
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privilege. Labor took the leadership position in
September 2010 and declared it would no longer wait
for a nationally consistent model for journalists’
privilege. It announced that Victoria would be the first
state to introduce shield laws to provide journalists with
greater protection against naming sources in court. At
the time Labor urged the commonwealth and other state
governments to follow suit. Unfortunately the election
result meant the laws were not introduced in Victoria.
Nevertheless, more than a year ago the coalition’s
Attorney-General said that shield laws would be
introduced into the Victorian Parliament within the next
six months. We are yet to see this legislation, and now
such privileges have been omitted from the purview of
the IBAC. This is a damning omission that must be
fixed in the public interest and as a matter of the utmost
priority. Nothing could be more fundamental to the
profession of journalism and the basis on which the
fourth estate stands.
Journalism was my first career, and I understand the
critical importance of protecting sources. I was
fortunate enough to twice be honoured with the
profession’s highest award for excellence, the Walkley
award. Both times were for investigative journalism
where the protection of sources was vital — in one
instance, to disclose a cover-up that ultimately led to
charges of murder being laid and, in the other, to
expose corrupt behaviour. In both situations sources
feared for their lives or that recriminations could
jeopardise their careers. They made courageous
disclosures in the public interest specifically because
they knew their identity would be protected. Otherwise
they would have remained silent and the cover-up and
corruption would have been maintained. This is the
heart of the matter and why shield laws, in conjunction
with the introduction of an IBAC in Victoria, are
fundamental to the fourth estate — particularly as the
IBAC will act covertly, not in public as the Premier
promised.
My connection with this Parliament extends back to
1980, when I reported from the media gallery. Michael
Harvey was one of my colleagues on the Herald
newspaper. Later, as a political reporter in Canberra,
Harvey and Herald Sun colleague Gerard McManus
broke a story about veterans entitlements that was
clearly in the public interest but embarrassed the
Howard government. The reporters refused to identify
the source of their article in court and were
subsequently fined $7000 each. Harvey and McManus
received criminal convictions for upholding their
ethical responsibilities. Journalists should not be treated
like criminals for doing their jobs.
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For McManus, this led to his being unable to obtain a
visa to the United States for a stopover in Hawaii en
route to accompany the then Prime Minister, Kevin
Rudd, and the rest of the Canberra press gallery to
attend an Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation meeting
in Peru. This was an unintended consequence of a
conviction that arose from observing the code of ethics,
but it hampered McManus’s role as a journalist and
impacted on his personal life, according to the industry
body representing journalists, the Media, Entertainment
and Arts Alliance (MEAA). It underscores my call
today for shield laws to be introduced concurrently so
consequences such as these are not repeated.
In March 2011, the commonwealth government passed
the Evidence Amendment (Journalists’ Privilege) Act
2011. This is a model that this Parliament should look
at to see how we could actually deal with the
proposition of shield laws for journalists. To quote from
the bill’s explanatory memorandum:
This is based on the premise that it is vital that journalists can
obtain information so they can accurately inform the
Australian public about matters of interest. Accordingly,
strong protection must be provided to enable the full
disclosure of information.

The Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance strongly
supports and advocates for these protections. Indeed the
MEAA gave evidence at a hearing of the federal
Senate’s Legal and Constitutional Affairs Legislation
Committee on the basis that the nature of the
information and the role of journalists demands such
protection. The importance of shield laws was
highlighted in the MEAA’s 2011 Press Freedom
report:
The alliance congratulates the authors of the Evidence
Amendment (Journalists’ Privilege) Act 2011 and urges state
and territory governments to introduce similar legislation in
their own jurisdictions. We also commend the West
Australian government for its determination to extend
journalists’ privilege to the Crime and Corruption
Commission in Western Australia, and urge all states and
territories to follow suit.

Today I call on the coalition government to introduce
such laws in Victoria. This is clearly in the public
interest, and in the interest of allowing journalists to
uphold their professional ethics and do their job. I want
to put that clearly on the record today.
I would now like to address the nature of the
examinations that IBAC has been empowered to carry
out. According to Michael Symons, the head of the
Independent Commission Against Corruption in New
South Wales, the body upon which the government
promised to base its IBAC:
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The private nature of corruption makes it difficult to detect, to
investigate and to prosecute. This means investigative
agencies have to step outside the normal regime of policing
methods. The use of coercive powers in both questioning and
the production of documents and other evidence is essential in
the investigating of corruption because it tears apart the veil
of secrecy that is crucial of corruption to succeed.

How can the Victorian people have faith when a veil of
secrecy has been enshrined in the fabric of the
government’s anticorruption legislation? This bill sets
out that when IBAC receives a complaint, it must
investigate, refer or dismiss the matter, but IBAC is not
obliged to tell anyone, including the complainant, what
action has been taken. Further, in contradiction of the
Premier’s election commitments, this legislation
ensures that the majority of IBAC’s investigations and
examinations will be conducted in secret.
On 20 April this year the Age reported — —
Dr Napthine — You are not reading, are you?
Mr McGUIRE — I have copious notes; I am
quoting directly. The Age reported:
Before the 2010 election, Mr Baillieu promised the landmark
corruption-busting body would hold public hearings because
experts agreed they were ‘essential for public confidence’.

That is a critical proposition here. This is the way the
Premier himself has defined it — that we need to have
public confidence in the hearings and that is why they
should be conducted in this way. The article goes on to
quote Liberty Victoria president, Professor Spencer
Zifcak, who said:
Despite the significant criticism by leading legal figures, the
government has decided to proceed with the model tabled at
Christmas … that ought to be of concern to all people
wanting to clear up corruption in Victoria.

This quote highlights the supreme irony of this coalition
government — a government which was elected
promising a new era of transparency and accountability
but which has taken office as a rolling public relations
machine. The president of Liberty Victoria — an
organisation that has worked to promote civil liberties
and human rights since 1936 — believes that the
Independent Broad-Based Anti-Corruption
Commission established by the Liberal-Nationals
coalition government ‘ought to be of concern to all
people wanting to clear up corruption in Victoria’.
There is enough commentary now by leading figures of
expert standing within the community for the
government to take on board these critiques, to see that
the aim here is the public interest and to bring them
back in any further legislation that comes before this
house. Once again I call today on the government to
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bring in shield laws concurrently to cover journalists
and to allow them to do their job without being subject
to prosecution, and to uphold the public interest.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak in support of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Amendment
(Examinations) Bill 2012. We can see from clause 1 the
clearly set out main purposes of the bill. They are:
(a) to amend the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011 to provide for examination
powers, referral powers and other matters relating to the
operation of the IBAC; and
(b) to further amend the Victorian Inspectorate Act 2011.

