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

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before we commence
today I would like to acknowledge the presence in the
Speaker’s gallery of some visitors from Ballarat:
Cr Mark Harris, the mayor of the Ballarat City Council;
Mr Anthony Schinck, the chief executive officer of the
Ballarat City Council; Professor David Battersby, the
vice-chancellor of the University of Ballarat; and
Mr Colin Marshall, the director of campus life at the
University of Ballarat. We welcome you gentlemen
here today, and we are looking forward to our
parliamentary sitting in Ballarat in September.

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
Member for Melbourne
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
on 7 May 2012 I received the resignation of the
member for Melbourne. It is my intention to issue a
writ for a by-election to be held on Saturday, 21 July
2012.

CONDOLENCES
Hon. Frederick James Granter
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death of the
Honourable Frederick James Granter and places on record its
acknowledgement of the valuable services rendered by him to
the Parliament and the people of Victoria as member of the
Legislative Council for Bendigo Province from 1964 to 1976
and for Central Highlands Province from 1976 to 1988 and
minister of the Crown from 1973 to 1982.

Frederick James Granter, always known to everyone as
Jock, was born on 6 March 1921 at Gardenvale. He
died on 14 May 2012. Jock Granter lived a magnificent
life. He was a wonderful man and was very much
loved. He was educated at Gardenvale Central School
and Caulfield Grammar School. On finishing school he
became a bank officer and was employed at the bank
until 1954. However, his work, like that of so many
others of his generation, was interrupted by the
outbreak of World War II. He enlisted in the
2nd/164th Australian General Transport Company of
the 2nd Australian Imperial Force in 1941 and served
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until April 1946, being discharged with the rank of
corporal. In 1949 Jock married Helena Ferrier Thomas,
always known as Ena, and they were happily married
for over 62 years. She survives him, and we offer our
sincere condolences to her today.
In 1954 Jock started farming at Heathcote. He was
active in his local community. He played football, both
for Wimmera and Heathcote, and he was also a very
keen tennis player. Jock Granter was also, to use a
phrase befitting him, a gentleman of the turf. He served
as president and long-time committee member of the
Bendigo Jockey Club and was made a life member.
Last Thursday the Jock Granter Handicap was again
run at the Bendigo races. He was a trustee of both the
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve and Bendigo
Racecourse.
Apart from his sporting interests, Jock was an active
member of the Heathcote Rural Fire Brigade for many,
many years. In 1984 he was awarded the National
Medal with clasp for his dedicated service as a
volunteer firefighter. He was president and a committee
member of the Heathcote Agricultural Society. In the
field of health, Jock Granter was a member of the
Heathcote Hospital board and a member of the Mount
Alvernia hospital committee. The local hospital board
placed a notice in the Bendigo Advertiser this week to
mourn the passing of its life governor. He was secretary
of the Heathcote RSL, and it was fitting that his state
funeral yesterday was held at the RSL hall, given his
association with and work for the league spanning more
than 60 years.
Jock Granter entered Parliament in 1964 as the
Legislative Council member for Bendigo, defeating the
sitting member, Arthur Smith, who had held the seat for
the previous 12 years. Jock’s achievements had
statewide significance, because, as Lindsay Thompson
later wrote in his autobiography I Remember, Jock
Granter’s winning the seat gave the government a
majority in the Legislative Council for the very first
time. He was returned at each subsequent election, and
he continued when the electoral boundaries were
changed at the 1976 election as an MLC for Central
Highlands Province. In 1970 Jock was appointed
Government Whip in the Legislative Council. He
continued as whip until 1973, when Dick Hamer asked
him to join the ministry. He was appointed Minister of
Water Supply and Minister of Forests, and he held
those portfolios until June 1981.
Jock Granter was a dynamic water minister. He
oversaw the construction of the Thomson River dam, a
most important initiative to provide water security to
the greater Melbourne area, with the Thomson
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Reservoir being the largest of all Melbourne’s water
storages. When it came on line in 1984 it more than
doubled Melbourne’s water storage capacity. Without
Jock Granter, Melbourne’s water storages would be to
this day in strife. I will not go on, but Jock Granter
regarded recent initiatives in the water supply area with
curiosity, to say the least.
In 1981 the new Premier, Lindsay Thompson, asked
Jock to take on the important police and emergency
services portfolio. Jock lamented giving up the water
supply portfolio, but given his long experience with the
rural fire brigade, the new portfolio was a very good fit,
and he was highly respected as the ministerial head of
the Country Fire Authority. The year 1982 saw the
election of the Cain government. Jock continued as a
member of the Council until 1988, when he retired. His
last 10 years in Parliament were characterised by the
very tight numbers in the upper house in that period,
and he admitted that this delayed the timing of his
retirement.
Jock Granter was well regarded in this Parliament
across the political spectrum. He was a grassroots
politician in the very best sense — close to his local
community and actively involved in many of its
activities. He was especially attentive to young
members and took an interest in their progress, whether
or not they were in his own party. In 2009 the
F. J. Granter Scholarship was established in his honour.
It provides an annual award for an essay promoting
liberty, freedom, enterprise and community service on a
topic chosen by a local committee. All schoolchildren
living in the Bendigo federal electorate are eligible to
apply, and I had the pleasure of presenting the first
award some years ago.
Jock Granter was the last surviving member of the
committee which acquired the Sun Loong dragon for
Bendigo. I understand Sun Loong is the longest
imperial dragon in the world, extending to some
100 metres. Jock’s relationship with the Chinese
community in Bendigo has remained very strong. He
insisted on watching the Sun Loong dragon in the
Easter festival parade only a month ago, accompanied
by his wife.
Jock Granter was a gentleman parliamentarian who
gave 24 years service to the Parliament and people of
Victoria and especially to his local community. He was
widely well regarded, much loved and deeply respected
for always being a local. For Jock Granter, even as a
minister, politics was always local. He relished every
opportunity to connect, and he was always selfless in
his pursuits. As Daryl McClure, a former Liberal
member of Parliament, said, ‘You wouldn’t meet a
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better bloke’. We honour his service to our state and
our nation today. We extend our sympathies at this sad
time to Ena and their extended family. Vale Jock
Granter, a great Victorian.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — On
behalf of the Victorian parliamentary Labor Party I join
with the Premier in noting the sad passing of Frederick
James ‘Jock’ Granter and offer our condolences to his
widow, Helena, and to other family members, close
friends and former colleagues — those he touched in
such a powerful way. As the Premier has noted, Jock
Granter was someone who made a tremendous
contribution in public life, both as a member of
Parliament in the other place and as a minister in former
governments. Towards the end of his remarks the
Premier touched upon Jock Granter’s greatest
contribution — that is, being someone who was always
very local, someone who understood his local
community and was passionate about improving the lot
of those who were not just his constituents but his
neighbours. They were people who shared his concerns,
people who had shared life experiences, just as he did
in those local communities.
As the Premier has noted, Frederick James ‘Jock’
Granter was born in Gardenvale, Victoria, to Donald
and Marion, was educated at Gardenvale Central
School and went on to study at Caulfield Grammar. He
was a keen sportsman; he played football in the
Wimmera league and for Heathcote. As the Premier has
mentioned, he started his working life as a bank officer
before serving his nation and freedom in the Australian
Imperial Force from 1941 to 1946. The McIvor Times
of 31 March 1982 noted that it was his time as a bank
officer that ignited a passion for and interest in politics
through his staunch opposition to the proposition from
the then national Labor Party government of a policy of
bank nationalisation.
Jock Granter was first elected to a Legislative Council
seat in June 1964 and, as the Premier has noted, he
served with distinction, with a great work ethic and
with hard work for 24 years, holding portfolios in water
supply and forests as the Minister of Water Supply and
Minister of Forests, and later serving as the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. Mr Granter reportedly
had a fundamental rule, according to the McIvor Times
of 31 March 1982, being to ‘never make a promise you
can’t keep’ — sound advice then and sound advice
even now.
As the Premier noted, Mr Granter’s tenure as water
minister was a very important period in the history of
our state. It included the establishment of the Thomson
Dam, and he was involved in the construction of Lake
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Eppalock. These significant pieces of infrastructure are
testament to Jock Granter’s service and his leadership
and in many respects serve as a legacy for him.
Jock Granter’s community involvement extended
beyond politics to serving as the secretary of the
Heathcote RSL and the Heathcote fire brigade and on
the boards of many different community
organisations — all worthy causes, whether it be the
board of the Heathcote hospital, as president of the
Bendigo Jockey Club or as trustee of the Victorian
Amateur Turf Club. His involvement went far beyond
his paid service or his formal responsibilities as a
member of Parliament and a minister. Mr Granter has
been remembered by those who knew him well, those
who knew him best, as a mild-mannered and
self-effacing man who wanted the best for his
community. I think all of us could aspire to having
those comments passed about us. He did genuinely
want the best for his community, and he went about
delivering that.
The parliamentary library has collected and made
available lots of different clippings. It is important to
note that at one point during his tenure as Minister of
Water Supply, in February 1976, it seemed that
Victoria Police — and he would later serve as Minister
for Police and Emergency Services — needed to be
called in to provide protection for him and one of his
parliamentary colleagues. Even though he was
announcing the opening of a new piece of infrastructure
and the end of water restrictions for Maldon, it seemed
that water policy was contentious then and is
contentious still. That is an important matter to note in
the history of these things.
Jock Granter was a true country gentleman and
someone who served his community, this Parliament,
this state and our nation with great distinction. I again
extend the condolences of each and every member of
the parliamentary Labor Party to his family, his friends
and former colleagues, those who were so close to him.
It was a life well lived and one that he and his family
can be very proud of.
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He was elected to Parliament in 1964 and came here on
the back of extensive community involvement. He was
a member of the RSL, the fire brigade at Heathcote, the
Heathcote Agricultural Society, the Bendigo Jockey
Club, the Lions club, the Bendigo Agricultural Show
Society, the Heathcote hospital board and the Mount
Alvernia Hospital board in Bendigo, and he was a
trustee of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve. He was a
sportsman of some note — he played football in the
Wimmera Football League and in Heathcote, and as the
material demonstrates he was also a very keen tennis
player.
He came to the Parliament with a background in
banking and, as the Leader of the Opposition has
observed, he forwent that career when he joined the
Australian Imperial Force in 1941, where he remained
until 1946. He then came to Heathcote as a sheep
farmer. He was very actively involved with his
community and was broadly regarded throughout the
whole of his life, including his time in Parliament, as
being a man of the people. It is also especially
interesting to note that he was a great mentor to new
members who came into this place, irrespective of the
party they served.
He was instrumental in the construction of the
Thomson Dam and the Lake Eppalock storage, and of
all endeavours in which he was involved there is surely
no greater legacy for the state of Victoria and its people
than the development of those two great initiatives. He
had an absolutely passionate commitment to his work,
to the Parliament and very particularly to his family. He
was widely respected throughout the community and
also across the Parliament — and that itself is testament
to the man who was Frederick James ‘Jock’ Granter.
The condolences of the Parliament are extended to his
wife, Helena.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — Frederick
James Granter was known throughout his long and
distinguished life as Jock. He was born on 6 March
1921 — a birthday he shares with me.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I join with the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and other members in this motion of
condolence to mark the passing of Frederick James
‘Jock’ Granter. Mr Granter died on 14 May 2012. He
gave 24 years of faithful service to this Parliament.
During that time he was, amongst other roles, the
Minister of Water Supply and the Minister of Forests,
and later the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services.

Dr NAPTHINE — Not the same year, no. He was
married for over 62 years to Helena, who is better
known as Ena. Jock was correctly described as a
gentleman, in the truest sense of the word. Indeed the
Telegraph of Thursday, 23 March 1982, says:
People who are close to Jock Granter describe him as an
honest, kindly man who is ever ready to listen and offer
common-sense advice.
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As the Leader of the Opposition has said, and this
article also says:
His fundamental rule is ‘Never make a promise you can’t
keep’.

Jock was a person who kept his promises and served his
community well. He served the Victorian Parliament
for over 24 years: from 1964 to 1976 as the upper house
member for Bendigo Province and, following the
redistribution, as the upper house member for Central
Highlands Province from 1976 to 1988. He served as
Minister of Water Supply and Minister of Forests from
1973 to 1981 and as Minister for Police and Emergency
Services from 1981 to 1982, and prior to that he served
as the Government Whip in the Legislative Council
from 1970 to 1973.
As the Premier has said, the highlight of Jock’s
ministerial career was his significant leadership and
oversight of the building of the Thomson Dam. The
dam had been proposed on a number of occasions — in
the late 1960s and again in the early 1970s — but it was
not an easy task to deliver this major piece of water
infrastructure. It needed Jock’s leadership, direction and
common sense to commence the project in 1976.
Indeed at the time it was said that it was a project that
would drought proof Melbourne. It has certainly made
a significant difference to the water supply and the
security of the water supply in Melbourne in the
decades since its construction. Due to his friendliness
and his ability to listen, Jock was able to sit down, listen
to and talk with the conservationists who were
concerned about the proposal to build the Thomson
Dam. He was also able to work with the many farmers
in that area who were concerned about the Thomson
Dam and the impact on water supplies in Gippsland.
The construction and success of the Thomson Dam is
an outstanding legacy of the work of Jock Granter.
Throughout his life Jock served the community of
Heathcote, and other members have spoken about his
commitment to community and local activities. He was
involved in just about every organisation going in
Heathcote, including the RSL, the fire brigade and the
agricultural society. He was actively involved in
Heathcote hospital, and I met him in that capacity. The
Heathcote hospital is now known as McIvor Health and
Community Services. Jock did a great job working with
the Heathcote hospital and the Heathcote community
during times of significant change and in particular
when working with Marie Tehan, the then health
minister. I was parliamentary secretary at the time.
There were significant changes in country health
services as they dealt with the introduction of casemix
funding and the changing needs of their communities
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due to the greater involvement of preventive health
services and a broader range of services other than the
traditional bed-based services, which were often
centralised to larger hospitals. Jock did a great job with
the local health service and community as they changed
and adapted to provide health services that better suited
the community needs.
Jock, as other speakers have said, was also an avid
racegoer. He was avidly involved in the racing industry,
and he was a member of the Bendigo Jockey Club for
almost 40 years and president of the club for eight
years. He was a trustee of the Bendigo Racecourse
reserve for over 50 years and served as a trustee of the
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve. He was a great
supporter of jumps racing and raced many successful
jumping horses. Jock had winners at Caulfield,
Flemington, Sandown and racecourses throughout
Victoria. Among his highlights in recent times he had a
horse that finished second in the Bagot Handicap at
Flemington and won the Avoca Cup. That horse,
Tiffany’s Best, was a great one that raced under Jock’s
name.
I am told that Jock attended every Bendigo Cup
meeting up until three years ago, when his wife was
unable to accompany him. Jock was also an innovator
in racing and helped form a sister association between
the Bendigo Jockey Club and the Penang Turf Club
which continues today. At his funeral yesterday there
were flowers from the president and members of the
Penang Turf Club.
Jock was one of the leaders in understanding the
benefits of broadening the reach of Victorian racing
into Asia. During his term as president of the Bendigo
Jockey Club it became the first country racing club to
provide $100 000 in prize money to a country cup. This
year the legacy is continued, with the government,
Racing Victoria and the club announcing a $1 million
Golden Mile race day for 2013. This shows the strength
of the Bendigo Jockey Club, which was built on a lot of
the hard work of Jock and his fellow committee
members. Last Thursday the club recognised the
passing of Jock with the naming of race 9 as the Jock
Granter Showcase over 1000 metres — probably better
known to Jock as a 5-furlong sprint.
While an MP Jock was also one of the leaders in
understanding how best to serve his community. He
was probably one of the first MPs anywhere in
Victoria, let alone Australia, to stand in front of the
Seymour post office to hear firsthand from his
constituents, respond to their needs and take away the
issues that they raised with him. He had a great interest
and involvement with local agricultural shows, and on
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many a Saturday afternoon Jock and Ena would attend
the local show in his vast electorate. He had a
particularly great interest in the horse events and the
equestrian activities.
Four years ago, as the Premier said, the F. J. Granter
Scholarship was created to honour his service to the
community. This scholarship is open to secondary
school students in central Victoria to submit essays on
topics based on the value of community, enterprise and
service.
For all those footy fans, one of Jock’s failings was that
he was an avid Collingwood supporter. Jock’s work
ethic and humility was an inspiration to a number of
young MPs. He was a true gentleman, a local hero and
somebody who made a huge difference to his
community’s electorate. Only yesterday I was talking to
Mark Birrell, who commented that when he was a
young 25-year-old MP he shared a room with Jock,
who was a great inspiration and mentor to him and
many other young and aspiring MPs.
Jock Granter served his country, his Parliament and his
community with absolute distinction as a true
gentleman and a servant of the community. I wish to
convey my sympathy to his wife and to the extended
Granter family.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I wish to join the
previous speakers and offer my condolences to the
Granter family and the Heathcote community following
the loss of the Honourable Frederick James ‘Jock’
Granter. Jock was a community person who was
involved right throughout the community. He was a
member of the rural fire brigade, a member of the
Victorian Farmers Union and a member of the
Heathcote Lions Club. He was on the Heathcote
hospital board — indeed, he was a life governor of that
board. He was a member of the Heathcote agricultural
society. He played football and tennis for Heathcote
with pride.
The loss of such an important community and political
figure has been deeply felt in Heathcote, Victorian state
politics and right across the wider state. Jock was first
elected as a member of the Legislative Council for
Bendigo Province in June 1964. In his inaugural speech
to Parliament in July of that year Jock commented on
the honour bestowed on him as a member of Parliament
and acknowledged the people of the province he had
the privilege of representing. In his inaugural speech he
also spoke passionately about state legislation to
encourage people to move to country areas, and as he
did throughout his personal and professional life, he
spoke about the advantages and benefits of country
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living and the importance of the improvement of
country towns and their amenity.
Jock’s passion for improving the standard of living for
people in rural and regional Victoria stayed with him
his entire life, and even in his retirement he championed
one of Heathcote’s greatest infrastructural ambitions —
the connection of natural gas to the town. I had the
pleasure of working closely with Jock on this important
Heathcote-based community issue and first sat down
with him at his home in 2009 to discuss the way
forward. It was a longstanding community campaign to
secure natural gas for the region, and Jock was the
driver behind the natural gas extension that saw
Heathcote named for connection. This was a win for the
Heathcote community, and at the time Jock was pleased
with the progress. He was passionate about this project
and spoke about the major benefits it would bring to the
townspeople, the hospital, the businesses and industry
in Heathcote.
Jock was a member of the Heathcote community for
more than 66 years and was one of the area’s greatest
philanthropists, contributing to many worthy causes
and local charities. One of Jock’s greatest beneficiaries
was the Heathcote hospital, where he had also served as
a board member and where he was a life governor. Jock
was also a board member at the Bendigo Jockey Club.
He was involved in many local projects, including the
construction of Lake Eppalock in the early 1960s. The
passion he had for important projects in his community,
including Lake Eppalock, remained strong and was
evident in my most recent dealings with him.
Last year Jock contacted my electorate office to notify
me that a significant plaque at Lake Eppalock was
missing. This plaque commemorated the opening of the
pump station and the switching on of the water supply
to Heathcote. Some significant work was required in
replacing the plaque, and in particular a lot of research
was done to find the original wording on the plaque.
My office was assisted by staff at Coliban Water, who
discovered meeting notes from the Heathcote
Waterworks Trust minute book dated January 1980 to
1981. Minutes taken of a meeting in 1981 detailed the
words on the plaque, and we were able to return the
plaque to its rightful place. Whilst we were keen to
have Jock take part in the opening of the replacement
plaque, he was unable to attend. However, he was very
grateful that we were able to replace the plaque that
signified this important event for Heathcote and the
surrounding district.
Colleagues of Jock’s political era have commented
about his decorated 24-year service to the people of
Victoria and how Jock’s door was always open to his
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constituents. He was always ready, willing and able to
help. Many colleagues, past and present, would agree
that he was respected greatly by all who knew him.
Jock’s dedication to the Heathcote region was matched
by a commitment and determination to get things done,
and his support for local initiatives and ideas, core
community organisations and people was second to
none.
The values that Jock cherished in his personal and
political life were demonstrated through his service in
the army during World War II and through the many
community-oriented projects he championed for the
Heathcote region. Jock will be missed across many
aspects of local and state politics. He held the following
positions: he was a member of the Legislative Council
for Bendigo Province from June 1964 to March 1976,
Government Whip from 1970 to 1973, a member for
Central Highlands Province from April 1976 to August
1988, Minister of Water Supply and Minister of Forests
from June 1973 to June 1981, and Minister for Police
and Emergency Services from June 1981 to April 1982.
The Heathcote community will miss Jock, and I will be
forever grateful for the help and support he extended to
me as the local member. I extend my condolences to
Jock’s wife, Helena, and to his extended family. As we
mourn his passing may they find comfort in his strong
legacy. His passion for and strong commitment to every
cause he supported and position he held are fine
examples for future generations to follow.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — It is a privilege to be able
to make a contribution to debate on the condolence
motion for Frederick Granter. I first met Jock in the late
1970s when he became a member for Central
Highlands Province in the Legislative Council. I was
living at Yarra Junction, and he was our upper house
member until his retirement in 1988. Despite being a
minister and holding two critical portfolios, Jock
always enjoyed participating in the local sphere and
attending various functions. I remember on one
occasion listening to him and Bill Borthwick speak.
What a formidable duo they were. They were
passionate about their electorates and about Victoria.
Jock was a tireless local member who stayed on top of
all the local issues.
A long-time local resident, June Delbridge, said to me
yesterday that Jock always had time to listen and was
always approachable. He was never in too much of a
hurry, and when he met someone again he would
remember them and what their issue was. When you
read through the many tributes to Jock the words most
frequently used are ‘a great mate’, ‘a true friend’ and ‘a
gentleman’. Another long-time local said that you
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wouldn’t find a better bloke. Wouldn’t we all be
delighted if words like that were used about us at some
time in the future? In my eyes Jock was a genuine
person in all respects. He was a man who was happy in
his own skin and who treated everyone with courtesy
and respect.
Geoff Craige, who replaced Jock as a member for
Central Highlands Province, said when paying tribute at
the state funeral in Heathcote that Jock had a natural
affinity with people and was greatly respected by all
who knew him, that his door was always open, that he
was always willing and ready to help and that despite
his workload as minister he represented the community
with passion. Jock Granter was a man who believed in
getting involved and making a difference, and that has
already been highlighted by previous speakers. He was
involved in many organisations whilst a member of
Parliament and continued with his good works long
after his political career ended. Jock Granter was one of
nature’s gentlemen and a local legend who made a huge
difference in the lives of many people. We were
fortunate indeed to have a man such as Jock Granter as
a long-serving member of the Victorian Parliament.
There is a poem called The Dash, which refers to the
dash between the year that a person is born and the year
when that person dies in the details engraved on
tombstones. The poem refers to what is important: not
the number of years between the dates but how that
period represented by the dash was lived. Jock Granter
lived his dash — his 91 years — in an exemplary
manner and to the full. My condolences to his wife,
Ena, and to his family.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Jock Granter
had been the president of the Liberal Country Party in
the Sandringham electorate area of Highett between
1948 and 1954, and he subsequently moved to
Heathcote to take up a role as a merino farmer on his
own land-holding. Before then he had served with the
Australian Army between 1941 and 1946 and was
employed as a bank officer. He brought to his role in
Heathcote a number of personal attributes and skills,
including an innate decency and a preparedness to
listen to people. Those members in this place who had
served during the wartime years understood what it was
like to be part of large bureaucracies; they understood
also the need to exercise initiative and to seize
opportunity.
It was an Ancient Greek poet, Alcaeus, who remarked
that it was not houses finely built, nor stone walls well
laid, nor dockyards nor canals that make a city, but
rather how men — and I would add women — use their
opportunity. Throughout Jock’s parliamentary life and
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community life in the Heathcote region he exercised
every opportunity that was available to bring forward a
range of projects through wise counsel, forward
planning, consultation and engagement with members
of the local community.
Already on the Hansard record for today will be the
myriad organisations with which Jock was involved.
There would not have been a night in a week, generally,
when he was not quietly attending to the roles and
responsibilities associated with various board meetings
and groups. That is something we as members of
Parliament understand — the role of committee service
and engagement. To Jock Granter it was equally as
important to return every telephone call made to his
office as it was to fulfil a political promise he had
made.
Comments have been made about the role of
philanthropy. There have been a number of occasions
in the local Heathcote community where worthy
bequests and grants were made. There have also been
other bequests made on Jock Granter’s behalf that have
not made it into the public domain. He and his wife did
not have children; that then became an opportunity to
contribute to organisations in different ways through
time and resources.
Another local aspect is that one of the precursor
councils to the City of Bayside, in which the suburb of
Sandringham is located, had Don Granter as mayor on
a couple of occasions in the 1940s. Don was Jock’s
father, and from him Jock gained an understanding of
community service and community engagement, with
which he later became involved.
In conclusion, I emphasise that Jock had an
understanding of what we all aspire to do — that is, to
do what we say in public life.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
ADJOURNMENT
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the late
Honourable Frederick James Granter, the house now adjourns
until 3.43 p.m. today.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 2.43 p.m.
The SPEAKER took the chair at 3.43 p.m.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given that the Speaker
himself does not have the power to compel a member
of Parliament, an individual or a company to respond to
any questions or to produce any documentation, why
did the Premier refer the conduct of the member for
Frankston to the Speaker and not to Victoria Police?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As the Leader of the
Opposition would know, in the first instance when any
matter of entitlements is questioned, that matter is taken
to the Department of Parliamentary Services because
Parliamentary Services, through the Speaker, has
responsibility for the administration and rule setting
around entitlements. It is Parliamentary Services that
retains the information, it is Parliamentary Services that
sets the rules and it is Parliamentary Services that is
responsible for the administration of those rules. That is
the appropriate place to locate any such claims, and that
is precisely what has happened in the past. When
matters of entitlement have been raised they have been
raised with Parliamentary Services.

East–west link: funding
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My question is to
the Premier. Can the Premier outline to the house how
the government is supporting the planning and
development of the east–west link, and is he aware of
any alternative views?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The government was
pleased to include $15 million in the budget for the
preliminary work — the geotechnical and other
planning work — to progress the business case for the
east–west link project. Last week I was very pleased to
join the Minister for Public Transport, who is also the
Minister for Roads, to begin the first geotechnical work
for the east–west link.
The levels of congestion in Melbourne are, I think, well
known to most Melburnians. We see them on the roads
on a daily basis, and they are a source of considerable
frustration to motorists. They are a product of the
failure to invest over the 11 years of the previous
government. Even the Leader of the Opposition agrees
with that, because he announced that he acknowledged
that Labor could not keep up. The Labor government
stopped work on the planning for the
east–west link and instead sat on its hands.
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The coalition government has put the east–west link
back on the agenda. The government has reviewed and
enhanced the east–west link project to connect the
Eastern Freeway to CityLink, to connect CityLink to
the port of Melbourne as well as to make the
connection between the port and the Western Ring
Road. That improved east–west link will provide a
critical alternative to the M1. The east–west link will
transform the way people move around our city.
Melbourne needs a second crossing, and it needs that
relief from congestion.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition says it all. The geotechnical work that
began last week is one small step on that way. We
sought a modest $30 million contribution from the
commonwealth. That was denied, and instead of
funding the development of this project the federal
Labor government saw fit to fund more than
$200 million to ease congestion in Adelaide. Victorians
are paying their fair share of taxes, state and federal
budgets are facing significant financial constraints, but
in challenging times the Victorian coalition government
has committed more than a record $5 billion for
infrastructure this year. Planning for the east–west link
is part of that infrastructure investment, and it is a
critical part.
Business agrees that the east–west link is a top priority,
Victorians stuck in congestion agree, Sir Rod
Eddington agrees, the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry agrees, the Royal Automobile
Club of Victoria agrees — even union leader Cesar
Melhem agrees that the east–west link has to happen.
There are some who oppose the east–west link,
including the Greens and the federal member for
Melbourne. There are others who support the east–west
link, including a number of members of this house such
as the members for Tarneit, Williamstown, Melton,
Altona, Kororoit, Keilor and Footscray, all of whom
said on the record just in April, ‘Melbourne’s west must
be better connected with the rest of the city’.
There is somebody else who opposes the east–west
link — he does not get it; if he really cared, he would
support the work that has been done and support the
commonwealth providing additional funds, but he does
not care and he describes this as a hoax — and that is
the Leader of the Opposition.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
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weekend media coverage in relation to the conduct of
the member for Frankston, and I ask: has the Premier
been advised of any other inappropriate behaviour by
the member for Frankston not yet publicly reported, and
if so, what is the nature of that inappropriate behaviour?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe the
question relates to government administration.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is the leader of the government. The member
for Frankston, the last time I looked, was a member of
this government. The Premier himself has ordered a
probe into the conduct of the member for Frankston.
That is what he said on Sunday. The conduct of the
member for Frankston and advice this Premier may
have received from his office and colleagues are
directly relevant to his leadership of the state and his
leadership of the government.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe it is a
matter of government administration.

Rail: protective services officers
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — My question
without notice is directed to the Deputy Premier, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Can the
minister update the house on the progress of the
government’s commitment to improve public transport
safety, and is he aware of any alternative policies?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Sandringham for
his very timely and appropriate question. Our coalition
government is employing record numbers of front-line
Victorian police and Victoria Police protective services
officers (PSOs) to build these important front-line
services and make Victorians safer in their homes, in
the community and particularly on the public transport
system. Central to our policy is the recruitment of the
940 PSOs for the railway stations in the metropolitan
area and major regional centres by November 2014.
In the recent state budget, as all members know, the
government committed to $21.7 million to upgrade
66 rail stations to support the PSOs and another
$56.4 million to upgrade police stations for the
deployment of both the 940 PSOs and 1700 additional
police officers. The recruiting of those PSOs at the
same time as the 1700 additional police represents the
largest recruitment exercise ever undertaken in the
history of Victoria Police. It is a record — an absolute
record.
This is a new role for PSOs. It requires a workforce to
be designed, recruited and trained from scratch, and we
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are busily getting about it. There are more than
1000 people in the entrance exam phase and more than
400 have successfully completed the entrance
examination. The first of these new PSOs, I am pleased
and proud to say, commenced work on 22 February
2012. The second squad was deployed just last week.
The PSOs are now employed at Flinders Street, at
Southern Cross and at Footscray stations from
6.00 p.m. until the last train every day of the week. It is
truly a record.

Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The member for
Frankston has delivered substantial additional resources
to the Frankston Hospital and more than 40 additional
police into the Frankston area. The member for
Frankston is a committed local member. I have full
confidence in all members of our team. I have full
confidence that the government is delivering
in — —

The public has enthusiastically welcomed the arrival of
the PSOs and the great work they are doing. They are
already making a huge improvement to public safety by
engaging with members of the public in relation to their
particular travel activities and being helpful and
friendly to them as well as moving on those other
elements of society who might be gathered at railway
stations intent on causing trouble.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition asked his question.

The PSOs are doing a great job. They are also working
very hard to break the culture of antisocial behaviour.
They have successfully arrested persons against whom
warrants have been issued, and they have issued a
number of infringement notices. Victoria Police has
progressively continued the rollout of the PSOs at train
stations across the network, and as I said, with funding
now approved for the 66 stations where these facilities
will be built, we will see much more of this happening
over the course of these coming weeks, months and
years.
I note there was reference to alternative policies. I am
pleased to be able to say that different points of view
have been expressed about this great policy by different
people. There was commentary, for example, where a
commentator said, ‘Protective services officers cannot
be deployed to most local stations because the Baillieu
government has failed to develop the details of the
policy and invest in crucial facilities, such as toilets and
detention centres’. That is what this authority said. It
then said, ‘When will the Baillieu government start
upgrading stations so that PSOs can begin duty in the
areas where most commuters actually get off trains
after dark?’. Who said that? It was of course the
member for Altona, barracking for the PSOs like so
many of her colleagues over there. They know it is a
great policy, and they know we are going to deliver it.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I ask: does the Premier
have full confidence in the member for Frankston?

Mr Andrews interjected.

Mr BAILLIEU — I have full confidence in all
members of our team. The coalition government is
producing the results in Frankston that the previous
government did not produce, and the member for
Frankston is a key part of that.

Building industry: code of practice guidelines
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Finance. Can the minister update the house
on government initiatives to improve compliance with
workplace laws and promote productivity, and is he
aware of any alternative views?
Mr CLARK (Minister for Finance) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I am pleased to be
able to inform him and the house that the government is
making good progress in implementing its policy to
introduce new guidelines for the building and
construction industry. The house will recall that the
government announced these guidelines on 3 April. As
I have previously outlined, all firms that tender for
Victorian government work from 1 July will have to
comply with conditions which include prohibiting sham
contracting and arrangements to avoid legal obligations,
prohibiting coercion or pressure to make over-award
payments, requiring firms to take action against
unlawful industrial action and requiring firms to uphold
freedom of association and the right to join or not to
join a union.
These initiatives are vital to promote law-abiding and
productive workplaces and help to avoid the massive
cost blow-outs on Victorian major projects which will
be one of the enduring legacies of the previous
government. I can inform the house that the director of
the construction code compliance unit, Mr Nigel
Hadgkiss, is maintaining steady progress in gearing up
for the commencement of these guidelines in full from
1 July, with the strong support of the building and
construction industry. I would have thought it was
self-evident — but perhaps it is not so for some — that
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the building industry is one where strong laws and
proper enforcement are particularly vital. Without them
the return to the bad old days of disputes, disruption
and coercion, which Victoria has experienced in the
past, will continue.
There is no better authority for the need for strong
enforcement in the building and construction industry
than the former commonwealth minister for industrial
relations, Ms Julia Gillard, who said in a media release
on 3 April 2009:
The Rudd government has no tolerance for conduct which
breaks the law whether it be unlawful industrial action or
underpayment of employees.
It is the intention of the Rudd Labor government to always
have a tough cop on the beat in the building and construction
industry.

To make sure there was no doubt in the matter, the
same former minister for industrial relations said in a
speech on 3 June 2009 to the Australian Council of
Trade Unions congress:
Like me, I am sure you were appalled to read of dangerous
car chases across Melbourne city involving carloads of
balaclava-wearing people, criminal damage to vehicles
resulting in arrests, threats of physical violence and
intimidation of individuals, including damage to a private
residence.
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More recently alternative views have been put forward.
Over the weekend the argument was put that these new
guidelines and the construction code compliance unit
should be abolished. It was alleged it was a cost-saving
measure — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Cut it out! That is
enough!
Mr CLARK — I would have thought the one true
legacy of the previous government was the explosion of
costs — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to desist from any further interjections made
in the way he is making them.
Mr CLARK — One need only look at the record of
the previous government: the West Gate Bridge, the
Melbourne Market relocation, Southern Cross station,
the national gallery, and the list goes on.

…
Balaclavas, violence and intimidation must be unreservedly
condemned as wrong by every unionist, every ALP member,
every decent Australian.

Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, only
this government and this minister would be lecturing
people on the misuse of cars today of all days.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr CLARK — The tragedy is that unfortunately
the commonwealth government and now Prime
Minister Gillard have abandoned those words.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Altona!
Mr CLARK — They have abandoned their
commitment to a tough cop on the beat. They are
scrapping the Australian building and construction
commission. They have neutered the Fair Work
inspectorate. That is why there is a pressing need for the
Victorian government to step into the breach.

Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has had 3½ minutes to answer his question. He
is clearly going down the path of attacking the policies
of the previous government and the opposition, and I
ask that you bring him back to order.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, I
ask you to rule the point of order out of order. Clearly
the Minister for Finance is giving examples of where
there has been absolutely inappropriate behaviour on
building and construction sites to the cost of Victorian
taxpayers, causing blow-outs in projects and involving
complete and utter mismanagement under the Labor
government. I thought it was very relevant to the
question asked of the minister, and that is why I
think — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough on
the point of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
only inappropriate behaviour this government — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have turned off the
member’s microphone. The member was not raising a
point of order. I do not uphold the point of order.
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Ms Green — On a point of order, Speaker, is it your
ruling from the chair that someone standing on their
feet attempting to make a point of order can have their
microphone turned off before they even make their
point of order? With the greatest of respect, Chair, I ask
you to reconsider. How could anyone have faith in the
independence of the Chair when — —

ago. The then Victorian government bid for those
facilities to be located in Victoria. That was a good
thing, but unfortunately it was unsuccessful. Former
Premier Steve Bracks is reported in an Australian
Associated Press news item of 31 January 2001 to have
said in response to the Qantas decision to base its heavy
maintenance operations in Queensland:

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Yan Yean to resume her seat. I do not uphold the point
of order.