These are the very clear and straightforward purposes
within this particular tranche of the IBAC (Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission) legislation.
I note that this is another tranche of that legislation,
which is very important legislation that the coalition
government said it would bring into place, and is in fact
bringing into place, here in the state of Victoria through
these houses. These are very appropriate mechanisms
and safeguards that will be surrounding this particular
area that has been of concern for some time to many
people residing in Victoria.
It is interesting to reflect on some of the contributions
made by those opposite. One of the contributors, the
member for Altona, referred to the fact that public
hearings are not able to be held when they are deemed
to be in the public interest. That is clearly not true. The
bill says that public hearings may be held when they are
deemed to be in the public interest. It makes you
wonder about the level of research that members on the
other side have carried out. The member for Altona also
went on and essentially made a misleading comment in
regard to the material difference between a hearing and
an examination. She was really trying to split hairs in
relation to that particular aspect contained within the
legislation. Clearly there is going to be a provision to
hold those sorts of hearings and examinations.
Rather than trying to dwell on some of the key aspects
of the bill, the opposition is trying to muddy the waters,
if you like, trying to confuse the public as to the reality
and the importance of this piece of legislation. They are
trying to peddle nonsense that is just going to create
confusion in the community. It is interesting that those
opposite have chosen to take this view and are trying to
cast aspersions on this particular piece of legislation
and the overall establishment of IBAC. We can see that
the Labor Party has swung from dangerously ignoring
all calls for an anticorruption body to now demanding
that we have the Spring Street version of the Spanish
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Inquisition in relation to what can go on within the
parameters of IBAC legislation.
We know that in government Labor refused to do what
was right, and in opposition it is clearly misleading the
people of Victoria and trying to criticise those who are
doing what is right. Contrary to what was said
previously by some members opposite, there is nothing
in this bill to stop IBAC investigating ministers or their
staff. This is very misleading rhetoric from those
opposite, who, as I said, are trying to cast aspersions
upon this particular piece of legislation.
We can see that there has been a big change of mind
among those opposite. They started off wanting to
squash all calls for an anticorruption body, and now
they want a body that can just focus in on the most
minor matters. This particular legislation — this tranche
of it and other tranches — enabled the appropriate
balance to be set up in relation to what IBAC will and
will not investigate. We can see there too that Labor
wants the doors thrown open on all of IBAC’s
activities, despite the fact that no-one appearing before
it will have been charged. Again Labor has been out of
kilter and completely inappropriate. We on this side
have put appropriate parameters in place around those
public hearings, because we can see that the view of
those opposite is that they want to basically turn it into
a spectator sport or circus, ignore those people
appearing before IBAC and ignore the fact that they
have and should have appropriate protections. As I said,
contributions from those opposite in relation to this
particular matter have been interesting and quite
extraordinary, given what we have heard and given
what the bill before this house actually says. There are
two quite distinct views there.
I suppose it is unsurprising in a number of ways, given
that the previous government had 11 years to do
something — 11 years to bring in any sort of
appropriate broadbased anticorruption commission —
but chose not to. Here we are, within the first year and a
bit of the coalition government being elected, and we
are delivering on this very far-reaching and
fundamental reform to Victoria’s integrity system. It is
important to reflect on that. We can look back and see
what Labor did as a token gesture in relation to these
sort of matters. There was the setting up of the OPI, the
Office of Police Integrity, and there are a range of
legitimate criticisms that can be levelled against that in
terms of the damage that was done to people’s
reputations and that sort of thing, given the way things
were sometimes played out in the public domain. That
is not the way this government will be operating or
dealing with these sorts of matters.
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This legislation and the other tranches of the IBAC
legislation will be setting up the appropriate parameters
for witnesses and those who are the subject of
investigations and inquiries that come before it, and it
will put an appropriate and robust framework around
this whole situation that will enable the appropriate
matters to be dealt with as required.
Turning back to the overall objective of the bill, which I
want to touch on in a little bit more detail, the bill
amends the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011 to provide the IBAC with the
powers to conduct examinations for the purposes of
investigations and to refer matters to other integrity
bodies. It also provides for other matters relating to the
operation of the IBAC, including the confidentiality of
IBAC information and investigations and the
coordination of investigations with other agencies. As I
said before, it also makes amendments to the Victorian
Inspectorate Act 2011 to strengthen the role of IBAC’s
oversight body, the Victorian Inspectorate, and as a
result of that it makes consequential amendments to
other acts.
In essence that captures the objectives of this piece of
legislation, which certainly fleshes out a number of the
important areas that need to be dealt with, including
confidentiality and the ability to refer matters to other
jurisdictions, regulators and so on. I note in passing that
division 4, section 49C, deals with the seven other areas
where matters can be referred to.
In conclusion, I think it is very important that
contributions to this debate be accurate and that rather
than running off on emotive matters they look at and
bring out the substance of the legislation. I trust that is
what my brief contribution has been able to do. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — The bill before the
house is all about secrecy; it is all about keeping things
that this government has done secret. I just want to
make three points in the limited time I have. The
government’s policy indicated that the anticorruption
commission would be up and running by 1 July last
year — not this year, not next year, but last year. It has
deviated from that policy. The anticorruption
commission was supposed to be based on the New
South Wales Independent Commission Against
Corruption, but it is nothing like that commission.
This is the sixth piece of Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) legislation that
has come before the house. The government should
have been brighter than this. We have a minister who
earns hundreds of thousands of dollars. He should have
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just got the New South Wales legislation and brought
that in; it could have been passed early last year and
IBAC would already be in operation. But we have an
incompetent government, an incompetent minister, a
government that has no understanding of urgency — —
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — And insofar as the member for
Prahran goes, just wait until we put in the
references — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has arrived, and I am required to interrupt
business.
Motion agreed to.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Read second time.

Third reading
Third reading

Motion agreed to.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Read third time.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

COURTS AND SENTENCING
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading

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

Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATUTE LAW REPEALS BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 1 May; motion of
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Higher education: south-eastern tertiary
education provision plan
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. The
action I seek is that the minister publicly release the
south-eastern tertiary education provision plan and fund
the implementation of its recommendations. The
secretive manner in which this plan has been developed
and the selective release of information about it would
be an outrage for any government, but it is particularly
outrageous for this government, which came to office
promising transparency and accountability but has
shrouded its operations in a cloak of secrecy. Only
today have we discovered that it is estimated that the
true cost of the TAFE cuts in the budget will be around
$290 million per annum by 2013 if the TAFEs cannot
grow their businesses. We did not see that announced in
this budget from this so-called transparent government.
The south-eastern tertiary education provision plan was
commissioned in 2010 by the Labor government. It was
developed by a panel led by Professor Kwong Lee Dow
and appears to have been finalised some time during
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2011, yet that is as much information as is available to
the public. Despite the fact that this plan has been
developed using the same governance arrangements as
those for the Gippsland tertiary education plan, the
process for its development has been in stark contrast to
that in place for Gippsland.
Both plans were commissioned to find solutions to low
tertiary participation and to improve local educational
opportunities, but that is where the similarity ends. The
Gippsland plan was commissioned in March 2011 by
the Minister for Higher Education and Skills — and it
relates to his electorate — a year or so after the
south-eastern plan. In May 2011 the panel called for
written submissions on the Gippsland plan. In August
2011 a discussion paper and terms of reference were
released. Throughout August and September 2011
consultations took place and public forums were held,
and in January 2012 a final report was released. None
of these processes have taken place during development
of the south-eastern tertiary education plan. In fact the
only people who appear to know much about the plan
are Bruce Billson, a member of the federal opposition
and the member for Dunkley, and John Ross of the
Australian, who reported three months ago that the plan
was due for release.
Why has the south-eastern plan been sidelined? It is all
about priority. If you do not live in the electorate of the
minister and the Deputy Premier, you do not seem to
get priority. The question is: when will people in
Melbourne’s south-eastern suburbs get a fair go from
this government? Why are they treated as second-class
citizens? Why did Gippsland residents get vastly
preferential treatment compared to hardworking
residents of the suburbs? Why is it that a quick scan of
the minister’s website shows a litany of announcements
in the regions but few new initiatives in the suburbs?
As I said, it is all about priorities. It seems that when it
comes to this government, participation and attainment
in post-secondary education in the south-eastern
suburbs, which are at about half the Victorian average,
have no priority. It seems to matter little that residents
in the suburbs of Frankston, Carrum, Dandenong and
Cranbourne and across the Mornington Peninsula
desperately need the government to offer them
assistance to lift educational attainment. Needing help
from this government seems to be secondary to where
you live in this state.
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provide funds for the Melbourne Fringe Festival to
assist with its marketing and promotion. Melbourne
Fringe is the leading organisation for the independent
arts in Victoria. It facilitates the presentation of
contemporary work across all art forms, and the
program the Melbourne Fringe Festival offers gives
both emerging and established artists the opportunity to
perform and gain diverse professional skills and present
new works. The festival showcases the work of
primarily independent artists to a broader audience than
they may otherwise have, as well as highlighting some
of Melbourne’s great strengths as a cultural hub within
Australia.
The 2012 Melbourne Fringe Festival will be held from
26 September to 14 October. The festival has done a
great job of boosting the profile not only of Melbourne
but also of many artists in the Melbourne and Victorian
arts scene generally. It has also launched the careers of
many of our most talented artists and personalities. As
the name, the Melbourne Fringe Festival, suggests, the
artists tend to be a bit quirky, a bit different and not the
normal mainstream artists you would get at some of the
more established festivals. It offers a niche showcase
for these artists which is greatly valued by the
government, and that is why I am asking that the
minister provide funds to assist with the promotion of
the festival.
By way of quickly reflecting on some research, the
Melbourne Fringe Festival attracts a passionate
audience generally composed of Melburnians aged
between 20 and 40. The research indicates they
generally like eating out, going out, going shopping and
travelling interstate and that they use Facebook and the
internet to stay in touch. This represents a significant
proportion of the people in my electorate of Prahran,
and this demographic would greatly benefit from an
enhanced Melbourne Fringe Festival. There are many
venues in Prahran where festival events will play,
including Chapel off Chapel, Red Bennies and the
David Williamson Theatre.
In conclusion I implore the minister to grant these funds
to the festival. They will ensure the continued delivery
and development of high-quality shows by our local
performers as well as developing and bolstering
interstate participation and international marketing of
this event.