I congratulate Queensland Premier Peter Beattie for securing
these jobs for Australia …

Mr CLARK — If anything would guarantee a
return to the bad old days of cost blow-outs and
disruption on building sites in Victoria, it would be the
scrapping of these guidelines. If those who want these
guidelines scrapped really cared, they would not be
putting thousands of jobs at risk. If they really cared,
they would not be threatening to make new roads,
hospitals and schools unaffordable. If they really cared,
they would not be opening the way to a regime of
balaclavas and thuggery at Victorian workplaces. If
they really cared — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Qantas: maintenance jobs
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the loss
of 49 000 full-time jobs since he took office, the loss of
a further 500 Qantas jobs yesterday and the uncertain at
best future of maintenance operations at Avalon, and I
ask: when will the Premier start to do his job and
develop a jobs plan for all Victorians?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question about Qantas. The
Qantas heavy maintenance facilities have been an
important part of Qantas’s operations, and in recent
years they haves operated out of three sites: Brisbane,
Melbourne and Avalon. Arising from the changes in
maintenance profiles for aeroplanes, just as
maintenance profiles have changed for contemporary
cars, new aircraft require less maintenance. Qantas
therefore has a different maintenance load; I have made
that point in here before. Qantas announced that it was
seeking to consolidate its heavy maintenance facilities.
It made that announcement earlier this year, and we
have been working with Qantas and stakeholders to
make a case for those maintenance facilities to be
located in Victoria.
The maintenance facilities in Brisbane were the result
of a bidding process undertaken more than 10 years

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Monbulk and Altona, that is enough.
Mr BAILLIEU — Steve Bracks welcomed the
move by Qantas to set up the heavy maintenance
facilities in Brisbane. Since then there has been a
substantial investment in Brisbane.
When Qantas made the announcement earlier this year
that it sought to consolidate, we were facing the
prospect of losing the heavy maintenance facilities at
Melbourne and at Avalon. We have worked hard and
consistently with Qantas and with the stakeholders. Of
course we are disappointed that the heavy maintenance
facilities at Melbourne Airport will not continue on, but
those at Avalon will continue. I make the point, as
Qantas CEO Alan Joyce said yesterday, that the
Victorian government could not have done more.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order.
Mr BAILLIEU — Our efforts have been critical to
ensuring that Avalon remains as a heavy maintenance
facility. Qantas has said that it wants to work with the
stakeholders and with the Victorian government to
secure additional work for Avalon. That is what we
want. Some people do not want that. If those people
really cared, they would get behind our effort to secure
jobs at Avalon. They have not done that; they have
stood and waited and looked for failure. They do not
care. They want to talk the economy down, talk Qantas
down, talk Avalon down and talk Melbourne Airport
down. We will not do that.

Budget: responsible management
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — My question is to the
Treasurer. Can the Treasurer inform the house of the
implications of recent budgets for the challenges facing
the Victorian economy?
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Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — Three weeks ago I
brought down the 2012–13 Victorian budget. It was a
tough but responsible budget. Since then three more
budgets have been brought down across the country.
Tasmania brought down its budget, which had to
address the issue of falling GST revenue. Tasmania lost
$118 million in GST revenue, and since the midyear
financial report there has effectively been a 6.5 per cent
decrease in GST revenue for 2012–13. As a result of
that, Tasmania is in deficit by $283 million, which is
equivalent to about 6 per cent of revenue.
The Western Australian budget recorded a modest
surplus of $196 million, despite falling GST. So the
Western Australian economy is strong, but its forecast
surplus of 4.6 per cent of revenue by 2015–16 is exactly
the same as Victoria’s. In other words, Victoria’s fiscal
position over the forward estimates period will be the
strongest in the country in absolute terms and equal to
Western Australia’s as a percentage of revenue. This
shows that the strict financial discipline we have placed
on government will impact strongly on the economy.
However, we need to continue to work hard to address
the economic challenges ahead.
Of course another budget was handed down, and that
was the commonwealth budget. In total, national GST
collection has been written down by $11.7 billion over
four years. This comes on top of previous write-downs
in GST. In total, Victoria lost $6.1 billion in GST over
four years. A lot of that is attributed to the slowing
down of the economy, but the other part of it is the
unfair share that Victoria receives of GST payments.
Facing those pressures and the share of GST being cut
makes it very difficult to put the budget together, but
we have done it, and we have done it responsibly. In
addition to that, we have the problem of the federal
government failing to provide money for important
national partnership programs.
On top of all that, there was no new funding for vitally
important infrastructure projects. There was no funding
for the east–west project, which is something state
Labor opposed. Is it not interesting that the request we
made was for $30 million for planning but the federal
government could find $36 million to advertise the
carbon tax? Where are the priorities? Is it spending
$30 million on planning for the east–west link or
$36 million on advertising the carbon tax and how that
will impact on Victorian families and on
manufacturing?
It is now time for state Labor to stand up and support
the government on the east–west link. It is important for
state Labor to get behind us to ensure a fair share of
GST — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I ask you to bring him
back to answering the question on government
business.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker,
when we were in opposition government ministers
continually called for the opposition to support their
position — —
The SPEAKER — Order! What is your point of
order?
Dr Napthine — I am responding to the point of
order. I am commenting on it.
The SPEAKER — Order! What is your point of
order?
Dr Napthine — No, I am speaking on his point of
order. I am not raising a point of order; I am speaking to
the point of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! Go on.
Dr Napthine — I am saying that the point of order
should be ruled out of order on the basis that the history
of this house is that former Labor ministers regularly
called on the then Liberal-Nationals opposition to
support their position. I think it is legitimate to call for
bipartisan support to get better federal funding for the
east–west link and to get better federal funding for the
port of Hastings and other major projects. That is what
the Treasurer is talking about.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough on
the point of order. I do not uphold the point of order,
but I do ask the Treasurer to come back to answering
the question.
Mr WELLS — I will conclude on this point: I
thank the member for Morwell for asking the question,
because the impact of the carbon tax on his electorate of
Morwell is going to be significant, and it is time that
state Labor stood up and backed the government in
regards to its opposition to the carbon tax.

Qantas: maintenance jobs
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
the loss of 500 Qantas jobs announced yesterday, and I
refer the Premier to just a few sitting weeks ago when
Qantas workers were in the gallery of this chamber and
I asked the Premier whether he would meet with those
Qantas workers. My question to the Premier today is:
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what does he say to those Qantas workers? What does
he say to explain the fact that he has so badly failed
them?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I say to them that they
have a Leader of the Opposition who does not care —
does not care about Qantas, does not care about Avalon,
does not care about these maintenance jobs — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question is not an opportunity for the Premier to hurl
abuse in a — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order will be
heard in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — The question is clearly an
opportunity, and indeed the Premier is required to
confine his answer to government business. I might just
say to the Premier that I had the courage to go and look
them in the eye yesterday. We did not see the Premier
out at Tullamarine yesterday. This answer ought to be
in relation to government business. He would not meet
with them — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order! I do not uphold the point of order. I ask the
Premier to resume answering the question.
Mr BAILLIEU — As I said in the earlier answer,
we have worked hard to secure heavy maintenance
facilities in Victoria. We, like I am sure many
Victorians, are disappointed that the heavy maintenance
facilities at Melbourne will go. That is a product of a
shrinking maintenance load and the fact that more than
10 years ago Queensland won a bidding contest to have
the heavy maintenance facilities located in Brisbane.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — As I said in the previous answer,
Qantas has indicated that we could not have done more
as a government, and we will work with Qantas and
with the unions and with the employees to ensure that
with their very good qualifications — and their work is
recognised by Qantas as world-class work; no-one is
questioning that — they have every opportunity to find
additional employment.
There will be some additional jobs in line maintenance
at Tullamarine. Qantas is making jobs available in
Brisbane — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BAILLIEU — We understand that this is a
painful process and a painful outcome for those
employees and their families, and we are committed to
working with Qantas and the stakeholders to do what
we can to assist them. More than that, we are
committed to doing whatever we can to see that we get
additional work at Avalon.
On 31 August last year someone said to Jon Faine on
radio, ‘I don’t want to be ceaselessly negative, I don’t
want to run around trashing the place’.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was very simple. It was: what would the
Premier say to these workers? Is the Premier seriously
suggesting that bagging me is what he would say to
these 500 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s
microphone is off. He has not raised a point of order.
Mr Andrews — My microphone is off, so it is a bit
hard to, isn’t it?
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the point of
order?
Mr Andrews — Thank you, Speaker. The answer is
not relevant to the question. The Premier is debating the
issue. The Premier should answer the question: what
would he say to these workers. That is what he was
asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order because the answer was relevant to the
question that was asked.
Mr BAILLIEU — Let me make it clear again to the
Leader of the Opposition: I say to those workers — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr BAILLIEU — I say to the Leader of the
Opposition again: the work that we have done has been
critical to securing the heavy maintenance facility at
Avalon where it otherwise might have all gone to
Brisbane. Unlike the previous government when the bid
was lost, we are not saying other than that we are
disappointed that the heavy maintenance facilities at
Melbourne will not stay. The previous government, of
which many of these MPs were members, actually
congratulated the Queensland government and
welcomed those jobs going to Brisbane. The previous
government welcomed it!
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We have secured the retention of Avalon as a heavy
maintenance facility, and we will continue to work with
the stakeholders to secure additional work for Avalon.
We will not be ceaselessly negative, and we will not
run around trashing the place; nor will we be talking
down Qantas, the workers or the facilities at Avalon
and Melbourne — unlike some. Whether they want to
self-describe themselves as ceaselessly negative, that is
up to them; we will not be doing that. We will work
with the stakeholders to get the best possible result. I
am pleased that Avalon will continue as a heavy
maintenance facility. I suspect the Leader of the
Opposition is disappointed in that.

Tourism: myki visitor pack
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events. How is the
government making it easier for visitors to Victoria to
use our public transport system?
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I thank the member for Mordialloc for her
question and congratulate her on her very deep interest
in tourism. I was delighted to join with the Minister for
Public Transport yesterday to launch the myki visitor
pack for the state of Victoria. As all members of this
house would know, Victoria is a great place to visit, and
it is now going to be much easier for tourists to get
around Melbourne. The pack that was launched
yesterday by me and the Minister for Public Transport
will cost $14 for the non-concessional pack. The pack
will hold a myki card with $8 of credit for a zone 1 day
trip, a map and 15 discount vouchers to various tourist
attractions. It will all be in a wallet designed by Mark
Knight. It is one of his special pieces, akin to the
wraparounds he does from time to time for the Herald
Sun.
The tourism industry had a number of requests to
government in relation to this particular tourism
product. The first request the tourism industry had was
to introduce a short-term card, and again the
government has delivered on that request.
The second request the tourism industry had was for a
wide distribution network, and again the government
has delivered on that. So far there are 300 distributors,
including the airport, hotels and visitor information
centres. Indeed more businesses can apply to distribute
that if they wish.
The third request the tourism industry made to
government was that it wanted the product to be at no
cost to business. That is a completely reasonable
request, because if somebody at a check-in experience
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has to explain the public transport system to a tourist
and take 15 minutes, that is an unnecessary impost on
the business. There will now be a 5 per cent
commission to businesses for selling the myki pack.
Again the government has delivered on that very
important request from the tourism sector. On top of
this the tourism industry of its own volition contributed
a range of discount vouchers. If a tourist took up every
single opportunity provided by these discount vouchers,
they would save almost $140. There are a range of
attractions in that myki visitor pack.
What has been the reaction from the tourism industry to
this announcement yesterday? The Tourism and
Transport Forum, in a press release entitled ‘Myki will
open doors for tourists’ praised this particular initiative.
The press release states:
This will encourage more visitors to use Melbourne’s public
transport network by making it simpler — rather than
stressful.

The press release goes on to say:
We look forward to the rollout of the myki visitor packs from
1 July and to other states considering implementing similar
products in the future.

Likewise the Victorian Tourism Industry Council
issued a press release saying ‘Tourist myki launch a
plus for industry’. I thank in particular VTIC and
Destination Melbourne for their work in putting this
pack together. I also want to thank the Minister for
Public Transport for listening to the tourism industry.
I make the point that the tourism industry was delighted
to participate in putting this visitor pack together. The
industry was delighted that its views were listened to
and delighted that businesses are going to participate in
it and not find it burdensome. I can say that if the Labor
Party really cared about the $15.2 billion tourism
industry, it would not have left this mess for the
coalition government to fix up. But we have fixed it up,
and yet again we have delivered for tourism.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker —
these are serious matters — in relation to the
investigation you are conducting regarding the member
who has been previously mentioned, I wonder if you
might take on notice and provide for the benefit of all
members further details in relation to that investigation,
including the steps that you are taking and the nature of
that investigation, such as when it will conclude, what
protection will be provided to whistleblowers and
whether you will make the interim and final findings
public — questions of that nature. There are many
others, and whilst you may not be too keen to explore
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them now, I ask you to provide perhaps to honourable
members at your earliest convenience a — —

The SPEAKER — Order! Privately in chambers.

The SPEAKER — Order! Let me say that this is
not really a time to raise — —

HEALTH (COMMONWEALTH STATE
FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS) BILL 2012

Mr Andrews — Speaker, I am trying to be as
straight as I can; I have not even named the relevant
member.

Introduction and first reading

The SPEAKER — Order! I understand that. If you
have questions for me, or you have issues to raise with
me, see me in my chambers.
Mr Andrews — Speaker, I — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — I still have the call. I am being as
straight as I can.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not here to be
questioned.
Mr Andrews — Speaker, I choose not to raise these
matters privately in your chambers. I think these
matters need to be ventilated for the benefit of the
media and all Victorians.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — All Victorians! All Victorians
ought to get answers to these questions, not just me in
your chambers.
The SPEAKER — Order! If you want to get some
answers to questions — and you are questioning me
here in the chamber, which is not allowed for a start —
and you would like to come to my chambers and speak
to me, I will consider what you are putting to me.
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, is it your ruling that you will not entertain a
point of order on any matter where a member seeks
some clarification? I did not name the member in
question. To be fair, I did not name the member in
question — I am trying to do it as straight as I can;
these are important matters — and I asked you to take it
on notice and to come back to the chamber. Is it your
position that you will no longer entertain requests of
that nature?
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest you come and
see me in chambers.
Mr Andrews — Privately?

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to provide for the
implementation of the national health reform agreement and
for other purposes.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I ask if the minister
could provide a brief explanation to the house regarding
the bill.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — Speaker,
you may recall that under the previous Labor
government the then Labor Premier and the then — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is giving an
explanation that he was asked for.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — Speaker,
you will recall that under the previous Labor
government the then Labor Premier — —
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, it
appears that, in exercising the authority that you enjoy
under the standing orders, members of the government
have been given particular leniency today in respect of
their attacks on the opposition. The minister was asked
to provide a brief explanation of the bill. He
immediately moved into an attack on the previous
government. We ask you to refer him back to provide
us with the technical detail requested.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was not
attacking the opposition. The minister was asked for an
explanation. I do not uphold the point of order.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — As I was
explaining, under the previous Labor government the
then Labor Premier and the then Labor Minister for
Health were involved in discussions with the then
federal government with regard to so-called national
health reform. Under the previous Labor government
the then Labor Premier and the then Labor Minister for
Health fundamentally sold out Victoria’s patients — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT BILL 2012
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Motion agreed to.
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moneys provided by the Department of Housing and
held by the RTBA to be repaid to DOH.

Read first time.
Motion agreed to.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Consumer Affairs.
Mr Helper — On a point of order, Speaker, my
point of order refers to the failure of the minister to give
a brief explanation of the bill and his incapacity to do so
without resorting to political flurry. It is a reasonable
expectation of those on this side of the chamber that a
bill be explained, albeit briefly, upon its introduction. I
would ask you to get the minister to produce a brief
explanation of the bill.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry. We have
moved on. I sat the minister down, and I called the
Minister for Consumer Affairs.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to make further provision for
matters relating to bonds and duty provisions and for other
purposes.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I request that the
minister provide a brief explanation of the bill, and
hopefully we will get one.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. The minister will answer what was put to him.
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
This bill will improve the protections for tenants over
what was available under the previous Labor
government in a number of ways. We will strengthen
the rights of tenants in relation to clarifying when a
notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate may be
given. This bill will prohibit a landlord or agent from
requesting or obtaining a tenant’s signature to a bond
claim form unless the bond repayment amount has first
been entered on the form. It will extend the duty of a
landlord to lodge bonds with the Residential Tenancies
Bond Authority, facilitate the substitution of private
payments of a bond with a bond loan provided by the
director of housing and will enable unclaimed bond

Read first time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (BRIMBANK CITY
COUNCIL) AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Local
Government (Brimbank City Council) Act 2009 and
for other purposes.
Read first time.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
desire to move, by leave:
That this house requires the member for Frankston to make a
statement to the house immediately for a period not exceeding
30 minutes — —

The SPEAKER — Order! Leave is refused.
Notice of motion given.
Mr ANDREWS giving notice of motion:
The SPEAKER — Order! I am trying to find out
whether this has actually been tabled.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! As members will be
aware, they have to lodge notices with the Clerk before
the issues are raised. It is not something new; it is not
something that I thought of. This is what it is. The
member will have to do it tomorrow.
Further notices of motion given.
Mr FOLEY having given notice of motion:
The SPEAKER — Order! Under the ruling that I
gave last sitting week, notices of motion are to have no
more than 50 words. Let me repeat that again: no more
than 50 words. That is for everyone in the house to
understand.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Foley — That was approved by the Clerk.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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The SPEAKER — Order! It was not approved by
me, and it is not 50 words.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry; it is more
than 50 words.
Mr Foley — No, it is not.
The SPEAKER — Order! We will move on.
Further notices of motion given.
Mr PALLAS having given notice of motion:
The SPEAKER — Order! I again remind members
that notices of motion in excess of 50 words will not be
heard.
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not been comprehensively reviewed since the
introduction of Met tickets; and
that the current zoning system lacks relevance, has a
number of inconsistencies and encourages residents to
use private transport rather than public transport, thus
increasing our carbon footprint and road
congestion/maintenance costs.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria:
call upon the government to urgently hold a public
inquiry into the zoning system of the metropolitan public
transport fare zoning system with a particular emphasis
placed on an extension to the existing zone 1 boundary.

By Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) (878 signatures).

Department of Primary Industries: Ouyen
office
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 13 to
30 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 8.00 p.m. today.

The petition of the residents of the Victorian Mallee draws to
the attention of the house:
the announcement on Tuesday, 8 May 2012 of the
closure of several Department of Primary Industries
offices in rural Victoria which will have a significant
detrimental impact on the Victorian agriculture industry
and the communities in which these offices are located.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria:

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Buses: Mount Cooper
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The residents of Bundoora draw to the attention of the house
that the Baillieu government’s termination of the 563 bus
service will severely impact the residents of Bundoora by
eliminating Mount Cooper’s only bus service.
We note that this decision will reduce residents’ access to
local facilities including local schools, shopping centres and
universities.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria immediately reinstate the 563 bus
service as a matter of priority.

By Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) (199 signatures).

Public transport: fare zoning

reverse the decision to close the Ouyen DPI office which
will impact on DPI staff, other tenants of the office and
the community who utilise the facility and the services
provided.
We also urge you to commit to supporting the Victorian
agriculture industry and the rural communities affected by
this decision by continuing to have staff based in rural
Victoria at small offices.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (355 signatures).

Planning: Waverley Park amendment
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the attempt by property developer
the Mirvac Group to use Victorian planning laws as a means
of avoiding their contractual and moral obligations to
residents and homeowners of Waverley Park in Mulgrave,
Victoria.

This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house:

Mirvac are proposing an amendment to the 2002 planning
permit under which they developed the Waverley Park estate.
If the amendment is approved, the provisions of clause 50 of
the permit will be set aside, and the high-voltage electricity
transmission lines that were previously required to be placed
underground would be permitted to remain above ground.

the fact that other than the abolition of zone 3 in 2007,
the metropolitan public transport fare zoning system has

If Mirvac succeeds with their proposal, this would constitute a
staggering break of faith with the Waverley Park community.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
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Not only would Mirvac be breaching their legal obligations
under at least 600 individual contracts of sale, but they would
also be exposing residents and others who use the proposed
parkland facilities to possible health risks associated with
overhead high-voltage powerlines. Also, in all likelihood,
Mirvac would also be causing significant financial loss to
many homeowners in the form of reduced property value.
Your petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the planning minister to not allow the
planning laws of Victoria to be used by Mirvac to renege on
their contractual and moral obligations to Waverley Park
residents and homeowners. We ask that you do not approve
Mirvac’s proposed amendment to the 2002 planning permit.

By Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) (831 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bundoora be considered next day on
motion of Mr BROOKS (Bundoora).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Pascoe Vale be considered next day on
motion of Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale).
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The SPEAKER — Order! We will look for the
advice and give it to the member. She often quotes the
rulings of the house, so it may be something that she
should look at.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Greenfields mineral exploration and project
development in Victoria
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

DepartmentofPrimaryIndustries:Ouyenoffice

Alert Digest No. 8

Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I desire to move:
That the petition tabled in the member for Mildura’s name be
made an order of the day on the next day of sitting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Mildura
is in fact in the house, and if he wished to have the
motion put through tomorrow, it would be up to him to
make that decision, not the member for Ivanhoe.
Ms Campbell — On a point of order, Speaker, the
ruling you have just made is in contradiction of
previous rulings. Historically members of this house
have been able to ask that the house take into
consideration on the next day of sitting a petition tabled
in somebody else’s name. That has gone on for
decades.
The SPEAKER — Order! The advice I have is that
if a member is in the house, the determination as to
whether it should be brought forward the next day is up
to them.
Ms Campbell — On the point of order, Speaker,
could that advice be provided? The member for
South-West Coast used to do this constantly when he
was in opposition and we were sitting in this house.
The SPEAKER — Order! The advice I have is that
when a member whose petition it is is in the house,
somebody else cannot move that type of a motion.
Ms Campbell — Could I have that written advice,
Speaker?

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 8 of 2012 on:
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012
Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Amendment (Examinations) Bill
2012
Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012
National Energy Retail Law (Victoria) Bill 2012
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill 2012
Police and Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2012
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
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Local Government Act 1989 — SR 30

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 29,
31

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s 17B
granting a licence over Bannockburn Bushland Reserve

Documents under s 16B in relation to an exemption
from section 65A(1) of the Road Safety Act 1986 for
persons participating in the Australian National Circle
Work Championships at Pakenham Racecourse.

Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Primary Returns April 2012 and Summary of
Variations notified between 8 December 2011 and 21 May
2012 — Ordered to be printed
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Ballarat — C155
Bass Coast — C127
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Water Act 1989 — Abolition of Apsley, Neuarpurr and
Telopea Downs Groundwater Supply Protection Areas and
Kaniva Water Supply Protection Area Order 2012.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 8 February 2011:

Baw Baw — C81
Boroondara — C143
Campaspe — C73
Glen Eira — C91
Glenelg — C63
Greater Dandenong — C165
Macedon Ranges — C86
Manningham — C83

Business Names (Commonwealth Powers) Act 2011 —
Parts 1 and 4 — 8 May 2012; remaining provisions —
28 May 2012 (Gazette S151, 8 May 2012)
Control of Weapons and Firearms Acts Amendment Act
2012 — Whole Act — 16 May 2012 (Gazette S157, 15 May
2012)
Emergency Services Legislation Amendment Act 2012 —
Whole Act — 1 May 2012 (Gazette S140, 1 May 2012)
Emergency Management Legislation Amendment Act
2011 — Section 3 — 1 May 2012 (Gazette S140, 1 May
2012)

Melbourne — C124
Mitchell — C54

Legal Profession and Public Notaries Amendment Act
2012 — Whole Act — 2 May 2012 (Gazette S140, 1 May
2012).

Moira — C50
Murrindindi — C39
Nillumbik — C58 (Part 3)

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:

Port Phillip — C80, C91
South Gippsland — C62
Stonnington — C156
Warrnambool — C72
Whittlesea — C118
Wodonga — C100

8 May
Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading
Bill 2011
Disability Amendment Bill 2012
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2012
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2012
Royal Women’s Hospital Land Bill 2012.

Yarra Ranges — C121
State Services Authority — Report 2010–11 on the State of
the Public Sector in Victoria
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Accident Towing Services Act 2007 — SR 29
City of Melbourne Act 2001 — SR 30
County Court Act 1958 — SR 31
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 — SR 31

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Bill 2012
Police and Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2012
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2012.
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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, 24 May
2012:
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012
Gambling Legislation Amendment (Transition) Bill
2012
Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Amendment
(Salary Restraint) Bill 2012
Police and Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012.

To support this motion I indicate to the house that
obviously a substantial amount of the time of the house
will also be taken up with debating the budget, which
the government intends to start straight after members
statements today. Tomorrow the government will bring
on the other bills on the program and continue on
Thursday. I imagine that debate on a few of those bills
will be reasonably short, and certainly ample time will
be given for members to make their contributions on
some of the larger bills.
I also indicate that debate on the budget will continue
through part of Thursday, and we will go to the
adjournment debate at 4.00 p.m. after the government
business program is completed. I indicate to the house
that it is the government’s intention that we will
continue to debate the budget next sitting week. I have
already given notice to many parties about this, but I
will put it formally.
The government’s intention in the next sitting week is
to sit for an extended period of time on both Tuesday
and Wednesday — until 12.00 a.m. That notice is
provided to enable the Parliament to make appropriate
arrangements with all staff and to let all members know
that we will be sitting late on those two occasions. That
necessitates a government business program that will
have to continue in the next sitting week, but it will also
give ample opportunity for most members to make their
contributions to the debate in relation to the budget.
With those few words I commend the motion to the
house.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to indicate the
opposition’s opposition to the government business
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program. Here we are yet again. We maintain our
opposition to the use of Wednesday afternoons for
second-reading speeches. We think that is not a
productive use of parliamentary time. Again we are
concerned that the use of Wednesday afternoons for
second-reading speeches is motivated by a desire to
leave early on Thursday. We do not believe that is an
appropriate use of time. This is a government that has
the numbers and the capability to set the government
business program.
I have an additional ground for our opposition to the
government business program this week. Earlier today
we saw the Leader of the Opposition seek leave to
move a motion in respect of requiring the member for
Frankston to come into this house and provide an
explanation in relation to various allegations that have
been the subject of media reports in recent days. Leave
was denied by this government — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is not an opportunity to adumbrate a motion or
otherwise. This is the government business program. It
is a very narrow debate. I ask you to bring the member
back to the debate, which is about the government
business program.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Ms HENNESSY — Really, when we talk about the
government business program we are talking about
what are the government’s priorities. Given that a
number of people — particularly, for example, the
constituents of the state seat of Frankston — may have
a number of questions — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is a very narrow debate. It is the government business
program. It is not an opportunity to take a cheap shot
across the table.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Altona to get back to debating the motion before the
house, or I will sit her down.
Ms HENNESSY — Indeed the government
business program goes to issues of scrutiny. It is very
interesting that this government thinks, for example,
that bills like the Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012
are more important to the people who live in the
south-eastern suburbs than having explanations around
issues of public integrity. On that basis — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Altona
will resume her seat.
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Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — The Leader of the
House has again proposed a solid business program for
the sitting week, with the bulk of debating time being
allocated to the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012,
otherwise known as the budget bill. Of course this bill
will not go to the 4.00 p.m. guillotine on Thursday as
we want to provide an opportunity for all members of
the house who wish to make a contribution to this bill
to do so. As the Leader of the House has indicated,
there are plans to sit late in the next sitting week to
allow everyone to make a contribution on the budget
bill, and although that is foreshadowed, I would
encourage all members of the house to take the
opportunity to debate that bill this sitting week so we do
not have everyone wanting to speak in the final sitting
week available to consider the budget bill.
The other five bills on the program, the Appropriation
(Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012, the Gambling
Legislation Amendment (Transition) Bill 2012, the
Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012, which is a very
important bill, the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill
2012 and the Police and Emergency Management
Legislation Bill 2012, will go to the 4.00 p.m. guillotine
on Thursday, 24 May. The program being put forward
will allow adequate scrutiny of and debate on these
bills, and I commend the motion to the house.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to oppose
the government business program. When you look at
the five bills listed on this business program, it may
appear to be a small number of bills, but the fact is this
provides this house with a significant opportunity to
debate at length the Appropriation (Parliament
2012/2013) Bill 2012. This bill requires a considerable
amount of discussion in this house this week. The
media has provided this house with significant
documentation in relation to the Appropriation
(Parliament 2012/2013) Bill and matters relevant to it,
and it is extremely important that every single person in
this house is given an opportunity to speak for the full
period of time in relation to matters such as the
provision by the Parliament of our cars and our
electorate offices, and the provision by the Parliament
of those who check who are the nominated drivers on
our — —
The SPEAKER — Order! This is a narrow motion
that is before the house, and the member for Pascoe
Vale is getting well off the track. I ask the member to
come back to debating the motion before the house.
Ms CAMPBELL — I am speaking — —
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The SPEAKER — You were not; you were getting
far off the track of the motion before the house.
Ms CAMPBELL — The most important bill listed
on this government business program is the
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012,
followed by the Gambling Legislation Amendment
(Transition) Bill 2012, the Monetary Units Amendment
Bill 2012, the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill
2012 and the Police and Emergency Management
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. They provide this
house with a significant portion of meat for us to
discuss and, from the opposition’s perspective, we do
not want to have any of our time devoted to
second-reading speeches on Wednesday afternoon. The
government business program requires this side of the
house to have every single opportunity, and Wednesday
afternoon is not being provided to us in its fullest sense.
In relation to the police and emergency management
legislation bill and the parliamentary salaries and
superannuation amendment bill, there are significant
issues in those two bills alone that would require each
and every member of this house to speak. I am sure
there has been much discussion outside this house in
relation to at least the last one of the two bills that I
have mentioned.
Speaker, I am sure you are listening to absolutely
everything that I and others in this house say and giving
us your full attention, and we appreciate that. We want
this house to give its full attention to a fulsome debate
in relation to the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013)
Bill and matters associated with it and the other bills
listed.
I oppose the government business program. Members
of this house should have every opportunity to discuss
the bills before us and not have time taken up so that
those who have a long period of travel can escape from
this house — some of them might need to head down
the Nepean Highway — by 4 o’clock. There are others
who may wish to travel to, say, near the South
Australian border, and we think they should travel
home safely in their government cars.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member is getting
off the track again.
Ms CAMPBELL — This government business
program requires fulsome debate and should not be
interrupted by second-reading speeches on Wednesday
afternoon, but the government does not want the
opposition scrutinising its bills because it has
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something significant to hide in relation to the first bill
in particular.

inappropriate to have second-reading speeches on
Wednesday to make life easy for people.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
government business program. There are five bills on
the list: the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill
2012, the Gambling Legislation Amendment
(Transition) Bill 2012, the Monetary Units Amendment
Bill 2012, the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill
2012 and the Police and Emergency Management
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. We all know we
will also continue to debate, but not on the guillotine,
the Appropriation (2012/13) Bill 2012.

Most members came in here with a serious intent, but
the government has decided that Wednesday is a day of
relaxation and then on Thursday members will nick off
quickly. That is simply not what I came into this
Parliament for, and I do not think anyone else — I
would hope — came into this Parliament to go home
early. It is like leaving school early; you will not be
nourished intellectually and you will end up doing a
bad job.

It is heartening to hear from members of the opposition
about their new-found enthusiasm for debate, because
on many a previous afternoon or evening they were not
so enthusiastic about debating bills. I look forward to
their full participation in debate on these bills as a result
of this reformation or meeting on the road to Damascus.
Many members want to make significant contributions
to the debate on the budget because there is a lot to be
said on it, and all of it — from this side of the house —
is worth saying. This is a sensible and appropriate
budget, although it is tough and responsible. I look
forward to that debate, and I look forward to seeing the
opposition’s new-found enthusiasm for debate.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I rise
to oppose the government business program. It is very
much light on substance, big on relaxation. The fact
that we continue to have second-reading speeches on
Wednesdays and the curtailing of debate is quite
concerning. Already today we have looked at instances
of the government avoiding scrutiny, and it is
continuing along that path.
On the Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012, when
the Treasurer was in opposition he was very much
against automatic increases in fines and the like, but
today we will have a shortened program of debate
because on Wednesday we will again have
second-reading speeches, and we will not get a full
opportunity to debate the Monetary Units Amendment
Bill 2012.
What is the purpose of having second-reading speeches
on Wednesday apart from putting the opposition in a
position where it cannot conduct enough scrutiny? It is
so that those who wish to P-off quickly on a Thursday
afternoon can get home early, which is simply not
appropriate. If you have come in to Parliament, you are
here to debate serious bills; you are not ready to go
home on a Thursday afternoon. It is totally

There are many bills we should be debating fully, but
there is no action with this government. It is light on
movement; it just says, ‘Relax, take it easy — no fuss’.
It is like the numberplates, which I know is a matter not
related to what we are discussing at the moment, but we
are still waiting for the government’s big message on
numberplates. Again, we have been waiting forever.
Why should we take things easy? Why should we have
relaxation Thursday and relaxation Wednesday? It is
simply inappropriate. We have come in here to work, to
do our jobs. The punters expect us to behave
appropriately and they expect bills to be scrutinised
properly, not for us to have rest and recreation. We did
not come in here to wine and dine; we did not come in
here for relaxation; we did not come in here to nick off
at 4 o’clock on a Thursday afternoon, maybe have a gin
and tonic and go home. That is simply not appropriate.
The government needs to give the opposition and
everybody in this house more time to debate these bills,
especially the Monetary Unit Amendment Bill 2012.
Considering the hypocrisy and rubbish we saw from the
then opposition when the previous Labor government
introduced inflation-adjusted rises in fines, we now
have a government — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, it is a
narrow debate. It is not about the merits of the bills or
about the prowess or otherwise of the former
government; it is about the government business
program. I ask you to bring the member back to the
debate about the government business program — a
very narrow debate.
Ms Campbell — On the point of order, Speaker, I
ask that you rule the previous point of order out of order
because, as the member was outlining, the bills he
mentioned require a significant amount of time for
debate. That directly relates to the government business
program.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the member for Narre Warren North to
return to the motion before the house.
Mr DONNELLAN — I apologise, Speaker. In my
enthusiasm to take up debate on these bills I obviously
strayed, but I will stay on topic.
I guess the issue is that Wednesday should not be
relaxation day and Thursday should not be
go-home-from-school-early day. We are here to debate
bills; we are not here to sit and relax. This is a totally
inappropriate way to treat the Legislative Assembly.
We are here to do work. As we have already seen
today, the government continues its merry trend of
avoiding scrutiny of its bills.
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
Andrews, Mr
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
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr

Howard, 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
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr
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Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Rail: Altona loop service
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to acknowledge
and congratulate members of the Altona Loop Group
and members of the Altona community on last week’s
public meeting. I would also like to acknowledge and
thank both Metro Trains Melbourne staff and Public
Transport Victoria staff who attended. This was a
meeting where local members of our community
pleaded for solutions to the current crisis affecting
passengers on the Altona loop. We heard many stories
of the impact of the timetabling change at both a
systemic and personal level.
A number of commitments were made by Mr Lezala
and others to implement strategies to try to mitigate the
harsh effects of the timetable changes. Some of these
included to try to ensure that trains no longer leave
prior to their scheduled departure time, to better
sequence services to assist train connections, to use
better announcements to assist passengers trying to
navigate platforms and to continue to push the
government to fund important projects that will address
the services that the Altona community currently find
almost unbearable. I reiterate: this community will hold
the government, the bureaucratic departments and
Metro accountable for the undertakings they gave in the
course of this meeting.

Roads: western suburbs
Ms HENNESSY — I would also like to take this
opportunity to implore the government to better invest
in transport solutions for the west, noting again that
there has been no significant commitment to or
investment in arterial roads in this year’s budget for the
second year in respect of my electorate. Once the last of
Labor’s investments in roads projects, including the
$100 million worth of arterial road projects in the city
of Wyndham, committed in the last four years of the
previous government, have been completed, there will
be nothing done.

Tourism: business events
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — Securing business events plays a very
important role in Victoria’s tourism industry. I am
pleased to advise the house that Melbourne has recently
been successful in its bids to host three additional
international events: the 2013 Harvard World Model
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United Nations conference, the joint world conference
on social work, education and social development for
the year 2014 and the Intelligent Transport Systems
World Congress for the year 2016. I hope members will
be pleased to hear that, combined, these events will
hopefully attract around 8700 delegates and generate
$39.7 million for the state economy.
The second item I want to draw to the house’s attention
is the International Congress and Convention
Association’s recent report entitled the Country and
City Ranking Report 2011. Melbourne is ranked ahead
of any other Australian city, at no. 31 in the world, for
hosting conventions, and no. 9 in the Asia-Pacific
region. This is a great achievement for Melbourne and a
reflection of the city’s premier business events offering.
I would like to congratulate the whole range of people
involved in that and again remind the house that the
contribution to the Victorian economy of the
convention business industry is $1.2 billion and
business events generate over 22 000 jobs in Victoria.
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Anzac Day: South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — On 25 April I had
the pleasure of attending the 63rd Torquay RSL
sub-branch Anzac Day dawn service and gunfire
breakfast at Point Danger at Torquay. The Anzac Day
speech by Mr Paul Copeland, OAM, who served in the
Australian regular army for 20 years, was a poignant
reflection of the sacrifices of our servicemen and
women. I commend the Torquay RSL sub-branch
president Kevin Eagan and members, along with Surf
Coast shire, businesses and volunteers.
I also attended the Ocean Grove Barwon Heads RSL
Anzac Day commemorative service. Congratulations
go to president Keith Hankin and to all RSL committee
members, local community groups and schools on their
participation. In the week prior to Anzac Day the Ocean
Grove Barwon Heads RSL was the recipient of $5000
as part of the government’s Restoring Community War
Memorial Grants program.