Public transport: myki call centre
Melbourne Fringe Festival: funding
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events. The action I seek is that she

Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Tonight I raise an
urgent matter for the Minister for Public Transport. The
action I seek is that he immediately take steps to ensure
that the future myki call centre is set up in Geelong.
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This call centre would provide approximately
200 full-time jobs for Geelong people. In recent months
community leaders in Geelong, including both the CEO
and the mayor of the City of Greater Geelong, were
firmly led to believe that the myki call centre contract
was to be awarded imminently and that there was a
very strong possibility the centre would be established
in Geelong. Not only had I been told this, and not only
had council chiefs been told this but I am informed by
council — and in fact mayor John Mitchell recently
told the Geelong Advertiser — that the mayor had met
with the Minister for Public Transport and local MP
David Koch, a member for Western Victoria Region in
the Council. Mayor Mitchell in fact told the Geelong
Advertiser that Mr Koch was supportive of the move —
and rightly so, given the possibility of 200 jobs coming
to Geelong.
Given these discussions involving the minister, a senior
Liberal MP and civic leaders, one would surmise that at
the very least there was a possibility the call centre
would be coming to Geelong. Further, it was not only
local MPs and the CEO and mayor of Geelong who
were of the firm opinion there was a high likelihood of
the myki centre coming to Geelong, so too was the
owner of Steampacket House, where all the
infrastructure of a previous call centre is still in place.
So encouraged was the owner by the information he
was receiving about the new myki call centre that until
now he has kept the building vacant, despite a number
of overtures from very keen prospective tenants.
Given this background, I have to say I was absolutely
shocked and dumbfounded, as was the council, to read
in the Geelong Advertiser last week that, according to
the Transport Ticketing Authority, the call centre was
off the table and the relocation opportunity never
existed in the first place. That was news to everyone in
Geelong who had spent many hours chasing these jobs
and, as I said, even getting support from government
MPs. In light of this news, and given the cloud that
hangs over jobs at Alcoa, the Qantas jobs and the
government’s own public service jobs in Geelong, I
respectfully ask the minister that he take immediate
action to get the call centre and the 200 jobs back on the
table, because Geelong needs these jobs.
The previous government proactively shifted the
Transport Accident Commission and hundreds of jobs
to Geelong. I call on the minister to follow suit and get
those jobs to Geelong. I can assure the minister that in
Geelong we have the people, we have the skills, we
have the building and we have the equipment, and we
therefore want the jobs. The Minister for Public
Transport has the power to ensure that the 200 jobs
connected with the myki call centre come to Geelong.
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As I just said, what the Bracks government did with the
Transport Accident Commission, this government can
do with the myki call centre.
I can assure the minister that if he does the right thing
by Geelong, I will be the first to support and applaud
him. On behalf of the people of Geelong, I plead with
the minister to get on the front foot and — —
The SPEAKER — The member’s time has expired.

Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre:
ministerial visit
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the hardworking Minister for Sport and
Recreation. The action I seek is that the minister come
to the Bentleigh electorate to tour the Glen Eira Sports
and Aquatic Centre (GESAC), which is in its final
stages of construction. The site was once used as and
known to locals as the Bentleigh East Swim Centre. I,
like many other locals, spent many a summer at that
swimming pool. Like many pools built in the 1960s,
over time it began to leak and was in need of repair.
Several meetings of those concerned about the future of
the pool found that it was structurally, financially and
environmentally unsustainable. It was decided that the
three levels of government should provide funding to
rebuild this sports complex. Whilst at that time a
neighbouring location was considered for the new
facility, the site on East Boundary Road was assessed to
be the most appropriate for such a complex.
GESAC has five swimming pools as well as basketball
courts, a gymnasium, a wellness centre, a cafe and
numerous other facilities. This state-of-the-art facility
will accommodate locals and visitors from
neighbouring areas. Unlike the previous Bentleigh East
Swim Centre, which was found to be in breach of
modern regulations, the new facility meets all the
requirements and is safe and easily accessible for all
those with a disability. As a keen sportsperson myself,
I, and the entire Baillieu government, place a high
importance on the many benefits GESAC will provide.
These include health and wellbeing and opportunities to
pursue sport and recreation as well as general
community participation. Where the previous facility
incurred steep ongoing costs for maintenance and
repair, the three levels of government are now
delivering a well-designed and well-constructed sports
and aquatic centre that will be able to be enjoyed safely
by all who visit it.
The community of the Bentleigh electorate is a very
sporting one. Bentleigh has had many a junior and
senior sports champion man or woman. We encourage

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 3 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

participation in sport throughout our community. This
wonderful facility has created and will create a lot of
jobs for Victorians. That job creation in Bentleigh is
very important for the local people and those who live
nearby. I call on the Minister for Sport and Recreation
to visit Bentleigh to tour the Glen Eira Sports and
Aquatic Centre. I look forward to showcasing to him
that wonderful sports facility that in the future will be
enjoyed by many.