Steve Kyritsis

Maroulis family

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It was
an honour to be in Queen’s Hall on Friday to witness,
as many members did, the launching of the new book
by Steve Kyritsis, the president of the Hellenic
sub-branch of the RSL and president of the Australian
Hellenic Memorial. Steve has already written one book,
which is entitled, Greek-Australians in the Vietnam
War, and this is his second book about
Greek-Australians in the armed forces in World War I
and World War II.

Mr KATOS — I would like to commend the efforts
of the Maroulis family in raising funds and awareness
regarding breast cancer in memory of Julia Maroulis.
Julia passed away on Boxing Day last year, aged 34, of
breast cancer. Julia was first diagnosed in February
2010 and battled her disease with courage and dignity.
Julia’s parents, Paul and Maria, her brother Spiro and
sister-in-law Dimi, along with friends and family,
raised over $30 000 in this year’s Mother’s Day Classic
held on Geelong’s waterfront. I was pleased to assist in
the fundraising. It is these sorts of efforts by the
Maroulis family that are shining examples to the
community.

It was great to see so many Greek-Australian veterans
in the room. Steve has worked extensively as a
volunteer, over a period of time, with archives, veterans
affairs and the war memorial, researching and
identifying the heritage of many Australians in the
armed services. He has identified 80 Greek Australians
who served in World War I, including 14 at Gallipoli,
and over 2500 Greek Australians as part of the armed
forces in World War II.
It was fantastic to see so many members. The book was
launched by the member for Sandringham, who gave
an exceptional speech about the joint Greek-Australian
heritage that this book is all about. It is a history that
recognises that this is a multicultural country. Given
that, it is correct that people from all different sorts of
cultures will serve their country, Australia. This has
been proven in this book by Steve Kyritsis — I
commend him for his work — as it has been proven by
other immigrants who joined and served in the
Australian armed forces.

Vision Australia: Geelong volunteers
Mr KATOS — On Friday, 18 May, I had the
pleasure of attending Vision Australia Geelong’s
volunteer appreciation morning of celebration to
present 32 volunteer pins. Without volunteers, Vision
Australia would not be able to offer many of its
services. Congratulations to volunteer Marion Duell,
who received an award for 25 years of service.

Qantas: maintenance jobs
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The axing of
433 jobs in Qantas heavy maintenance at Tullamarine is
further evidence of the Baillieu-Ryan regime’s failure
to deliver on its election-winning promises to fix the
problems, build the future and govern for all. The
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Premier promised Parliament on 1 May, just weeks
ago:
We know what is required. We know what it takes to govern
this state … We will continue to work with Qantas and work
with the stakeholders, and we will advance the case for
Victoria getting the heavy maintenance facilities.

Rather than advancing, we are going backwards under
this regime. Yesterday’s failure fits the recurring
pattern of the coalition’s performance. It either delivers
gestures lacking substance, is ideologically split and
does not want to intervene, or, if it finally engages, fails
to deliver.
This adds to the cruel blow delivered by the
Baillieu-Ryan regime in funding cutbacks to TAFE,
which will adversely affect the Kangan Institute, and
axing the budget allocation for a vital government
services building in Broadmeadows, whose
construction would provide up to 800 much-needed
jobs and a hub for commercial investment in the central
activities district. The Baillieu-Ryan regime has
delivered the reverse Robin Hood strategy in
Broadmeadows — taking from those most in need and
giving to those better off. The planning minister,
Matthew Guy, has axed $14.7 million from the
electorate he represents, which on any measure of need
and equity should receive it, and is planning to give it to
other less deserving electorates.
These mean, short-sighted cuts show the coalition does
not know or does not care about the consequences for
communities or the detrimental impacts on vulnerable
families. But they will be held to account, especially if
the funding for Broadmeadows is reallocated to
marginal seats such as Frankston.

Maccabi Victoria: volunteer awards
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Volunteers are
an integral part of our community and comprise some
1.5 million Victorians. Through their efforts they
contribute some $l0 billion to our economy through
volunteer hours and activities. It is fitting that on the
last day of National Volunteer Week, Maccabi Victoria
hosted its thankyou volunteer and achievement awards.
I congratulate vice-president Joe Dorfman and the
Maccabi board on running a great event. In particular I
congratulate the following award winners, some of
whom are also volunteers, on their great effort. They
include David Chester from All Abilities; Braham
Shnider, athletics; Barry Duke, basketball; Ashley
Brugel, cricket junior; Paul Fink, cricket senior; Nick
Orloff, cycling; Peter Kagan, football; David Zivin,
football juniors; David Birnbaum, hockey; Helen
Weiss, lawn bowls; Suzie Mordech, netball; Nathan
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Gropman, snooker; Kevin Milstein, soccer junior; Jack
Iglicki, squash; Clive Aaron, swimming; Adam
Needleman, tennis; Kelly Gillis, ten pin bowling;
Danny Shafar, Toastmasters; and Alon Pfau, water
polo. Sporting club volunteers like those I have just
mentioned make an enormous contribution, particularly
to developing our youth. Congratulations to Maccabi
Victoria for its great effort in running this event.

Melbourne Montessori School: teaching award
Mr SOUTHWICK — I would also like to
congratulate the Melbourne Montessori School in
Caulfield South on its contribution to teaching. In
particular I congratulate Dianne Davis, a teacher at the
school, who received a national excellence in teaching
award last week. This award is terrific recognition of
the great contribution the school makes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

The Nationals: performance
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — There is no
doubt that The Nationals in regional Victoria are failing
to live up to the hype and boastfulness they have
exhibited since the last state election. ‘We are The
Nationals and we are the government’ said The
Nationals leader recently. Here is a reality check for
The Nationals: the party makes up less than 10 per cent
of the government and the truth is that its members are
unable and/or unwilling to stand up for the regions and
the very people they claim to represent in the face of a
Liberal majority.
Nowhere is this more glaringly evident than in the
recent budget, which cut funding for rural midwife
consultants who train rural midwives to provide support
to regional and rural mothers. Where were The
Nationals members when this decision was made by the
Liberals? There was also the scrapping of the
$204.6 million Future Farming strategy, which included
the National Centre for Farmer Health, a broadbased
program of specialised support for farmers and farming
communities. There was also the cutting of $9.4 million
in funding for free financial counselling services in
rural and regional areas. Again there was not a peep
from The Nationals to fight to retain this service. There
was the closure of seven regional Department of
Primary Industries offices and the loss of regional jobs
as a consequence, which was, deplorably, a decision of
a Nationals minister. Worst of all there was the failure
of the Minister for Higher Education and Skills, a
Nationals minister, to hold his ground against the
Liberals and oppose the decimation of the TAFE sector,
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which will impact disproportionately on regional
students.
I remind Nationals members of their party’s
acquiescence to former Liberal Premier Kennett, who
treated the regions with disdain. I quote from an article
by Farrah Tomazin in the Saturday Age newspaper,
which says:
History shows that regional voters can be pretty unforgiving if
you let them down.

Infrastructure: federal funding
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Since the house last
met the commonwealth has brought down a budget
distinguished by a razor-thin surplus and the provision
of absolutely nothing for Victoria. The commonwealth
continues to tax Victorians and spend elsewhere. Labor
talks big on infrastructure and delivers nothing. There
was no mention of the east–west link, no mention of the
Melbourne Metro project and no mention of the port of
Hastings. Despite being home to a quarter of all
Australians, Victoria received less funding than any
other state — $201 per capita. In contrast, New South
Wales and South Australia received a third more,
Tasmania almost a third more, Western Australia
30 per cent more and the resource-rich state of
Queensland, 50 per cent more.
We are being short-changed by a short-sighted,
poll-driven party, with no plans for the future beyond
short-term survival. Modest investments of $30 million
in the east–west link, $130 million in Melbourne Metro
and $120 million in the port of Hastings would have
seen each of these important projects progress. Labor
does not get it. It clearly does not care about
infrastructure. If there were any doubt about that, the
weekend announcement by the opposition of its
intention to oppose the east–west link confirmed it. But
of course we are back in familiar territory: when it
comes to infrastructure, Labor is all talk, all plans, no
funding and no delivery.

Qantas: maintenance jobs
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Today I rise to express
my extreme disappointment at the Qantas decision
yesterday to slash over 500 jobs in Victoria. Sadly we
have known for some time now that these job losses
were coming, but that is no consolation to the more
than 500 Victorians who now find themselves on the
scrap heap. Those Victorians now face a bleak and
uncertain future; they have mortgages to pay, bills to
meet and kids to feed and educate. As members will
know, many of those who lost their jobs live in my
electorate. They are now asking: what did the state
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government do to protect their jobs and what did the
Premier and the Minister responsible for the Aviation
Industry do to help?
It is now clear that yesterday’s announcement is part of
a far greater story. It is a story about a state going
backwards and haemorrhaging jobs because this
government fails to invest and fails to instil confidence
in its economy. It is a story about a government on
Mogadon; a lazy government that since coming into
office has axed over 4200 public service jobs and seen
41 000 jobs disappear from the state. Once again the
Premier has shown that he does not care about working
people. The Leader of the Opposition was at the Qantas
maintenance base yesterday consoling those who had
lost their jobs. Workers appreciated this gesture but
were asking, ‘Why doesn’t Ted care about us? Where is
Ted?’. I am asking the same question. Where is the
government while people are losing jobs?

Wild dogs: control
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — I take this
opportunity to condemn the federal government for
rejecting Victoria’s proposal to introduce aerial baiting
to combat the massive wild dog problem in the east and
north-east of the state. Fortunately the state
government, under instruction from the Gippsland Wild
Dog Management Group, will implement a large-scale
ground baiting program. However, I encourage the
federal government to try to better understand the
hardship wild dogs cause in our rural sector and show
some understanding of the need for control measures,
including aerial baiting.

Mother’s Day Classic: Bairnsdale
Mr BULL — Yet another fantastic community
event has been held in East Gippsland. Bairnsdale
Mother’s Day Classic Committee members Gerry
Ward and Suzanne Neumann, together with the many
volunteers involved in the charity run, once again raised
vital funds for the National Breast Cancer Foundation
and for breast cancer research. Despite the very cold
conditions on the day, the classic attracted 400-plus
entries. I congratulate everyone involved in the
organisation of this year’s event.

Patrick Elliott
Mr BULL — I wish to highlight the achievements
of Maffra Secondary College year 12 student Patrick
Elliott, who was selected from 2000 students across
Australia to attend the National Youth Science Forum
held earlier this year. Since then he has been announced
as 1 of only 10 Australians invited to attend the London
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International Youth Science Forum scheduled in
August. It is extremely pleasing to see Patrick’s hard
work and effort in science studies combined with his
obvious talent and interest in pursuing a science
vocation being recognised in this way.
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The works are expected to be completed by
mid-November and will include a new kitchen, toilets
and meeting rooms to accommodate multipurpose uses.
The project is jointly funded through $480 000 from the
City of Kingston and $180 000 from state government
funding.

Electricity: feed-in tariff scheme
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — The Baillieu
government has broken a key election commitment for
a gross feed-in tariff scheme for Victorian households
and organisations that generate renewable power. At
the last election the then Leader of the Opposition
committed to a gross feed-in tariff scheme that would
pay a premium rate to households, businesses, farms
and community groups for all the energy they generated
that was either used on site or fed into the energy grid.
The government also said it would ask the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission to design a
gross feed-in tariff scheme, yet the commission’s report
that was released last week by the Baillieu government
did not include any design for a gross feed-in tariff
scheme.
Instead, according to the recommendations in the
report, households should negotiate for themselves an
additional payment from electricity distribution
businesses in recognition of the fact that distributed
energy allows for a reduction in expenditure on
network poles and wires. There is an admission in the
report that household generated power relieves pressure
on distribution businesses to increase the capacity of
their networks and thereby puts downward pressure on
electricity prices that are passed on to consumers. But
the Premier has refused to require distributors to offer at
least a minimum price.

Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial
Research Organisation: Aspendale facility
Mrs BAUER — It was a pleasure to have met with
representatives of CSIRO in Aspendale recently to
discuss the important work it does. Having an
incredible research facility in the electorate of Carrum
is exciting. I enjoyed meeting with dedicated staff,
including marine and atmospheric research
communications manager Simon Torok, deputy
chief Helen Cleugh, Debbie Abbs from climate
research and the State of the Climate 2012 project,
Melita Keywood from air quality research and Paul
Fraser, who gave me a tour of the air archive, the ice
core extraction laboratory and the global atmospheric
sampling laboratory.

Budget: GST revenue
Mrs BAUER — I commend the Premier and
Treasurer for delivering their second coalition budget in
what can only be described as challenging times. It is a
responsible budget and has been delivered when
Victoria has been short-changed by the federal
government, which has cruelly cut billions in GST
revenue that should have gone to Victorians, along with
failing to provide support for infrastructure projects and
major partnership programs.

Williamstown Cricket Ground: facility upgrade
Prior to the last election the then opposition leader
made a commitment that if he were elected, he would
implement a subsidy scheme to encourage Victorian
households to invest in solar, wind and other
low-emission power sources. When in opposition the
present Minister for Energy and Resources stated on
24 November 2010:
We think there is a lot of interest in a gross feed-in-tariff as a
way of boosting investment in renewables …

This government has lost any credibility it may have
had in supporting renewable energy, and has consigned
thousands of clean energy jobs to the dustbin.

Chelsea Senior Citizens Club: refurbishment
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I am pleased to hear that
work will soon begin on the refurbishment of the much
loved and well utilised Chelsea Senior Citizens Club.

Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — There are few
prouder moments in politics than attending the opening
of a local project that you have witnessed move from
conceptual stages into construction and then finally on
to completion. That moment for me arrived on
Thursday, 10 May 2012, at the reopening of the
upgraded Williamstown Cricket Ground and pavilion.
When I gave my inaugural speech to Parliament back in
2007 I committed to do everything possible to assist
with the upgrade of this iconic ground. I did not have to
wait long, as the 2008–09 Brumby Labor budget
allocated $10 million to boost facilities across eight
Victorian Football League grounds, with Williamstown
receiving the largest single contribution of $3 million.
Hobsons Bay City Council matched the state’s
$3 million contribution, and there were also significant
contributions from Williamstown Football Club, AFL
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Victoria and Williamstown Cricket Club. As a result of
this investment, Williamstown now has the best
Victorian Football League facility in the state with a
covered grandstand, 260-seat function room with
panoramic views of the bay and new player facilities
that the great Gerry Callahan could have only dreamed
about during the hard days of amateur football.
Many have made wonderful contributions to this
project but none have been greater than that of
Williamstown president Trevor Monti and his general
manager, Brendan Curry. I also acknowledge the
project’s architect, Serdar Baycan from Tectura;
Hobsons Bay City Council, particularly ward
councillors Angela Altair and Peter Hemphill; Hobsons
Bay CEO Bill Jaboor; and Sandy Grant from
Williamstown Cricket Club.

Hospitals: Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Health care and hospitals
are major concerns for any community, Mildura being
no exception. Mildura Base Hospital services a large
area and works cooperatively with community health
services, the private hospital, health professionals,
multiple aged-care providers and others. Mildura is one
of Victoria’s most remote rural cities, making the
hospital a vital provider for our community. Therefore
whenever health services are being discussed you can
always expect considerable interest from the general
public. The provision of health services continues to
change evermore rapidly, making it impossible to look
forward through a rear-vision mirror.
To date I have worked for and achieved the provision
of $7 million in capital funding to enhance accident and
emergency services and maternity and mental health
services for Mildura Base Hospital. This funding will
allow accident and emergency services to double its
area and includes funding for an eight-bed short-stay
unit. The short-stay unit will enable better management
of patients waiting for test results or admission, who
will have the comfort of a bed rather than a trolley. The
investment in maternity services will allow for an
additional birthing suite and cots to manage the demand
caused by an increase in births and the closure of the
maternity section at Mildura Private Hospital.
As we are all aware, the demands on mental health
services have increased, and the investment in the
construction of additional mental health facilities will
allow for the consolidation of services and provide a
healthy, quality and safer working environment.
Whether the health service is privately or publicly run,
my commitment is to a health service that meets the
growing needs and complexity of the Mildura
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electorate. I congratulate those in our community who
continue to show an interest in health service provision
and the future of health services.

Higher education: Auslan programs
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to speak on a
matter that I raised in this house in March. At the time I
called on the Minister for Higher Education and Skills
to reinstate his support for deaf students in Gippsland,
as the announcement of the government’s funding cuts
at the end of last year led GippsTAFE to close its
Auslan program for 2012. At the time I spoke of the
absolutely inadequate response from the minister to my
call; the response was to direct students in Gippsland to
the Auslan course at Kangan Institute of TAFE in
Richmond. Not content to scrap important regional
provision for deaf students and the facilities they rely
on, the minister seemed to think a satisfactory solution
was to audaciously send them to Richmond every day
to study. Now it appears students may not even have
access to this option of last resort. As a response to the
savage cuts to TAFEs in this year’s budget, it now
appears that the Auslan course offered at Kangan
Institute may also be under threat.
I have just this morning received a petition from Deaf
Australia that is circulating in an attempt to save what it
says is the only course of its kind left in eastern
Australia. Deaf Australia describes this course as
playing a vital role in enriching the lives of deaf people.
Deaf Access Victoria has also written to me to
emphasise that increasing the number of Auslan
interpreters is essential in breaking longstanding
barriers to access and inclusion for the deaf community.
For this reason I ask the minister not to abandon
Victoria’s deaf students. He should not do to deaf
students what he has done to TAFE.

Glenburn: community facilities
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — Today I want to
acknowledge the community of Glenburn, which has
had its share of ups and downs in recent years, with the
drought, the $750 million white elephant north–south
pipeline and Black Saturday among the downs. I was
thrilled to recently take part in what could almost be
described as a community reopening, with the opening
of the brand-new Glenburn hall, the refurbished
community centre and the reserve project, each
noteworthy in its own right. What was particularly good
was to see how this one event managed to bring
together so many in a community which has certainly
seen a number of challenges in recent times. This made
me very proud.
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It was also pleasing to see long-time local identities
involved in the openings. Con Hildebrand opened the
hall and provided endless stories about the old hall.
Doug Lawson, the original drummer in the locally
famous and long-lived Glenburn band, opened the
community centre. The community centre is in the
former schoolhouse, built in 1902, which is culturally
and historically significant. I want to also mention the
role of the late Mal Ryan, who was instrumental in
making sure that the old school — basically two
rooms — remained in local hands. I was thrilled that on
Anzac Day Mal’s wife, Gina, was able to lay a wreath
on my behalf at the Glenburn service at the Country
Fire Authority premises, a service I attended later that
morning. The reserve project was built by my good
friend Brendan Digman who, significantly, also
renovated our house just up the road.
Many deserve congratulations: Peter Williams,
president of the Glenburn Hall and Progress
Association; Angela Ryan, chair of the committee of
management for the community centre; Iain
McPherson; the Miller family; Tom Abbott-Smith; and
all other volunteers for their tremendous efforts in what
can be seen as a resurgence in the Glenburn
community.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Australia’s Biggest Morning Tea: Cranbourne
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It was a privilege to
be the guest of honour at last Saturday morning’s
Australia’s Biggest Morning Tea event at Amstel Golf
Club in Cranbourne. The event raised $800 for the
Cancer Council Victoria. I would like to congratulate
Lyn Conlan and Jean Beechez for hosting the great
morning tea. I also thank the following organisations
that generously contributed towards the event: Amstel
Golf Club in Cranbourne, the Good Guys, Trail and
Track Cycles, the Cranbourne RSL, the Hampton Park
Tavern, Coles in Hampton Park, the Kelly’s hotel in
Cranbourne and Strandbags in Cranbourne.
Unfortunately cancer is one of the leading causes of
death in Victoria, killing around 10 000 men, women
and children every year. The impact of that death toll is
terrible. In my electorate of Cranbourne 1072 people
were diagnosed with cancer between 2008 and 2011.
That is why I was proud to be part of the previous
Labor government, which took cancer matters
seriously. We achieved a lot, including a $l billion joint
investment with the federal government in the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre. Other initiatives Labor
delivered include new treatment facilities and public
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radiotherapy facilities, advancing translational cancer
research, tobacco control strategies, new digital
technology for breast cancer, and the list goes on.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

North-eastern Victoria: tourism events
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — There are many exciting
events coming up in north-eastern Victoria, and I
encourage all Victorians to come and enjoy them. Next
weekend Myrtleford will host La Fiera, a festival which
celebrates the area’s rich local Italian heritage. On the
Queen’s Birthday weekend we will celebrate snow
season openings at Falls Creek, Mount Hotham, Dinner
Plain, Mount Buller, Mount Stirling and Lake
Mountain. We also have many enjoyable activities in
the low country, with wine and food events galore.
These include a winery walkabout in the alpine valleys
which will involve visits to Michelini Wines,
Boynton’s Feathertop Winery and Bogong Estate,
while the Glenrowan wine region will feature local
wines and foods and Ned Kelly history. Participating
wineries include Morrisons, the Auldstone Cellars,
Silent Range Estate and Booth’s Taminick Cellars.
The Winton Motor Raceway will host round 2 of the
Victorian motor championships. Goorambat will be
home to an art show featuring the works of local artists
including Louise Carlisle, Julie Stevens and Aaron
Scotts. For those wanting to enjoy some physical
exercise, we have a magnificent rail trail in the Ovens
Valley and the new, 134-kilometre Goulburn River
High Country Rail Trail. Alexandra will host a fantastic
truck, ute and rod show. Other wineries worth visiting
include Kinloch Wines and the Delatite Winery in the
upper Goulburn region and many more in the
Strathbogie and Nagambie wine regions, including the
Fowles, Maygars Hill, Mitchelton and Tahbilk
wineries.
Last but not least, the King Valley is open, featuring
wineries such as King River Estate, Dal Zotto, Boggy
Creek Vineyards, Pizzini, Gracebrook Vineyards and
King Valley Cucina, which also hosts the King Valley
Art Show. North-eastern Victoria is a truly great place
to live, work and raise a family — see you there!

Cycling: infrastructure funding
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — How can the
Baillieu government be taken seriously when its latest
budget car doors cyclists? Victorians whose form of
transport is cycling received zero in the Victorian roads
cycle program — zero from the Victorian budget for
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cyclists. Motorists received funding, so why not
cyclists? The Premier needs to wake up to the fact that
not everyone has a chauffeur-driven vehicle. Perhaps if
Parliament provided a tandem bike, the Premier’s
chauffeur could transport him on the transport mode of
2 per cent of the Victorian population!
In the 2006 census the mode share of bikes across
Victoria was 1.3 per cent and 1.6 per cent in
metropolitan Melbourne. In the five years preceding
that census, cycling trips to work in Melbourne grew by
the staggering figure of almost 43 per cent. Cycling
mode share is higher in inner city municipalities — for
example, it is 11 per cent in the city of Melbourne. Of
course Moreland has a huge number of cyclists. Over
2500 cyclists use the Upfield shared pathway in
Moreland, a part of the principal bike network, daily.
Funding of $1.2 million is needed to build that
pathway’s final link to the Western Ring Road and for
it to trail on to Craigieburn. I implore the Premier to
find $900 000 to complete the Upfield shared pathway.
As a sign of goodwill, Moreland council will provide
$300 000. The council has already funded the entire
project planning and — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Hastings community hub: upgrade
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — Last Wednesday I
joined the federal Minister for Regional Australia,
Regional Development and Local Government, Simon
Crean, and the Hastings community to celebrate the
official opening of the $3 million upgrade of the
Hastings community hub. In representing the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Regional and Rural
Development and as the local MP I was pleased to
participate in the opening of a wonderful community
project that will deliver great benefits for the people of
Hastings. The new centre will benefit people of all
ages, backgrounds and abilities and will be a hive of
activity for people in the community looking to access
recreational, social, educational and training programs.
Funding for this project included $729 000 from the
Victorian government, $2.1 million from the federal
government and more than $60 000 from the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council.

Autism: awareness
Mr BURGESS — I was very grateful for the
opportunity to attend an Asperger’s and autism
spectrum disorders information night in Langwarrin on
Friday 4 May. The night was hosted by Kerry Young,
and more than 360 people attended. Mrs Young’s

Tuesday, 22 May 2012

10-year-old son, Ethan, was diagnosed with an autism
spectrum disorder in late 2011. There is no-one more
deserving of our support than children and particularly
children who have a disability or disadvantage. I thank
God that Ethan is in a family whose members love him
so much and are so committed to helping him be all he
can be. It is incredibly important that all members of
Parliament have a firm understanding of just what these
conditions mean to the child or person struggling with
them and importantly to the family doing all it can to
support, teach and guide them.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member’s time has expired. The time set aside for
members statements has concluded.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 3 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It is my duty to
give a response to the 2012–13 budget on behalf of the
Williamstown electorate. What I would say from the
outset is that to the untrained eye the budget papers can
be somewhat intimidating. Endless figures, outputs and
performance measures often mask a budget’s true
impacts, impacts which are often revealed in the days
and weeks that follow. Despite inheriting one of the
strongest sets of financial books in the country, the
Treasurer has dedicated considerable energy to
discrediting Labor’s economic record in government.
This of course is nothing more than political posturing
designed to mask the Baillieu government’s lack of
leadership and vision. The Treasurer has arrived at a
view that this state had to change course — and, in his
words, it has. Every government has a right to change
course; all members of this place would accept that.
The question of how that change of course will impact
on those in our community who rely most heavily on
government to improve their opportunities to
participate in life, both socially and economically, is
most critical.
This budget, like every one before it, has a human face.
Strip back all the facts and figures contained in the
budget papers and what you are left with are real stories
involving real people. Some of these stories deserve to
be shared in the Parliament because they bring to life
the real impacts associated with the government’s
decision to change course. I have selected three
different examples involving young people that I think
help to give a human face to this particular budget. The
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first involves Luke Schroder, a young, high-functioning
autistic student at Williamstown High School, who is
currently enrolled in year 9. 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. Halfway through the first
term Williamstown High School was forced to inform
Luke and his family that it no longer had the surplus
funds available to top up his aide funding.
Luke’s mother, Raelene MacDonald, pleaded with the
school to maintain his support — in fact, she was so
desperate for her son that she offered to redraw on her
mortgage to assist the school with the funding shortfall.
When I spoke with staff at Williamstown High School
about Luke’s situation it became very clear that he
deserved and needed to maintain his current level of
support. This view is supported by a psychologist’s
report, which states that it would be unethical to send
Luke to school without an integration aide. This was
reaffirmed by the school’s principal, Lisa Sperling, who
was quoted in the Maribyrnong Weekly newspaper on
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.

I have the greatest respect for Lisa Sperling and
Williamstown High School. I know it would have been
very difficult for them to speak so publicly about
Luke’s situation because they pride themselves on
prioritising the needs of their students above all else. At
the end of last year Williamstown High School lost
$40 000 in VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied
learning) coordination funding in the budget. While
there is no direct link between Luke’s situation and the
loss of VCAL funding, it is absolutely clear that the
school’s budget is now being managed right down to
the last cent, such that there are no surplus funds
available to top up integration aide funding for people
like Luke. There is no doubt in my mind that the
callous VCAL cuts are now starting to hurt students
like Luke.
This is a disgraceful situation. Luke now worries
constantly about whether he will win or lose and asks
daily what his family will do if the education
department does not help him. His mother, Raelene,
was quoted in my local paper on 25 April as saying:
I am going to fight to the end — this is all my son has.

Raelene and Luke will continue to receive my support
in their fight for justice. Through no fault of his own,
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Luke has become a victim of the Baillieu government’s
savage cuts to education. Luke is the human face of this
budget. His story demonstrates what the government’s
decision to change course actually means.
Another group of young people in my community who
will suffer as a result of the Baillieu government’s
decision to change course are those seeking to enter
vocational training. The Treasurer has spoken endlessly
about the importance of skills. It is one of the pillars in
his four-pillar economic strategy. His budget speech
even boldly declared that:
A key to increasing productivity and generating jobs is a
skilled workforce.

This sounds good in theory. Why, then, did the budget
contain the biggest one-off cut in funding to TAFE
training in this state’s history? I will wait to hear
whether any government member defends this decision,
because the minister certainly could not. Watching the
minister defend himself and the government in his
post-budget press conference after his ‘throw in the
towel’ line was galling. There was a man who lost his
integrity in less than 10 minutes. This budget will gut
our TAFEs. Victoria University (VU) in Melbourne’s
west stands to lose about $29 million in funding. This is
the institution that nurtures the working kids of the west
and offers them an opportunity to gain suitable skills to
enter and maintain employment.
I return to the human face of this budget and refer to
second-year boatbuilding apprentice Michael Soldatos
of Penfold Marine in Williamstown. The course
Michael is doing will close at the end of 2013, a victim
of the Baillieu government’s TAFE cuts. VU’s program
is the only TAFE-based, government-subsidised
boatbuilding course in Victoria. Given that VU is the
only TAFE in Victoria to offer this course, students are
drawn from all over the state, including from the
Mornington and Bellarine peninsulas, Gippsland,
Echuca and the south-west coast region. The other
unique aspect of this course is that it also draws a
number of students from Tasmania.
Boatbuilding is a rare skill. Apprentices learn their craft
under the watchful eye of highly experienced teachers
and nurturing employers. What will become of
boatbuilding in Victoria if there is nowhere in the state
to send apprentices? I have raised these concerns on
behalf of the boatbuilding industry and apprentices in
the Parliament before and I have written to the minister,
but the government has simply washed its hands of this
problem.
To its credit, the Boating Industry Association of
Victoria brokered a solution to transfer those students
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and teaching staff from Victoria University to Gordon
TAFE in Geelong. It approached the government and
sought assistance to help facilitate this transfer, but
again the government refused to assist. In a letter to the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills dated
23 March 2012 Mr Clyde Batty, the general manager of
the Boating Industry Association, wrote:
Please excuse the brashness of this letter, Minister, but
unfortunately our manufacturing industry members are
advising that the employment of new apprentices has ceased
and that the ‘laying off’ of current first-year marine craft
construction apprentices will begin shortly …

And here are some comments from small business
operators in the Williamstown electorate, as reported in
the Hobsons Bay Leader newspaper of 6 December
2011:
Williamstown boat repairer Roger Penfold, from Penfold
Marine, employs two Victoria University apprentices and said
although boatbuilding was a small industry, apprentices were
needed all over Victoria. Boatbuilder Greg Blunt said
apprenticeships were the proper way for boatbuilders to learn
their craft. ‘It would be a disgrace if they let it go’, he said.

Well, a disgrace this decision is. Young boatbuilding
apprentices like Michael Soldatos might be among the
last trained in Victoria for many years to come. As I
understand it, boatbuilding apprentices will have to
travel to Newcastle in New South Wales to receive their
vocational training. Michael and other apprentices are
the human face, once again, of this budget. Michael’s
situation is another demonstration of what the
government’s decision to ‘change course’ will actually
mean.
The Treasurer promised to work with our TAFE
institutes to help them adapt their business models and
promote competition and choice. How does an institute
like Victoria University adapt its business model when
it suffers a $29 million funding cut from the Baillieu
government? There is really only one response: to cut
staff and cut programs. That is the reality. That is what
we are seeing with the boatbuilding program, and that
is what we will see with many other programs that are
offered in TAFE currently. Try explaining that to the
hundreds of young people who will be denied an
opportunity to pursue vocational training in the future.
Stop for a moment and consider how many skilled
trainers we will lose from our TAFE sector as part of
this rationalisation program. Rather than investing in
skills, the Baillieu government is dashing the hopes and
aspirations of many thousands of young people who
want what all of us in this Parliament have been
afforded — that is, a chance to succeed.
That brings me to my last story about the impact of this
budget, and it is a story about Jake Eldridge. Jake had

Tuesday, 22 May 2012

his story told in the Age newspaper on 24 April. The
title of that article was ‘On a path to prison, Jake, 16,
found a bridge back to hope’. Jake’s story recounts a
life of petty crime and troublemaking which led him to
be expelled in year 9. After falling in with the wrong
crowd, he broke the law and landed in juvenile
detention. This is where the real challenges for a young
person like Jake actually start because, as statistics
show, once a person has been in prison it is very hard to
break the cycle of reoffending.
Of course the Baillieu government has made no
apologies for its tough-on-crime approach. It expects to
lock up more young offenders like Jake in the future. In
fact the Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre will get
45 extra beds as part of a $54.5 million state
government commitment to the Victorian youth justice
system.
Locking up young people like Jake should be a last
resort. Fortunately Jake was referred to the YMCA’s
Bridge Project and now finds himself completing an
apprenticeship at Essendon Ford. Jake was lucky. The
Bridge Project was established in 2006 to help young
people transition from custody into the community and
to break the cycle of crime. I will disclose that I was the
project’s foundation chair and still maintain an active
involvement in the YMCA’s work.
The project assists young people with work readiness
training, education and mentoring during their custodial
sentence. Through the use of extensive community
connections, it seeks to place youth offenders in secure
employment after their sentences have been served.
Against the odds, the Bridge Project has already
developed an enviable record. In just five years it has
delivered more than 1500 hours of education and
training on site and placed 160 young people in work.
Most critically it has also achieved a reduction in the
reoffending rate to just 3 per cent of the young people
placed in meaningful employment. This is a remarkable
achievement and a credit to Sherilyn Hanson and her
team.
In 2010 the Bridge Project was one of just five projects
to be honoured with national crime and violence
prevention awards. It was the only Victorian-based
project to receive one of these prestigious awards that
year. In April 2011 the Minister for Crime Prevention
issued a media release stating:
This project is a great example of a program aimed at helping
young Victorians trapped in the cycle of crime and its success
can be measured by the fact it has reduced the rate of
reoffending among participants to just 3 per cent …
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Until this budget the project had received very modest
funding contribution from the state government and the
previous state government to support its activities, but
the Bridge Project has recently learnt that as a result of
this budget it will have its funding halved. Rather than
being able to place 24 young people in employment as
it did last year, it will receive funding this year which
will be enough to assist only 12 young people into
employment.
This comes at a time when the juvenile prison system is
being expanded. This is another disgraceful decision by
the Baillieu government which has been hidden in the
budget papers. The government’s decision to ‘change
course’ has completely disregarded the work of
programs like the Bridge Project and will only consign
more young people to a life of crime and misery. As I
mentioned earlier, Jake Eldridge is lucky. He received
support, but many who follow him simply will not
because of the cuts contained in this budget.
Rather than indulge in one big collective backslapping
exercise, the Baillieu government should stop and think
about the young people I have chosen to include in my
contribution: Luke Schroder, Michael Soldatos and
Jake Eldridge. Each of these young people was
supported by the previous state Labor government but
has been abandoned by the Baillieu government.
‘Changing course’ might be this government’s goal
with this budget, but not having a destination makes the
journey pretty pointless.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — It gives me great pleasure to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. This is a budget
that is very responsible in very difficult times.
However, it sets us up for the future that we need,
particularly in my portfolio areas regarding vulnerable
young people and families. Tough decisions had to be
made, and they have been made. We are facing
declining revenue, huge GST write-downs and an
unsustainable budget position left by the previous
government. If we had simply carried on, this state
would have been mired in debt and deficits for years to
come. We are not prepared to deal with that; we had to
put this state’s budget on a sustainable footing. That is
why decisions have been made and why the budget has
been tough.
Ultimately we are defined by the choices we make, and
when times are tough the choices that we make show
where our priorities are. That is clear with this
government. Although this is a tough budget, it invests
significantly in vulnerable children and vulnerable
families to get their lives back on track. That has been a
clear priority of this government with this budget.
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We know that the systems have failed vulnerable
children and families for years. We have had
Ombudsman’s report after Ombudsman’s report to
show us that that is the case. We know that for years
services were underresourced, complex and silo based.
Labor clearly got it wrong when it was in government,
and this government is reversing what we see as years
of neglect of vulnerable children. When people finally
did get into the system they found so hard to access,
they found services were disjointed and not coordinated
in terms of their range of needs. Some people had up to
10 to 15 case managers just to address the range of
complexities their families faced.
We have a clear reform agenda right across my
portfolio area of vulnerable children and families that is
putting the families at the centre of decision making.
We are knocking down Labor’s bureaucratic barriers
and looking to join up our response so that people can
get the range of support and services they need. We call
this Services Connect, and this is very significant in
terms of the future reform of community services,
mental health services and alcohol and drug services. In
addition to having a comprehensive approach and a real
reform strategy for the future, there are a number of
areas where we are investing and thinking strategically
about where we need to go.
Clearly this budget includes a comprehensive response
to the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry. That whole-of-government response is
investing right across the board in the changes that we
need. We are also developing a whole-of-government
alcohol and drug strategy. We have not had one for
15 years. Now we are looking at the whole system
together and at how we can respond more effectively to
prevent the misuse and abuse of alcohol and drugs and
to respond effectively when it occurs. It has been
15 years since we have had a whole-of-government
strategy, and now we have a new strategy on this.
We are reforming community-based mental health so
that people can get help in their communities and in
their homes rather than things escalating to the point
that their only option is an inpatient service. We are
developing an action plan to address violence against
women and their children — once again, a
whole-of-government response — and thinking
strategically about how to make the best investment for
the future to prevent violence. Obviously Victoria is
preparing for an NDIS (national disability insurance
scheme), and we are leading in terms of the national
process and the thinking about how to make sure that
becomes a reality. As part of this process we are
restructuring the way the Department of Human
Services operates and works to be able to respond to
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these complexities that we see for the families and
communities we work with.
This budget is targeted and is strategic. We are
investing in these sorts of reform agendas to join up our
response to vulnerable Victorians, to invest
significantly in strategic improvement and to make sure
that we support individuals, families and communities,
who often have a range of complex and difficult needs.
I must start by talking about our work in child
protection and family services. There is a $336 million
package across many departments for vulnerable
children and their families. This continues our response
to the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry and adds to the $98 million we invested in the
last budget. We will be establishing a new Children’s
Court in Broadmeadows with the leadership of the
Attorney-General; we are reforming the child
protection workforce; we are focusing on placement
stability and a therapeutic approach for children in
out-of-home care; we are focusing on connecting our
service response; and we are making sure that we have
the oversight of this through a commission for children
and young people which is independent of government.
These are very significant reforms, many of which have
been called for for years but been ignored previously.
Our reform agenda and the funding recognises that we
need transformational change, and that is what we will
be delivering.
I have to say that this approach has been supported by
the regional director of Berry Street, who was reported
by the Latrobe Valley Express as having said:
‘We are really pleased. I couldn’t believe it actually … I
would have been surprised if it was $36 million, so
$336 million was beyond my wildest dreams’.