Centre–Bakers roads, Oakleigh South: traffic
lights
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads. The action I seek is
that the minister kindly include in the VicRoads
pedestrian crossing program my proposal for the
installation of traffic lights on Centre Road at the corner
of Bakers Road in Oakleigh South. Centre Road is a
very busy arterial road that runs from Springvale to
Brighton and is a major thoroughfare for motorists
wishing to drive east to connect with Dandenong Road
or west to connect with the Nepean Highway. In recent
times traffic on this road has increased considerably, as
it has on many arterial roads.
Pedestrian safety is a real concern for local residents but
particularly for parents of teenage children who attend
South Oakleigh Secondary College, which is located on
Bakers Road, and arrive via bus from the east. The
nearest bus stop is on the corner of Jacks and Centre
roads, some distance from the Bakers and Centre roads
intersection, and the students either cross at that point or
walk up to the intersection of Bakers and Centre roads
and cross there. Centre Road is extremely dangerous for
pedestrians to cross, as this section of road between
Jacks and Bakers roads has a rise and a speed limit of
60 kilometres per hour. There are no
40-kilometre-per-hour variable flashing speed signs
along this section of Centre Road at all. Also, many
vehicles turn right into Bakers Road as the next street
up, Cameron Avenue, is deemed a no-right-turn road
due to this intersection being at the top of another rise
in the road and too dangerous to enter. Many accidents
occurred before the banning of right turns for vehicles
travelling west.
Installing traffic lights would make crossing this busy
road safer and reduce the chances of an accident
involving a student. I call on the minister to seriously
consider this proposal for inclusion in the VicRoads
pedestrian crossing program for the sake of all the
students at the secondary college.
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Small business: Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. The action I seek is support for
businesses that are value adding and manufacturing in
my electorate. The Mildura region continues to recover
from floods and people in business continue to innovate
by expanding value-adding activities and thus creating
jobs. I would like to talk about some of those
outstanding businesspeople who are seeking some
assistance to enable their businesses to expand and
employ people.
The first is Manna Farms, a biodynamic and organic
citrus, almond and avocado orchard near Mildura that is
run by the Keens family, who are meeting the needs of
a growing market for biodynamic food.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr CRISP — I have had an interjection about free
avocados. They live some distance from my place, and
I have a family member who grows avocados and who
lives much closer to me, from whom I can get them.
Biodynamic food is a growing area of interest in the
markets. I know that the Keens family at Manna Farms
have been very innovative in their approach to
marketing their products. They market their almonds all
around the world, and the growth rate has been 10 per
cent per annum. They are endeavouring to expand their
business and to improve it by putting in packing
facilities so that they can do more value-adding on the
farm before the product leaves not only the farm but the
Mildura region. That too adds jobs and value to our
local economy.
Global Rotomoulding is a plastic tank and other
product maker located in Irymple. The people there are
interested in developing Australia’s own underground
wastewater treatment system, built to Australian
standards, to be marketed as a replacement for the more
expensive imports. That project would help that
award-winning rotomoulding company to diversify its
operations and to have the scope to also market it
internationally. Recently when I built a home I put in
one of those blackwater recycling systems for the
garden. They are very popular — and very expensive!
Certainly there is a market for them out there. We may
be through the drought, but we know that Australia is
the land of droughts and flooding rains and that the
drought will be back. That product is an import
replacement, which again creates jobs.
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I refer also to Zilzie Wines, which has its vineyard
located at Karadoc. Zilzie crushes 35 000 to
40 000 tonnes of grapes a year. Believe it or not, there
is a winery in the Sunraysia region that is actually
interested in taking more grapes. Zilzie too would like
to expand and is seeking some assistance so that it can
take grapes, value-add and employ people in the
Sunraysia region. If these businesses are successful, I
know that they will create jobs that can be sustained. I
urge the minister to support these initiatives.

Broadmeadows electorate: government services
building
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Planning. The action I seek is for
the minister to provide an explanation to his
constituents, the people of Broadmeadows and
Melbourne’s north, as to why the promised, fully
budgeted, design-approved and shovel-ready
government services building in Broadmeadows has
been abandoned and the funding reallocated to other
central activities areas throughout the state. The
minister has avoided meeting with me regarding the
future of this project for Broadmeadows, despite my
repeated calls in the Parliament for him to do so. I have
written, called and even visited the minister’s office in
an effort to get answers, but the minister has refused to
give me or the people of Broadmeadows an explanation
that makes sense on merit, need or good policy
grounds.
Now the minister must front up to the people of
Broadmeadows, his constituents — the people who
elected him as the upper house member to fight for
them, for their needs, interests and aspirations in the
Parliament and within cabinet. The people of
Broadmeadows deserve to know why the coalition
government has turned its back on Broadmeadows,
repeating the historic failure of generations dating back
to the Bolte era.
Despite the fact that this project was funded in the
coalition government’s first budget, this week in black
and white on page 41 of budget paper 4, under ‘Central
activities areas and strategic sites (statewide)’, a note to
the table states:
The TIE —

total estimated investment —
has increased by $14.7 million due to the reallocation of
funding from the Broadmeadows government services
building project.
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This is an absolute disgrace. A government services
building in Broadmeadows would attract private
investment into the district, act as a catalyst for business
development and stimulate economic development. I
have repeatedly raised with the coalition the importance
of such investments, particularly in my area, which has
high unemployment. This is how you build
communities so that people are not left feeling isolated
and marginalised at the end of the line.
The people of Broadmeadows are crying out for
investment in services and the creation of further
white-collar career paths. The only possible conclusion
to draw is that the Baillieu government is attempting to
perfect a reverse Robin Hood — taking money from the
poor to give to marginal seats. This is either a ploy to
prop up the budget or pork-barrelling for political
self-interest. Either way, the government stands
condemned. I am therefore calling on the minister to
give the people of Broadmeadows a genuine
explanation as to why he has failed to deliver and why
the Baillieu government has turned its back on the
people of Broadmeadows — treating them, again, as
the truly forgotten people.

Budget: Ashwood College
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Education, and the action I seek
is that the minister ensure that the Ashwood College
capital works be commenced as soon as is practicable.
The government has recognised the needs of Ashwood
College and the benefits that improved facilities will
bring to the school by announcing in this week’s budget
$10.5 million for a capital project at the school.
Despite the previous member for Burwood writing to
residents on 4 March 2010 to confirm that Ashwood
College had been provided for by the then state
rebuilding program, no funds were committed by the
previous government for capital works at the school.
Ashwood College suffered tremendously from an act of
arson that devastated a large part of the school’s
infrastructure and placed a great burden on parents,
teachers and, most importantly, the students of the
Ashwood community.
In June 2010, following the fire, I wrote to the then
education minister, the member for Melbourne, asking
for much-needed money for Ashwood College, but still
no money was allocated. Since then the coalition
government has completed a clean-up following the
fire, and that leads us to this point. The second budget
of the Baillieu government has delivered $10.5 million
to Ashwood College, fulfilling the election
commitment that the coalition made in 2010.
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Residents in Burwood will benefit from the
$10.5 million investment for the construction of an
administration building, new learning areas and a
gymnasium at Ashwood College. This is a significant
investment in the infrastructure of Ashwood College,
and I am pleased that this has been achieved in what
could be considered a very difficult financial
environment. I am enthusiastic about the future of this
school. This investment will bring to an end the long
wait the Ashwood College community has had to
endure over many years and will put Ashwood College
at the forefront of secondary schooling in the region.
This is a great outcome for the local community, and I
commend the good work of principal Kerrie Croft,
school council president Mariette Tuohey, all the
students and the staff, both current staff members and
those who have served in the past. They should all be
proud of their persistence and their commitment to
Ashwood College and its future.
I have already spoken to Kerrie Croft since the
announcement was made, and she is of course grateful
that these funds have been allocated. I look forward to
visiting the school at the earliest possible opportunity to
meet with Kerrie and the students and discuss the next
step in this important project. I understand the
minister’s strong commitment to education, and I ask
the minister to ensure that the Ashwood College capital
works are commenced as soon as is practicable.