The Victorian Council of Social Service talked about it
as including ‘smart decisions to invest in proven
programs’ and to address and have a response for the
future. That is what is needed in terms of the support
we are providing.
The member for Williamstown talked about youth
justice, and I am pleased he did. He talked about Jake
being lucky. The fact is that under this government it is
not a matter of whether you are lucky or not; we have
put in place initiatives. We have put in place the first
ever school in the Parkville youth justice precinct. This
means young people in youth justice will go from
getting possibly 1 or 2 hours of education each week to
getting 25 hours or more of schooling in a school
environment so they can actually learn to read and write
and all of them can have hope for the future to get jobs,
because they will have the skills. It is the difference
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between being lucky and actually having a plan for our
most vulnerable so that we can transform and change
the outcomes for them in the future. We are investing
strategically and systematically in the change that is
needed rather than crossing our fingers and hoping that
a small number will get a small amount of assistance
and be the lucky ones. We will not take that — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Williamstown has had his chance.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — We will work differently.
The fact is we need to invest in additional beds at
Malmsbury because under the previous government —
and it was clear in the Ombudsman’s report — young
people who were on remand and people who were
sentenced were having to be co-located because of the
lack of beds, and the previous government failed to do
anything about it. We are making sure that we have the
facilities to create a therapeutic environment to help
these young people get their lives back on track, and
that is what we will continue to do.
In alcohol and drugs we are putting one-third of the
budget on a secure footing rather than continuing the
year-to-year funding that was in place under the
previous government. That was an important
recommendation of and was highlighted in the
Auditor-General’s report. In disability we are leading
the reform on an NDIS and helping the sector to be
NDIS ready, investing in individual support packages
and continuing to show the way in how we can have an
individualised response, which means we are ready and
are championing the reform that will come, and that
needs to come, as part of an NDIS.
In women’s affairs we are investing in regional
coordinators to make sure that women and children
who are experiencing family violence can get the range
of supports and services they need to help them both
deal with the issues of family violence and get their
lives back on track. We are also dealing with issues
such as serious sex offenders and putting in new centres
for sexual assault.
We are investing more than ever before in
concessions — $647 million in concessions for
pensioners and concession card holders. There are more
people accessing these sorts of supports than ever
before. If you look at the 2010–11 budget, you see that
electricity concessions were budgeted at $68 million.
Two years later, in the 2012–13 budget, there is
$150 million for electricity concessions. That is the
difference between a Labor government and a coalition
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government that invests for vulnerable people, giving
them the support they need. We recognise that cost of
living pressures are very important and that we have to
address them. I am proud of the contrast between what
we have seen with Labor governments and what we see
with the coalition government investing for the future.
I want to spend a few minutes talking about my
electorate of Doncaster, because there are some
significant investments for the future for people in
Doncaster. The first one is the investment to begin the
planning of the east–west link with the business case
and preliminary planning to put this link in place. That
will connect the Eastern Freeway to CityLink, connect
CityLink to the port of Melbourne and connect the port
of Melbourne to the Western Ring Road — very
significant in terms of taking this issue forward.
This proposal, though, has been rejected by those
opposite, which is absolutely unbelievable. They call it
a hoax! In an article in the Age on 18 May Josh Gordon
quoted what those opposite think of this:
Labor does not support ripping up half the inner city to simply
move congestion from Hoddle to Nicholson and Lygon
streets.

They reject the congestion that my constituents face
every day and the massive decrease in speed on Hoddle
Street; and we know those numbers have decreased
massively even over the last two or three years because
of the failure of the previous government to act on these
issues.
Labor has also used this budget as an opportunity to
have a go at the Doncaster rail study. I thought it was
very interesting that Brian Tee, an opposition member
for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place, said
in the Manningham Leader:
I’m astounded they have dealt such a massive blow to public
transport … No Doncaster rail …it’s ridiculous.

This is a classic example: we are meant to fund the
whole thing before we even have a planning study to
work out where it goes. That may have been the
approach of the previous government — act first, think
later — but that is not the way this government
approaches things. Another member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, Shaun Leane,
said in Parliament on 3 May:
When you look at this week’s budget and you look for the
line item for Doncaster rail, you see there is nothing. There is
donuts! There was a farcical feasibility study that went
nowhere.

The fact is that the feasibility study is still under way.
Phase 1 is not yet completed. Hundreds of people have
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turned up to the consultation because they care about
this issue. We have three options on the table that we
are talking through in detail. Those opposite had
11 years to act on any one of these issues. They do not
care about people in the eastern suburbs: they promised
neither. They did not promise the east–west link and
they did not promise any rail for Doncaster. This is in
contrast to the coalition government — we are
progressing with the planning in relation to this, and
frankly we have to plan before we can build because we
are not prepared to see the massive overruns that we
would have from the other side in their poor planning in
relation to major infrastructure projects.
I am also very pleased to say that we have fulfilled our
election commitment to the Birralee Primary School
with a $3 million commitment to redevelop this
important primary school. An article in the
Manningham Leader on 2 May stated:
Birralee principal Ashley Ryan said he was thrilled by the
news.
‘Over the moon is an understatement’, Mr Ryan said.
‘It will totally transform the school and the learning and
teaching experience for everyone’.

He went on in the Melbourne Weekly Eastern to say:
When I announced it, you should have heard the shouts of joy
because we’d been campaigning for many years.

That is another commitment fulfilled by the coalition
government but ignored by the Labor Party, because it
just does not care about the people of Manningham, the
people of Doncaster and the people in the eastern
suburbs.
The fact is that we are investing strategically to support
a broad-ranging agenda for the future. Very recently the
Leader of the Opposition said that there were clear
differences between the two major parties. Frankly, he
was right. We are reforming and we are investing
strategically to deliver the best possible outcomes for
vulnerable and disadvantaged Victorians. On the other
side they spent taxpayers’ dollars on self-promotion,
spin doctors and a dirt unit. They spent money on a
desalination plant that is going to cost us $2 million
every single day for the next 27 years. They spent
$4 billion in project blow-outs. We all know about that
sort of money wasting.
Labor makes its choices: spin, self-promotion and
wasteful spending. On the other hand we also make our
choices, but they are very different ones. We believe
that no matter how difficult the financial context may
be, the coalition government’s clear priority is the
protection of vulnerable children and families. We are

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2164

ASSEMBLY

going to invest with them. We are going to reform for
the future, think strategically and make sure that we
have a very clear plan to deliver and improve the
outcomes, improve the hopes and aspirations, and work
with vulnerable families to address their range of issues.
I commend the Treasurer and the Premier on this
important budget that delivers for vulnerable families
and the people in Manningham the things that they
need. I commend the bill to the house.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the next
speaker, I would like to acknowledge in our gallery
here tonight the Honourable Marilyn Warren, Chief
Justice of Victoria; the Honourable Justice Chris
Maxwell, President of the Court of Appeal, and a large
number of justices from the Supreme Court who are
also here. We are pleased to have you here, and we
hope you enjoy your time at Parliament tonight.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. This is an
important part of the parliamentary process. Having
participated in over 50 hours of public hearings on the
budget, which is often for the benefit of this debate, I
am aware of the significance of the debate we are
participating in. As in any budget, the devil is often in
the detail. There is one aspect that is clear in this
budget — that the fiddles are certainly in the detail. I
draw the attention the house to the following comments
in the Australian Financial Review on 14 May:
… Victoria will be hard to beat in the contest for this year’s
best numbers fiddle, as a closer look at the state’s budget
papers reveal.

What the Australian Financial Review was referring to
was the revaluation of ‘Fair value of assets received
free of charge or for nominal consideration’, which
appears in budget paper no. 5, page 235, where the
figure changes from $1.1 million to $129 million,
which underpins the surplus in the year 2011–12. What
this matter actually represents is a rejigging, a sleight of
hand, involving the medical indemnity liabilities that
have previously been held by the Department of Health.
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These are being shifted to the insurance body, the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority.
I note the Minister for Finance is present. In essence,
this matter creates the surplus for 2011–12. However,
what it does not create is a single dollar in actual cash to
pay doctors, teachers or nurses. This is just one
example of the sleight of hand and interesting
accountancy practices that the budget contains and
which improve the budget position.
Another fiddle I would like to draw to the attention of
the house relates to transport. In the transport area
money has previously been spent on maintenance of the
transport network. A closer look at the budget papers
seems to indicate that there has been a shift of this
money from output initiatives, from the output funding
which appears under the operating statement, to the
area of asset initiatives. This is significant, because
asset initiatives do not affect the surplus or deficit,
which is held under the operating statement. I would be
interested in a response on this from the relevant
ministers, because this matter was raised at Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee estimates hearings
and it has an impact on the surplus for this year. It
would be interesting to see how much money that was
previously in output initiatives and covered under the
operational statement has been shifted to asset
initiatives and therefore taken off the books in terms of
having a significant impact on the surplus or deficit.
Another aspect of the budget is the fire sale of land that
is currently being undertaken. Land sales, which are
listed at page 317 of budget paper 3, have jumped
significantly in the last two years. In 2010–11 the figure
was $53.37 million and the expected outcome for
2011–12 is $50 million, but the 2012–13 target is
$176 million, which is about 3.5 times the earlier
figures. This government has undertaken a significant
increase in land sales. While that does not affect the
surplus or deficit, it does affect the money that is
available for capital investment. You have to question
the timing of making such a significant series of land
sales, because the government itself is expecting the
property market to improve significantly. If members
refer to page 23 of budget paper 5 they will see there is
an expected increase in land transfer duty of 6.6 per
cent between 2012–13 and 2013–14, and in the next
two years a 7.6 per cent increase and a 7.8 per cent
increase respectively. The reason for that increase given
elsewhere in the budget papers is expected
improvement in the property market. What we have is a
government which expects the property market to
significantly improve but which is dumping vast tracts
of land onto the market this year for its own budgetary
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purposes. This is an issue that will be explored over the
coming year, and it is one of significant concern.

when you are dealing with a government that has no
plan whatsoever for employment in Victoria?

Another significant issue is the increasing level of
stamp duty to which I referred earlier. I have checked
this figure, which averages over 7 per cent over the
forward estimates period — an average of increases of
6.6 per cent, 7.6 per cent and 7.8 per cent — with
people I know who deal with property and related
issues and likely volumes, and they regard it as a very
optimistic view. I suspect there will again be issues
related to the amount of stamp duty that is available,
because this is a very optimistic and rosy view of the
Melbourne property market. But what would you
expect when you have a government whose vision and
underlying strategy are given by a Treasurer who
believes that when you have the mining states doing
well, Victoria does well?

There is no jobs plan in this budget. In fact what
amounts to a jobs target, as we know from last year’s
statements by the Treasurer to the house, are the
employment projections contained within the budget.
After the last budget, when it was pointed out there was
no mention of jobs in his previous budget speech, the
Treasurer appeared before this house and pointed to the
Victorian economic projections which appear in budget
paper 2 as the employment target of this government.
But when you look to the 2012–13 Victorian economic
projections, which the Treasurer last year identified as
the employment target, you see that the figure for
employment growth is zero — 0.00 or three zeros in a
row. The forecast for this year, 2012–13, is 0.25 per
cent. If you look at the population for the same period,
you see it is expected to increase by 1.6 per cent.

The Treasurer did not say it once; he said it twice. The
first was a slightly different quote, but the sentiment is
exactly the same.
When the mining states do well, Victoria does well as a result
of the mining states.

At the same time, if you actually read the budget
papers, you see there is some lengthy discussion of the
negative impact of the mining boom on the Victorian
economy. Most significant economists in Australia —
in fact I am not aware of any who disagree with this
proposition, but I am sure there are some, it being an
academic exercise — believe that the high Australian
dollar is driven by the mining commodities boom. But
it is not just my opinion. If you go to page 2, chapter 1,
of budget paper 2, 2012–13 Strategy and Outlook, you
will see that it states:
A sustained high Australian dollar driven by the mineral
commodities boom —

That is the mining states for those who do not know —
is affecting trade-exposed, price-sensitive Victorian industries
such as manufacturing, education services and tourism.

We have a Treasurer who, when appearing before a
parliamentary committee, lauds the positive impact of
the mining states doing well but at the same time
publishes budget papers that quite rightly point out the
negative impact that this has on trade-exposed sectors
of the economy. I implore the Treasurer to go to a
manufacturing company or to the tourism industry and
speak to the workers there about how the high dollar
and the boom in the mining states is benefiting the
Victorian economy. I think he would find that a very
challenging experience. But again, what do you expect

This is a government that is predicting failure. It is
predicting employment growth of 7000 jobs, as the
Treasurer stated to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. That is the estimate and it is in fact the jobs
plan. If you look at how the government is seeking to
implement a jobs plan in Victoria, the only discernible
jobs plan that I can find is to sack 4200 public servants.
The plan is to sack people. This is a government that
believes that the best way to create employment is to
sack people from their jobs — to sack public servants
and throw them on the scrap heap. That is what we get
for a jobs plan.
As I said, in this place the Treasurer himself identified
those particular statistics as the jobs target within the
last budget, so we can only presume that the jobs plan
of the Victorian government is for zero jobs in this
financial year, and for next financial year a total of
7000 new jobs. But what should we expect? I touched
upon the 4200 jobs that are to be lost — that is the
context of the $6 billion of cuts. If you take the
previous budget and the budget update, and the savings
measures which are really cuts, we have a total over
four years of $6.352 billion of cuts to the government’s
expenditure. Sitting through the hearings of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee it became clear that
it is a fanciful idea that $6 billion of cuts can be
undertaken without a significant impact on the services
that are delivered to the Victorian community. Clearly
there will be significant cuts.
It is interesting to note, and I note the coverage on
Channel 10 relating to these matters, that over the
forward estimates there are $68 million of cuts to the
police. In the TAFE sector the government has
identified $100 million in cuts a year. I did note that the
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Minister for Higher Education and Skills could not
guarantee that there would be no closures; there was not
even a guarantee from the responsible minister that
TAFE institutes would not close. As was pointed out in
the hearings by the deputy chair of the committee,
TAFE institutes are often the only form of higher
education offered in some regional and rural
communities. When the issue arose of preserving these
institutes ensuring that there will be no closures and
giving a guarantee, no such guarantee could be given.
That sums up the approach that has been taken in this
budget.
If we look to what the Premier himself said in relation
to the budget, we see he spoke about what services
would be considered front line. At a time when TAFE
closures cannot be ruled out, the Premier was asked to
identify the front-line services in his own area.
Mr Nardella — Tell us.
Mr SCOTT — The government architect was
identified by the Premier of this state as a front-line
service at a time when the School Start bonus has been
axed.
We went through a sad charade when it came to the
School Start bonus and the education maintenance
allowance where two ministers, the Premier and the
minister directly responsible, the Minister for
Education — who happens to be at the table — did not
have the courage to admit that their series of cuts would
negatively impact on disadvantaged students in prep
and year 7. Other ministers had the courage of their
convictions and defended the cuts in their area. They
explained why they were doing it and what services
would be cut, but we had a sad charade in relation to
these important payments being cut. The Premier and
the minister responsible did not have the courage to
stand behind the cuts and did not give direct answers
when challenged.
I could go on for much longer about the broader issues,
but I would like to turn to the issues affecting my
electorate. The Preston electorate has a number of
critical issues that have not been addressed. I am glad
the Minister for Education is at the table, because I will
raise a number of them here. Two schools in my
electorate — William Ruthven Secondary College and
the former Northland Secondary College, which is now
the Northern College of the Arts and Technology —
received significant injections of funding under the
previous government. However, both of these schools
need further work to be done to finalise important
projects. It is important to note that both school
communities have identified land that could be sold. In
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the case of William Ruthven Secondary College, it is
the site of the former Lakeside Secondary College.
Those school communities have identified parcels of
land that could be sold.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SCOTT — I hear the interjections. I am quite
relaxed about when they are sold because it is quite
possible — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member for Preston knows it is disorderly to
respond to interjections, and I ask members of the
government to stop interjecting.
Mr SCOTT — It is quite sensible that the
government not necessarily dispose of that land this
year, because the government is predicting significant
rises. However, the fact that there is land available
should inform the budgetary processes. I would be
hopeful, because these are school communities that
have taken very mature steps to work with the previous
government and the now government to try to get the
best outcomes for their communities. They deserve
better facilities, and better facilities can be delivered to
them without there being a cost to the operating budget
of the state. I would hope that those matters could be
resolved, and I am sad that they have not been resolved
in this budget.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — It is a
pleasure to join the budget debate on this government’s
second budget, and it is important to understand the
context of this year’s budget. What we found when we
came to office was that Victoria had been badly let
down by Labor over the 11 years before we came to
government. Labor got it horribly wrong in many areas,
and we have inherited Labor’s neglect, its mess and an
incredible lack of planning — which I will point out in
the education area. Coupled with all of that we have
very difficult economic conditions, global uncertainty
and a very poor quality government in Canberra with
lots of uncertainty there. We have a high Australian
dollar impacting on areas important to the Victorian
economy such as manufacturing, tourism and
education. But despite all these difficulties the budget
has remained fundamentally sound, and we are doing
the hard work. It is going to take time to change things,
and it is going to be very hard early in the piece, but it
will be a worthwhile investment in the future of
Victoria.
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If we did not have this strong budgetary position, we
could not provide the services that everybody expects.
This could not be more relevant than in the case of
education. It is interesting to hear Labor Party members
say they care — that is their new slogan. If the Labor
members cared, they would stand up to the federal
government regarding the carbon tax. The carbon tax is
something that is going to hurt Victoria hardest and
first. There is nothing at all — —
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reforms; it frees up local decision making in our
schools and reduces the red tape which has been
strangling them. I am very proud to stand here and say
that despite the economic situation there is a 3 per cent
increase in the education budget in schools in Victoria
this year. At the same time as we are increasing the
amount that is going to education we are increasing the
proportion of that money going to schools. It is coming
out of the bureaucracy and going to local networks,
local clusters and local schools.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The Minister for Education will continue without the
assistance of the other members present in the chamber.
Mr DIXON — They are incredibly silent on the
poor timing of the carbon tax. They are incredibly
silent — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The Leader of the Opposition is out of his seat and out
of order.
Mr DIXON — If Labor cared about Victoria, it
would join with us in tightening controls on the
building industry which are so important to the
Victorian economy. But, no, Labor members sit silently
by. If state Labor cared, it would stand up to Labor in
Canberra and say, ‘Victoria deserves a fair share of
GST revenue’, but the members opposite are absolutely
silent on that. If Labor cared, it would not have
accepted the lowest common denominator occupational
health and safety changes which are going to cost
businesses in Victoria billions of dollars. Labor is part
of the problem here; it has nothing at all to do with the
solution.
One of the most important aspects of our economy and
the future prosperity of Victoria is the education
system. We have the best education system in
Australia, but we want to compete internationally, and
what is happening is that other jurisdictions — —
Mr Foley interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Albert Park is out of his seat and out of
order. If he cares to interject, he must go to his seat, and
if he does, he will still be put in his place.
Mr DIXON — The other jurisdictions that we need
to compete with are leaving us behind. What this
budget does is ensure that we continue to grow
investment in education as well as undertake the needed