Cycling: infrastructure funding
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, and it concerns the disgraceful decision to
slash $20 million in funding from a program designed
to improve safety for cyclists across the state. The
action I seek is that he commit funding to the
completion of the link between the Darebin and Yarra
trails to ensure that the budget cut does not provide
another excuse for the non-completion of this critically
important project.
Bridging the gap between the Darebin and Yarra trails
was a project that was going full steam ahead prior to
the election of the coalition government. In fact there
were three local councils — the Darebin, Banyule and
Yarra councils — working in partnership with Parks
Victoria. They were working assiduously to ensure that
this trail was extended and the link was completed. At
every stage of the trail’s construction funds were
allocated by the Labor government to complete the link.
Funds were also provided to map the exact route that
the link would take between Sparks Reserve and the
Yarra trail. Thompson Berrill Landscape Design was
halfway through this work when it was told to stop, and
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Parks Victoria was informed that it was no longer
responsible for the completion of the project. This was
very bad news indeed. I have repeatedly called on the
minister to reverse that decision, and I do so again
today.
We have learnt that $20 million has been slashed from
the budget for another important cycling project. I want
to make the point that cyclists make up 14 per cent of
all road users, and I understand that there are some
10 000 cyclists who travel every morning during peak
hour into the CBD. The bike count that was undertaken
Super Tuesday showed that there was a 20 per cent
increase in cyclists travelling into the CBD compared to
last year. People really want to take up the option of
cycling and leave their cars at home, which is great
news for all road users. The Darebin trail, the main
Yarra trail and in fact all of the trails around my
electorate are extremely popular and keep cyclists as
safe as possible.
Unfortunately the only group that fails to understand
the value of cycling and its increasing popularity is the
coalition government. I therefore call on the minister to
commit to funding the link to bridge the gap between
the Yarra and Darebin trails.

Occupational health and safety: national
harmonisation
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The matter I raise is
for the Assistant Treasurer, the Honourable Gordon
Rich-Phillips. The action I seek is that he protect
Victorians, and in particular the many volunteer
organisations across the state, including those in my
electorate, from the impact of the federal Labor
government’s proposed changes to OHS (occupational
health and safety) laws.
The commonwealth model work health and safety
legislation made a number of changes, including
defining volunteers as workers, and the primary duty of
care is owed to them in the same way as for paid staff;
exemptions for associations that are solely volunteer —
that is, no paid staff — however, representatives from
Volunteering Victoria have stated in their submission
that it is unclear as to when the exemptions will apply,
which will leave many organisations unsure as to
whether the laws apply to them; and limited exemptions
from prosecution duties for association officers and
workers who are volunteers, although the full meaning
of these exemptions also remains unclear.
The Council of Australian Governments process of
harmonising these laws throughout various jurisdictions
in Australia is a worthy objective in areas where such
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synchronisation is helpful to the community. However,
any alignment of laws should only occur where the set
of laws being aligned are best practice laws.
Harmonisation for the sake of harmonisation is
undesirable, particularly where the set of laws to be
adopted is of lesser quality than the laws that already
exist in one or more jurisdictions. That is the case in
relation to the proposal to harmonise OHS laws across
Australia, where the commonwealth government seeks
to have a set of laws adopted in Victoria which is
clearly inferior to Victoria’s existing OHS laws and
which, if adopted, will have serious negative
consequences for Victorians.
The volunteer community in Victoria involves around
120 000 mostly small, unfunded and unresourced
organisations. The federal government’s changes to
OHS laws will essentially treat volunteers as
employees, thus threatening many volunteer
organisations due to the increased burden placed on
them. While they may extend additional protection to
some volunteers, they will also substantially increase
their responsibilities. The new laws redefine volunteers
as workers for health and safety purposes, which means
they would then have a duty to do what is reasonably
practicable to prevent injury. Breaches those laws can
attract large fines, and volunteers could potentially be
facing penalties of up to $300 000. Such a situation
would have a twofold negative impact: firstly, it would
discourage many volunteers from continuing to
volunteer, and thus reduce the number of good citizens
willing to give up their time to help others; and
secondly, the increased burden on volunteer bodies
would increase operating costs and therefore either
force cuts to their budgets or, even worse, force an
overall closure.
Those connected to Somerville men’s shed have
expressed concerns about the adoption of these laws in
my electorate. They are concerned that these changes
will create uncertainty for their volunteers, particularly
through increased liability. Furthermore, the changes
will require additional resources, thus seriously
threatening the longevity of the men’s shed. John
Drysdale, who facilitates the Somerville men’s shed,
has stated to me, ‘If the proposed changes were
introduced, we would simply close down as the risk and
the compliance obligations will be simply too onerous’.
The men’s shed is a not-for-profit group which
provides a vital outreach to men who are retired,
disabled, unemployed or — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time is
up. I apologise to the member, but that is the way it
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goes on a Thursday night when we all want to get
home.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The member for Mildura has raised a
matter for my attention involving several issues about
businesses in his electorate. This matter is principally
about the notion that it is very important, where
possible, that the government be able to support private
enterprise, particularly from the point of view of
increasing our job growth and making certain,
therefore, that we can expand the capacity for people to
work in various areas across the state. This is even
more particularly the case when we deal with areas that
have been impacted on by floods. As members of the
house know, the Mildura area, and the Sunraysia area
more generally, have been heavily hit by floods over
the course of the past 12 to 18 months. Flooding has
occurred in different instances. I do not need to take
members of the house through the details of the various
events.
The government established the Victorian Business
Flood Recovery Fund; I announced that in May last
year. It is a $10 million fund. The intention behind the
fund is to provide assistance to businesses in areas that
are located in flood-affected regions. I am pleased to
say that in each of the cases to which the member
referred this fund will provide and make available a
range of assistance that, I hope, will be able to advance
the interests of the respective enterprises to which he
referred.
The member referred to Global Rotomoulding. I am
pleased to see he is not only talking the talk but he is
walking the walk — he has installed one of the units
produced by this entity. The company is seeking some
assistance for the development and manufacture of the
only Australian underground wastewater treatment
system built to Australian standards and marketed as a
replacement for more expensive imports. This is
award-winning development. I am pleased to be able to
tell the member that although the total cost of the
project is about $300 000, the government will
contribute $50 000 from the fund to assist and invest in
the project.
Manna Farms has a project devoted to the
establishment of a citrus packing facility dedicated to
packing biodynamic and organic citrus products and
avocados. I was interested to hear the member’s passing
observation about avocados. I am pleased to say that we
will be contributing $60 000 from the fund to the total
contract of about $150 000.
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Zilzie Wines is a well-known organisation in the region
which the member for Mildura proudly represents. The
Zilzie winery expansion is a two-stage project that will
increase the crushing and production capacity of the
winery. The total cost of this very substantial project is
$6.4 million, and we will contribute $250 000 from the
fund to assist.
Seven Fields has a project known as the ‘Sunwest
packing shed expansion’. This substantial local
business is engaging in the expansion of an existing
table grape packing facility. As the member has
observed, it is wonderful to see that this aspect of the
horticultural sector is being engaged through the work
and growth of this company. It is so fundamental to the
interests of the region. The total project cost is almost
$9 million; as a government we will contribute
$500 000 from the fund.
I strongly endorse these respective forms of assistance,
because they are devoted specifically to a region which
has taken a big hit from the floods over the course of
the past 12 to 18 months. I thank the member for
raising those matters with me.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Prahran has a longstanding
interest in events within his electorate, the broader arts
community and arts events across the state, because he
knows what economic value these events bring to
Victoria and indeed to his electorate of Prahran, which
is entirely suited to hosting many of these events.
The 2012 Melbourne Fringe Festival will be held from
26 September to 14 October. Whilst many venues are
in the Melbourne CBD, a number of events will be held
in Prahran, and the member for Prahran articulated the
range of venues at which those events will be held.
I am delighted to advise the member for Prahran that
the coalition government, through the Tourism Victoria
events program, has allocated $22 500 to assist with
interstate promotion of the 2012 festival to increase
visitation and the event-related economic yield, and this
is on top of Arts Victoria funding of $343 000 for the
event itself.
By way of history, in 2011 festival attendance grew by
25 per cent, with interstate visitors staying on average
three to five nights. The 2011 festival also had over
4000 artists participating. As I have mentioned on many
occasions, the economic impact of these types of
festivals includes significant expenditure directed at the
hospitality industry, including accommodation, bars
and dining and shopping precincts in and around the
city and in the electorate of Prahran.

2125

The funding will aim to increase national awareness of
the event and also focus on the Adelaide and Brisbane
markets to build on visitation from those states. It will
include the Melbourne Fringe Experience competition
promoted to the Adelaide and Brisbane markets, print
advertising in newspapers in Adelaide and Brisbane,
online advertising, distribution of postcards, festival
guides, an iPhone application and an online program
and ticketing service.
The Melbourne Fringe Festival won the Major Festivals
and Events award at the 2011 RACV Victorian
Tourism Awards and received a bronze recognition at
the national Qantas Australian Tourism Awards in
March this year. Speaker, as you are aware and indeed
as the member for Prahran is aware, these awards are in
recognition of the cultural and economic benefits the
event generates for Victoria.
I thank the member for Prahran for his longstanding
interest in economic development within Prahran and
his support of events overall.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I am pleased to respond to the request
made by the member for Bentleigh in relation to the
final stages of construction of the Glen Eira Sports and
Aquatic Centre (GESAC). She said in her presentation
tonight that she had swum at this pool; that would have
been good to see. I know that the member is a keen
sportsperson and that being a nurse by former trade she
knows the benefits of people being healthy and active
in their community. I also know, as we all do in this
chamber, that the member for Bentleigh is one of the
hardest working members and is a proud and passionate
supporter of local sporting groups and facilities
throughout her electorate, and her constituents are the
better for having her as their member in this place.
On 9 October last year I was pleased to visit the
Bentleigh electorate with the member and confirm the
Victorian coalition government’s decision to deliver on
its election commitment of $500 000 to rejuvenate the
Julie Cooper pavilion. I remember going out there with
the member for Bentleigh; they had a cricket match on.
It was a great day to be there with the member for
Bentleigh.
The Victorian government acknowledges the important
contribution that local sport and recreation
infrastructure makes towards promoting healthy
lifestyles across the community. As the Minister for
Sport and Recreation, like the member for Bentleigh I
want to see active and healthy communities. Having
been a nurse, the member for Bentleigh knows the
importance of that. We also need to have facilities for
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those active communities. One of our election
commitments included another $5 million on top of our
other grants programs to try to deal with the backlog of
community facilities that need fixing.
I am advised that GESAC, which is nearly finished,
will include a 50-metre outdoor pool, an indoor
25-metre pool, hydrotherapy, a learn to swim program,
leisure water, waterslides, a creche, wellness facilities, a
gymnasium and three indoor multipurpose sports
courts. I understand that the doors will open soon and
that the official opening is not too far off. As the
member for Bentleigh has already expressed, she will
be there.
I look forward to further advice from the Glen Eira
council on the progress of this major project, and I
would be pleased to take up the offer given by the
member for Bentleigh to visit the new centre in the near
future.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Burwood raised an issue with me
requesting immediate action on the Ashwood College
rebuilding program. I must say the member is
persistent. Every time I have seen him in some way,
shape or form over the last 12 months he has reminded
me of the coalition’s commitment to funding building
works at Ashwood College. He is very pleased that
$10.5 million was provided in this year’s budget for
that very project.
No sooner has the member for Burwood received that
funding than he is once again at me to ensure that
construction commences very quickly. I am pleased to
tell the member for Burwood that I think that is a
worthy aim. I am also pleased to be able to tell the
member that our election and capital commitments are
commitments we are going to follow through
completely. Speaker, you would be aware of that, I am
sure. Even though in some cases the money has not
been allocated in the budget — it will be allocated in
this first term — in just about every case we have
already started the early planning processes for all those
commitments.
The early work for Ashwood College has commenced.
The way we move through that is through master
planning. The master plan is based on discussions with
the school about the needs of the school, the subjects
that the school will be teaching and the specialist
facilities required. It will take into account the
individual geography of the various school sites. It is an
intense period of consultation, and it is well under way
at Ashwood. We will then move on to the master plan,
the schematics and the detailed design. Once the
detailed design is complete we will then draft the tender
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documentation. Once that has been completed we will
then go out to tender. I am pleased to say that that
process has already commenced. It is a very efficient
process. The money is there in the budget, so there is
nothing to stop that process now.
I commend the member for Burwood for his great
representation of Ashwood College. He, like other
members of this place, is very keen to see his policy
commitments met, which they all will be.
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — The
member for Hastings raised a matter for the Assistant
Treasurer regarding the protection of Victorians from
the harmonisation of occupational health and safety
laws, and I will make sure the minister gets that matter.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills asking him to fund the
implementation of the south-eastern tertiary education
plan.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — He asked him to release that
plan. I will pass that on to the relevant minister.
The member for Geelong raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport asking him to step in to
ensure that the myki call centre is located in Geelong. I
will make sure the minister deals with that matter.
The member for Northcote raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change asking
him to commit funds to construct a bridge across the
Yarra River to connect the Darebin and Yarra cycle
trails. I will pass that on to the minister.
The member for Clayton, who does not appear to be in
the house, raised a matter for the Minister for Roads,
and I will make sure the minister gets that matter.
Finally, the member for Broadmeadows raised a matter
for the Minister for Planning seeking an explanation for
residents of his electorate regarding why the
government services centre will not be built. I will
ensure that the Minister for Planning gets that matter.
The SPEAKER — Order! I declare the house
adjourned and thank all members for their attendance.
House adjourned 4.45 p.m. until Tuesday, 22 May.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 1 May 2012
Roads: truck action plan
2637.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Roads — with references to stage 1 of the truck action plan:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Has the property at 16–22 Francis Street, Yarraville, been purchased under ‘hardship’ grounds; if
so, at what cost.
Has the property at 274 Hyde Street, Yarraville, been purchased under ‘hardship’ grounds; if so, at
what cost.
What impact would the completion of the northern section of the plan, between Footscray Road
and Somerville Road have on overall traffic volumes in the area.
When will the formal exhibition of the planning scheme amendment for the plan occur.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads has purchased the properties at 16–22 Francis Street, Yarraville, and at 274 Hyde Street, Yarraville, on
hardship grounds at market value as assessed by the Valuer-General Victoria. Due to privacy requirements, the
value can not be disclosed.
Traffic modelling indicates that completing the northern section of the truck action plan would result in an increase
in traffic on Whitehall Street and Moreland Road.
Formal exhibition of a planning scheme amendment for the truck action plan will not be considered until key
government strategies for transport are developed and proposals for the east–west link are further developed.
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Points of order, 1878

CRISP, Mr (Mildura)
Adjournment

Points of order, 1910
Questions without notice
Waste management: government action, 1877

Small business: Mildura electorate, 2121
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2049
Business of the house
Program, 1894
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Members statements
Anzac Day: Mildura electorate, 1898
Budget: responsible management, 1957
Regional Victoria Living Expo, 1898
Questions without notice

Members statements
Carlos Loyola, 1950
Grace Woltanski, 1950
John Laughton, 1950
Points of order, 2038

Budget: regional and rural Victoria, 1990
EDWARDS, Ms (Bendigo West)
D’AMBROSIO, Ms (Mill Park)
Matters of public importance
Adjournment

Employment: government performance, 1965

Plenty Road, Mill Park: traffic management, 2055
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2092
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1929

EREN, Mr (Lara)
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2037

Carbon tax: economic impact, 1915
Matters of public importance
Members statements
Mill Park electorate: public transport and roads, 1897

Employment: government performance, 1972
Points of order, 2029, 2038, 2039, 2042

DELAHUNTY, Mr (Lowan) (Minister for Sport and Recreation
and Minister for Veterans’ Affairs)

FOLEY, Mr (Albert Park)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre: ministerial visit, 2125
Murray Valley electorate: elite athlete funding, 2059
Petitions

St Kilda Park Primary School: disability funding, 2054
Members statements
David Scott, 1956

Horsham College: redevelopment, 1882
FYFFE, Mrs (Evelyn) (The Deputy Speaker)
DIXON, Mr (Nepean) (Minister for Education)
Members statements
Adjournment
Budget: Ashwood College, 2126
Charles La Trobe College: Heidelberg West campus fire damage,
1946
St Kilda Park Primary School: disability funding, 2059
Williamstown High School: integration aide funding, 1946

Eating Disorders Victoria: Feed the Soul campaign, 2065
Member for Melton: comments, 1897
Questions without notice
Melbourne Youth Justice Centre: upgrade, 1876
Rulings, 1901, 1909, 1945, 1959, 1960, 2113, 2114

Questions without notice
Budget: schools, 2104

DONNELLAN, Mr (Narre Warren North)
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2002
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2012, 1880
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1976

GIDLEY, Mr (Mount Waverley)
Members statements
Anzac Day
city of Monash schools, 2066
Mount Waverley electorate, 2066
Mount Waverley electorate
senior citizens associations, 2066
sporting clubs, 2066
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Questions without notice
Port of Melbourne: capacity, 1874

GRALEY, Ms (Narre Warren South)
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1957
Members statements
Berwick Artfest, 2066

HERBERT, Mr (Eltham)
Adjournment
Higher education: south-eastern tertiary education provision plan,
2118
Members statements
Eltham cenotaph: relocation, 1955
Questions without notice
Youth: employment, 2100

GREEN, Ms (Yan Yean)

HODGETT, Mr (Kilsyth)

Adjournment

Members statements

Roads: Yan Yean electorate, 1939
Members statements
Anzac Day: Yan Yean electorate, 1951
Points of order, 1944, 1945, 1960

Budget: Kilsyth electorate, 1949
Petitions
Liquefied petroleum gas: pricing, 1881
Questions without notice
Migrants: government initiatives, 1879

Questions without notice
Member for Frankston: conduct, 1878

HALFPENNY, Ms (Thomastown)

HOLDING, Mr (Lyndhurst)
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2070

Bills
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1934
Members statements
Lipton Drive–Mahoneys Road, Thomastown: traffic lights, 1898
Olive Kids: fundraiser, 1898

Points of order, 1985, 1987
Questions without notice
Employment: government performance, 1985, 1987

HOWARD, Mr (Ballarat East)
HELPER, Mr (Ripon)
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2034
Points of order, 2036, 2042

Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2040
Members statements
Regional and rural Victoria: government performance, 1953

HENNESSY, Ms (Altona)

HUTCHINS, Ms (Keilor)

Bills

Adjournment

Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 1983
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012, 2105

Western suburbs: jobs, 1942
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 1999

Business of the house
Program, 1893
Points of order, 1873, 1874, 1878, 1879, 1949, 1990, 1991, 1994

Members statements
Keilor Views Primary School: achievements, 1899
Parkwood Green Primary School: student leaders, 1899
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KAIROUZ, Ms (Kororoit)
Bills
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Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2043
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1932

Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 1996
Members statements
Business of the house

Monash Medical Centre: children’s centre, 1902

Program, 1894
Points of order, 1901
Members statements
Budget: Kororoit electorate, 2065
McCURDY, Mr (Murray Valley)
KATOS, Mr (South Barwon)
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2039
Members statements

Adjournment
Murray Valley electorate: elite athlete funding, 2055
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2047
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1931

Budget: South Barwon electorate, 1950
Members statements
KNIGHT, Ms (Ballarat West)
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1962

Anzac Day: Murray Valley electorate, 2069
Budget: responsible management, 2069
Cobram: Little Athletics fun run, 2069
Cobram Primary School: Parliament House visit, 2069
Eldorado Museum, 2069

Members statements
Schools: education maintenance allowance, 2068

Questions without notice
Budget: police and emergency services, 2100

KOTSIRAS, Mr (Bulleen) (Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship)

McGUIRE, Mr (Broadmeadows)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Murradoc Road, St Leonards: upgrade, 2059
Plenty Road, Mill Park: traffic management, 2060
Trams: route 59, 2059
Werribee Magistrates Court: security, 2060
Questions without notice
Migrants: government initiatives, 1879

Broadmeadows electorate: government services building, 2122
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2032
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012, 2114
Members statements
Anzac Day: commemoration, 1900

LANGUILLER, Mr (Derrimut)
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2010
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2045
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1936
Members statements
Budget: western suburbs, 1950

LIM, Mr (Clayton)
Adjournment
Centre–Bakers roads, Oakleigh South: traffic lights, 2121

McINTOSH, Mr (Kew) (Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Crime Prevention and Minister responsible for the establishment of
an anti-corruption commission)
Adjournment
Broadmeadows electorate: government services building, 2126
Centre–Bakers roads, Oakleigh South: traffic lights, 2126
Cycling: infrastructure funding, 2126
Higher education: south-eastern tertiary education provision plan,
2126
Occupational health and safety: national harmonisation, 2126
Public transport: myki call centre, 2126
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Business of the house
Program, 1893

Questions without notice
Budget: public transport and roads, 2101

Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
Reporting date, 1893
Points of order, 1893

MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)
Adjournment
Mount Eliza: farmers market, 1940

McLEISH, Ms (Seymour)
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2044
Members statements
Seymour: television program, 1903
Questions without notice
Budget: commentary, 1986

MADDEN, Mr (Essendon)

Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2031
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012, 2109
Questions without notice
Budget: commentary, 2099
Rulings, 2037, 2038, 2039, 2042
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: 2009–10 and 2010–11
financial and performance outcomes, 1979

Adjournment
Trams: route 59, 2053

MULDER, Mr (Polwarth) (Minister for Public Transport and
Minister for Roads)

Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2013

Adjournment
Roads: Yan Yean electorate, 1944

Members statements
Essendon electorate: sporting clubs, 2067

Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2094, 2105
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2012, 1880, 1881, 2018, 2021

MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk)
Questions without notice
Bills

Budget: public transport and roads, 2101

Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2077

Points of order, 1878, 1991, 1992, 1993, 2100, 2103

NAPTHINE, Dr (South-West Coast) (Minister for Ports, Minister
for Regional Cities, Minister for Racing and Minister for Major
Projects)

Questions without notice

Points of order, 1878, 1879, 1881, 2102, 2113, 2114

Carbon tax: economic impact, 1909

Member for Benambra: comments, 1993
Public sector: regional and rural job losses, 2102
Students: School Start bonus, 1991

NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Bills

MILLER, Ms (Bentleigh)
Adjournment
Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre: ministerial visit, 2120
Bills

Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012, 2117
Business of the house
Program, 1895
Carbon tax: economic impact, 1922

Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2050
Points of order, 2113, 2114
Members statements
Budget: Bentleigh electorate, 1951
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NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine)
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O’BRIEN, Mr (Malvern) (Minister for Gaming, Minister for
Consumer Affairs and Minister for Energy and Resources)

Adjournment
Murradoc Road, St Leonards: upgrade, 2052
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2087

Adjournment
Carbon tax: Caulfield electorate, 1947
Skye Mineral Sands: quarry operations, 1946
Carbon tax: economic impact, 1904

Carbon tax: economic impact, 1918
Points of order, 1878, 1910
Members statements
Portarlington Primary School: funding, 2062

PALLAS, Mr (Tarneit)

Points of order, 1909, 1910, 1911
Adjournment
Werribee Magistrates Court: security, 2056
NEWTON-BROWN, Mr (Prahran)
Members statements
Adjournment
Melbourne Fringe Festival: funding, 2119
Bills
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012, 2113
Members statements
Anzac Day: Prahran electorate, 2070
Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria: report, 2070
Greek community: Prahran seniors club, 2070
Oxfam: Trailwalker fundraiser, 2069
Rainbow Families Council: delegation, 2069
Russian community: Prahran seniors club, 2070

Schools: city of Wyndham, 2065
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2011–12 (part 1), 1982

PANDAZOPOULOS, Mr (Dandenong)
Members statements
Greece: Anzac study tour, 1903

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
Adjournment

NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown)
Adjournment
Williamstown High School: integration aide funding, 1938
Members statements
Health: western suburbs, 1952

Skye Mineral Sands: quarry operations, 1937
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2005
Members statements
Disability services: statewide equipment program, 1956
Gateway Worship and Performing Arts Centre: opening, 1956

Statements on reports
Law Reform Committee: access by donor-conceived people to
information about donors, 1978

NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)

POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton) (Minister for Local Government and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
Questions without notice
City of Casey: councillor conduct, 1877

Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 1998
Carbon tax: economic impact, 1920
Members statements
Grand Strzelecki Track: opening, 2067

RICHARDSON, Ms (Northcote)
Adjournment
Cycling: infrastructure funding, 2123
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2081
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Members statements
Budget: Northcote electorate, 2064

RYALL, Ms (Mitcham)
Adjournment

SHAW, Mr (Frankston)
Members statements
Anzac Day: Fletcher Davis, 1954
Budget: responsible management, 1954
Frankston: book launch, 1954
Mahogany Rise Primary School: student leaders, 1954

Occupational health and safety: Nadrasca, 1941
Questions without notice
Bills

WorkSafe Victoria: premiums, 1987

Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2009
Members statements
Alan Birkett, 1955
Anzac Day: Mitcham electorate, 1955
Nicholas Groenewald, 1955
Rail: Mitcham level crossings, 1954

SMITH, Mr R. (Warrandyte) (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change and Minister for Youth Affairs)
Adjournment
Occupational health and safety: Nadrasca, 1948
Western suburbs: jobs, 1948

Points of order, 1911
Carbon tax: economic impact, 1913
Questions without notice
Child protection: funding, 1992

Questions without notice
Waste management: government action, 1877
Youth: employment, 2100

RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, Minister for Bushfire Response and Minister for
Regional and Rural Development)

SOUTHWICK, Mr (Caulfield)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Gembrook electorate: community projects, 1943
Hastings electorate: youth project funding, 2057
Lindenow: government support, 1944
Mount Eliza: farmers market, 1943
Rural City of Benalla: business development officer, 2057
Small business: Mildura electorate, 2124
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2075
Police and Emergency Management Legislation Amendment Bill
2012, 1880, 2014, 2016
Points of order, 1949
Questions without notice
Budget
police and emergency services, 2100
regional and rural Victoria, 1990
Regional Victoria Living Expo, 1875

Carbon tax: Caulfield electorate, 1942
Bills
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1928
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1974
Members statements
Anzac Day: Caulfield electorate, 1900
Budget: Caulfield electorate, 1899
Caulfield South Primary School: member visit, 1899
Croatian and Jewish communities: dinner, 1899
Israel Independence Day, 1900
St Kilda Primary School: Walk Safely to School Day, 1900
Points of order, 1909

SPEAKER, The (Hon. K. M. Smith)
SCOTT, Mr (Preston)

Business of the house
Notices of motion: removal, 1881, 1949, 2062

Members statements
Northern College of the Arts and Technology and William
Ruthven Secondary College: funding, 1954

Distinguished visitors, 1918
Rulings, 1873, 1874, 1875, 1878, 1879, 1881, 1894, 1949, 1985,
1987, 1989, 1990, 1992, 1993, 1994, 2061, 2100, 2101, 2103
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ASSEMBLY
Rulings by the Chair
Notices of motion, 2061
Suspension of members
Member for Essendon, 1989, 2100
Member for Footscray, 1879, 2103
Member for Lara, 1988
Member for Macedon, 1992
Member for Mulgrave, 1990
Member for Pascoe Vale, 1987
Member for Ripon, 1986

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)
Members statements
Budget: Wodonga Senior Secondary College, 2068
Questions without notice
Budget: infrastructure projects, 1994

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)
Adjournment
Public transport: myki call centre, 2119

SYKES, Dr (Benalla)
Adjournment

Members statements
Croatian and Jewish communities: dinner, 2063

Rural City of Benalla: business development officer, 2053
VICTORIA, Mrs (Bayswater)
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2036
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1964
Members statements
Anzac Day: Rabaul commemoration, 1952
Shadow ministry: performance, 1903
Points of order, 2038

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 1995
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1926
Business of the house
Program, 1895
Members statements
Anzac Day: Sandringham electorate, 1955
Black Rock Yacht Club: lift installation, 1956
Clean up Australia Day: Sandringham electorate, 1956
Sandringham East Primary School: war crimes campaign, 1955
Victorian Amateur Football Association, 1955
Rulings, 1910, 1911

THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)

Adjournment
Melbourne Writers Festival: funding, 2054
Members statements
Bayswater electorate: volunteer awards, 2063
Fairhills High School: presentation ball, 2063
Orchestra Victoria: events, 2063
Yawarra Primary School: Garden Gurus project, 2063
Rulings, 2029

WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2028
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1933
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1967
Members statements
Anzac Day: Ferntree Gully electorate, 2063
H. V. Jones Reserve, Ferntree Gully: facilities, 2064
Jim Dunn, 2064
Karoo Primary School: student leaders, 2064
Knox Park: BMX track, 2064
Oxfam: Trailwalker fundraiser, 2063
Vietnam veterans: Tour of Duty charity ride, 2063
Questions without notice
Budget: infrastructure projects, 2098

Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2007
Members statements
Budget: western suburbs, 1898
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WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill) (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security and Minister for Water)

Budget 2012–13

Adjournment

Questions without notice

Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands Discovery Centre: funding, 2058
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 2084
Members statements

Budget papers, 1882

Budget
commentary, 2099
infrastructure projects, 1994
Employment: government performance, 1985, 1987
WorkSafe Victoria: premiums, 1987

Budget: Swan Hill electorate hospitals, 1956
Questions without notice
Public sector: regional and rural job losses, 2103

WATT, Mr (Burwood)
Adjournment
Budget: Ashwood College, 2122

WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Doncaster) (Minister for Mental Health,
Minister for Women’s Affairs and Minister for Community
Services)
Questions without notice
Child protection: funding, 1992
Melbourne Youth Justice Centre: upgrade, 1876
Member for Frankston: conduct, 1879

Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2048
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2012, 1934
Members statements
Budget: Ashwood College, 1953
Burwood Village Autumn Festival, 1953
Questions without notice
Budget: schools, 2104

WREFORD, Ms (Mordialloc)
Bills
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2003
Members statements
Anzac Day: Mordialloc electorate, 2067
Budget: Mordialloc electorate, 2067
Parkdale Bowling Club: presentation day, 2068

WELLER, Mr (Rodney)

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond)

Bills

Bills

Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2041
Matters of public importance
Employment: government performance, 1977
Members statements
Rodney electorate: volunteers, 2064
Points of order, 2038
Questions without notice
Regional Victoria Living Expo, 1875

WELLS, Mr (Scoresby) (Treasurer)
Bills
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, 1883, 1884
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012, 1892
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, 2023
Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012, 2026, 2027
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012, 2024, 2025

Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012, 1881
Questions without notice
City of Casey: councillor conduct, 1877