A good example of that is our reforms to the student
support services officers (SSSOs). These are people
like speech therapists, behavioural support people,
psychiatrists and psychologists. We found that a large
part of that program was lapsing, so we have decided
that we can get far better value for our money if it
comes out of the bureaucracy and the program is run
not by the regions but by local clusters, where the
schools make the decisions.
As part of our response to the Cummins inquiry we are
allocating $4 million to help with the transition from a
bureaucratic model to a local cluster model of funding
for student support services officers. What came out of
the Cummins inquiry was that local support services
and on-the-ground services are the most effective, and
that is what we will actually see. No longer will SSSOs
be controlled by the regions; the running and
management of the SSSO program and the decisions
regarding the SSSOs will be made by the local cluster
or network. That will vastly improve the program and
make service delivery far more timely. The experts will
be in the schools, building up relationships with
students, teachers and families. They will be there long
term and there will be certainty about it.
This reform will cut down on the huge amount of red
tape required under the previous government. We will
see tens of millions of dollars coming out of the
bureaucracy and going into clusters of local schools.
That is where it is best spent. It will meet the needs of
local schools and communities. The SSSOs know the
students and families who need their care, and they are
best able to react to that. We have allocated $4 million
in transition funding to enable that to work, and we will
see some tremendous changes and a far more timely,
efficient and effective service.
The other reform in that area is to the principals
networks. They should be managed for and by the
principals; they should not be a management arm of
government. We are saying to principals, ‘We trust
your professionalism in doing the right things for your
school, your cluster and for education in your area’. No
longer will they be told what to do and what it is

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2168

ASSEMBLY

important to do. That needed to be done for some
schools in some cases, but we have moved on from
that.
In the SSSO changes and the principals network
changes we want local solutions to local issues. These
are two key reforms. Such reforms do not all cost
money; it is about changing the attitude, about us letting
go and saying, ‘We are here to support schools. We do
not have all the answers. We want you to respond to the
issues in your school with the expertise that you have’.
One area we have increased funding for — and it is an
area of great need in all parts of Victorian education —
is students with a disability. Building on from the
additional $50 million in growth funding we put in last
year for students with a disability, we will invest an
extra $14.9 million in providing transport for students
with disabilities and an extra $8.2 million in the
program for students with a disability. There is a
growing demand, and we need to meet it. That extra
money is on top of the $150 million in growth funding
that was in last year’s budget. If we had not allocated
this extra money, for the first time we would have
600 students on the waiting list for that program. There
was no growth funding built into the program. We had
to provide that growth funding last year and this year
because we cannot afford to have those students left
behind.
One of our other great innovations in funding for
students with a disability — in fact it is not a funding
issue; it is an organisational issue, which just shows you
that not all answers in education are about money — is
the introduction of the abilities based learning and
education support program. The previous government
started to implement this program and did some of the
early research; we have finished that research and we
have now implemented that program in schools. We
have made it available not only to special schools but
also to mainstream schools that have students who are
struggling. It is about identifying what the child knows
and enabling them to grow by building on that. It is a
very positive program; it is about the child’s ability, not
their disability. So many schools are signing up to this.
It has a strong research base. It is web-based so that
resources are there. It is a great help to teachers not only
in special schools but also in mainstream schools, as I
said.
Moving on to capital works and maintenance, there is a
$200 million commitment to this in this year’s budget.
What we have found is an appalling lack of
maintenance in our schools. In fact under Labor
maintenance spending dropped by 20 per cent between
2000 and 2010 — a massive cut. School stock was
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breaking down, and at the same time maintenance was
cut by the previous government. At this stage our audit
has thrown up what we think will be, when it is
finalised, at least a $300 million maintenance backlog
which we have to tackle. Members on the other side
often say, ‘We were building and modernising schools’.
Now that we have had an opportunity to look at the
claims made by the previous government, we have
found that the Victorian schools plan was actually a
fraud. Schools that the previous government said were
upgraded and modernised may have had $300 000
spent on them in 2002, and that was simply to tick off
that school as having been modernised.
I have three examples of schools where the
maintenance backlog was greater than the amount of
capital works money spent on them by the previous
government. For example, Rosehill Secondary College
has a maintenance backlog of $580 000 and it received
$563 000 worth of capital works. It just shows you that
the old Victorian schools plan was just not meeting the
need. It was a fraud for the previous government and
the unions to say that many hundreds of schools were
modernised; they were not — it was a lick of paint and
a promise, and that is about all. Scoresby Secondary
College has $1 million in maintenance backlog, and it
received $400 000 in capital works funding over the
11 years of the previous government. According to the
previous government, that school was modernised — it
is all okay. What about the $1 million of maintenance
that is outstanding? Lilydale Heights College needs
$727 000 worth of maintenance; it had $600 000 worth
of capital works. According to the previous
government, that school was modernised. That is not
the reality; it is a fraud, and we have to start all over
again.
We are carrying out that full audit of all our schools.
We have announced that we have increased the basic
maintenance funding for schools, the yearly
maintenance, by 48 per cent to $87 million a year. On
top of that, in recognition of the fact that we know the
audit will throw up a lot of issues, we are investing an
extra $20 million in maintenance funding to meet the
highest priority needs the audit will reveal. In addition,
we are spending $80 million on a range of schools in
country Victoria. We are buying land; we have spent
more than $50 million on land to build new schools in
growth areas. It was great that the member for Monbulk
was so effusive in his praise of this government for
providing $15 million to finish off the regeneration in
his electorate. In Geelong, in Ballarat and in
Bendigo — we are delivering on capital works
everywhere. As I said, we are spending a lot of money
on land; we have to build for the future. Our suburbs

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 22 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

are expanding, our population is expanding, and we
really need to build for that.
Language education is another great area that I am very
proud of. That is the future. Our students being able to
go out into a global world and have the skills to meet
the demands of the jobs and careers that are required in
that world is very important to us. There was $6 million
in this year’s budget for language scholarships to build
up the capacity of our teachers so that they can educate
children in other languages and cultures. There is
$1 million for start-up grants for schools that have not
had a language program before. We are doing a whole
range of other work with clusters of schools in
organising and looking at better ways of delivering
language education rather than just putting a teacher in
front of the class. We have trained 30 language teachers
to teach the sciences and maths, for example, in a
language other than English. As I said, we are
undertaking a lot of research in this area as well. This is
a major investment in Victoria’s future prosperity. This
is what it is about. It is about some long-term vision and
a long-term plan to equip our students so that they can
be readily employable and have the skills to meet the
needs of the world they will be working in.
I want to talk briefly about teacher performance pay.
We have put on the table a performance pay system. In
Victoria what we have not done and what we have not
invested in is a teacher performance management
system. Our worst teachers are being paid the same as
our best teachers. That is just not the way to go and is
not the way the top systems work. We do not want to
change only the rates of pay; we want a performance
management system that is going to recognise the
quality of our top teachers and reward that quality. That
is the only way we will get to the top tier. Our teachers
are the key, and that is what we need to do. It is not
about the amount of money involved; it is about its
management and rewarding teachers who make a
difference. Just spending money is not enough; we have
to have a management system that recognises those
teachers.
In conclusion, the extra funding and the reforms we are
making are going to make a real difference to
education. In a very difficult financial position there is a
3 per cent increase in funding in the education budget,
and I thank the Treasurer and the Premier for the great
work they have done.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise in condemnation
of the Baillieu government and its 2012–13 state
budget. It is a budget which on many levels and across
multiple areas will hurt Victoria and Victorians. It is a
budget which will hurt Victoria’s economy and its
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reputation as a great place to live, work and raise a
family. Rather than going forward, this budget will
stifle interest in investment. It will stifle innovation and
set back the many advances in social justice and living
standards for all Victorians which were a hallmark of
the previous Bracks and Brumby governments.
I wish to raise a number of issues that are of particular
concern to my electorate, including the St Albans rail
crossing and the Caroline Springs railway station. In
addition I will speak about the savagery of the cuts to
TAFE funding, this government’s rape and pillage of
statutory authorities such as the Victorian WorkCover
Authority, cuts to the education maintenance allowance
(EMA), which supports children from disadvantaged
families and assists them to continue their education,
the battle looming over teachers’ wages and cuts to
funding provided to improve transport infrastructure so
that it meets disability compliance requirements. I will
also speak about Victoria’s appalling recent record in
relation to job losses in manufacturing and job creation
under this lazy, incompetent, and asleep-at-the-wheel
government.
My electorate of Kororoit does not rate highly in terms
of advantage. Members have heard me speak regularly
about just how disadvantaged many of my constituents
are, and the reasons for this. This budget does
absolutely nothing to improve the circumstances of the
people in my electorate whom I represent in this house.
I came to this Parliament because I believe in the power
of our democracy to work for and respond to the needs
of the community. With no plan, no vision and no
ideas, this government should be ashamed, embarrassed
and humiliated.
The farce that is the St Albans railway crossing saga is
a perfect example of where this government is prepared
to ignore real need and punish the most disadvantaged
areas of the state. The Premier can find millions of
dollars to upgrade a level crossing in Brighton which is
ranked 23 on the independent expert priority list, yet he
cannot seem to find money for the crossing at St Albans
which is ranked no. 3 by those same experts. The
St Albans crossing is high on the list not only because
of the many lives that have been lost there but also
because of the delays experienced by drivers as they
queue for frustratingly long periods. Surely their time
would be better spent either contributing to the state’s
economy or at home with their families. How many
more lives will be lost before the people of the Kororoit
electorate see action on this issue?
The blame game the government is playing in relation
to the Caroline Springs railway station is another issue
that demonstrates the lack of commitment to action that
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plagues this government. Thousands of people in
Caroline Springs do not have access to a railway
station, and they are not interested in the bleating of
members of this government that it is not their fault.
You are the government; you have the keys to the
Treasury and you have the power to fix it, if you have
the will.
I would also like to comment on the debacle that is the
railway station protective services officers. Time is
limited so I will only point out that the lack of interest
shown so far in terms of recruiting the promised
number of officers will ensure that this issue remains a
festering sore for this government for some time to
come.
And what about the disaster that is TAFE funding?
Because of this government’s direct action in cutting
funding to TAFE institutions we will see many
thousands of people unable to afford the very thing that
can propel them beyond minimum-wage jobs —
vocational training. The Baillieu government’s cuts are
cruel will cost hundreds of jobs and hurt students across
the state. The TAFE system cannot afford to have
millions of dollars per year slashed from its bottom line.
We should not be surprised if some campuses close,
such is the savagery of these cuts. In the past weeks we
have heard a number of TAFE CEOs warning of major
losses, the need to slash jobs and potentially to cut
many courses. If, as mooted by several TAFE
CEOs, TAFEs or TAFE campuses are to close their
doors, such closures will impact on local economies
and limit education options for Victorians. Many
TAFEs are based in regional and rural Victoria,
providing students with education close to home. They
are a significant local employer for regional areas.
Making these devastating cuts represents a false
economy and will set Victoria’s workforce back years.
Labor recognised the value of TAFE institutions in our
community and provided funding for them to operate
effectively. This government stands condemned for its
short-sighted decision to put budgetary considerations
above ensuring that the Victorian workforce is prepared
to meet current and future labour market needs.
Speaking of the workforce, I will say that in the
12 months between December 2010 and December
2011 — the full-year period occurred under this
government — unemployment in my electorate
increased from 6.05 per cent to 7.1 per cent. That 1 per
cent increase over 12 months represents real people,
real families and real lives on the margins while this
government does little to stimulate investment to grow
jobs. It sits idly and watches as manufacturing jobs, the
cornerstone of employment in my electorate, simply
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disappear. What has this government invested in? What
is its plan for jobs in Victoria? What measures does it
have up its sleeve to get Victoria back on track and off
its knees?
Breaking promises is the first dot point in its plan. This
is evidenced by the government’s refusal so far to
honour its promise to Victorian teachers that they
would be the best paid in the land. It is no wonder that
the community regularly despairs about the state of
politics and politicians when it is fed promises that are
never intended to be kept. A lack of intellectual rigour
and vision is the hallmark of this government. It is no
surprise then that Premier Baillieu and his struggling
Treasurer have opted to milk dry any avenue to balance
the books.
The government sees its stash of gold in the form of the
Victorian WorkCover Authority — an organisation that
was almost dead and buried the last time the Liberals
were in government. The authority was brought back to
life by the previous Labor government. It was so well
run under Labor and its committed board of directors
that workplace safety was improved remarkably,
premiums were lowered and the authority was able to
accumulate reserves to ensure that it was able to meet
any unforeseen events. But the minute this government
got the keys to the strongroom, it announced it would
bleed it dry to the tune of a half a billion dollars over
the next four years.
It is often said that a society can be judged by the way it
treats the most vulnerable. By any measure people
living with disabilities fall into this category. This
government showed a lack of compassion by slashing
funding that was designed to make tram, train and bus
infrastructure accessible for people living with a
disability by over 84 per cent in its first budget.
Funding to upgrade public transport infrastructure to be
compliant with the commonwealth Disability
Discrimination Act 1992 is vital to ensure that people
living with a disability have access to Victoria’s trams,
trains and buses. The government slashed that funding
by over 80 per cent.
To add to the disgusting nature of these decisions, the
coalition’s creative accounting and media releases have
shown that every attempt has been made to dupe the
public into believing that additional funding has been
provided. Over its last four years in office Labor
invested $85.6 million in upgrading the rail
infrastructure of trams and trains and $46.6 million in
bus infrastructure. Under this government this amount
has been cut to just $5 million over the next four years.
The budget papers of the Liberal-Nationals also make it
clear that there will be no new low-floor trams and that
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only 16 tram stops will be upgraded — that is 9 less
than in the last financial year.
Further, there are no plans for metropolitan or regional
train station upgrades to be completed in this financial
year. Sadly, this lack of investment will continue to
marginalise those with disabilities, particularly those
with mobility issues. The architects of this decision
ought to be ashamed of themselves, but they have no
shame because they have no hearts.
Another decision that attacks families and the
disadvantaged is that which removes the paying of the
education maintenance allowance to schools. The
removal of the payment to schools will impact on the
ability of schools to assist those who can least afford to
participate in activities such as school camps and
excursions. Schools use the EMA to ensure that eligible
children are able to attend such activities, which are
important in forming social relationships amongst
students. By not attending those activities the students
risk further marginalisation. Removing the payment of
the allowance to schools will result in schools
reframing activities, seeking payments from parents
who can least afford it or removing curriculum choices
to stay in the black.
There are many elements of this government’s budget
which I can take issue with, and I have highlighted but
a few of the most damning. I should take the
opportunity to say that the junior partners in this unholy
alliance, The Nationals, should have a cold, hard look at
themselves. I guess members of The Nationals have no
say in the relationship, because if they did they would
be advocating for the continuance of the funding to
TAFEs in the regions. I would have thought there
would be infrastructure projects of major importance to
rural and regional Victoria on the wish list of The
Nationals, but this is a partnership in name only.
The jobs crisis in Victoria, the lack of investment in
infrastructure and the failure to support the most
disadvantaged are not new to coalition governments.
But when promises are made and are not delivered —
such as failing to make Victorian teachers the best paid
in the country — people will not forget. The days of
voters giving governments second chances are gone,
and we will ensure that we continue to remind the
community of this government’s litany of broken
promises.
We will continue to hold this government to account for
dismantling its responsibility for the economic and
social wellbeing of the state and its people. We will
continue to remind this government of the projects that
must be delivered. We will continue to remind this
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Liberal-Nationals government of its responsibility,
whether it be its continued failure to fix the mess at the
St Albans level crossing or its failure to provide for
disability access and public infrastructure. We will
continue to remind the community of this government’s
actions and inaction, including callously removing the
schools component of the education maintenance
allowance. We will continue to expose the shallow
thinking and ineptitude of this government as in
opposition, we build the trust of Victorians. Victorian
people will tire of this government’s laziness, lies and
deceit. It is not a matter of if it will tire but when.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I am very
pleased to have the opportunity to speak in support of
this year’s budget. It is one which puts Victoria’s
finances on a sustainable basis. It delivers on our
election commitment to fix the problems and build for
the future. It provides substantial infrastructure
spending, it protects the most vulnerable, reduces
business costs, reduces debt and is consistent with
maintaining a AAA credit rating.
Lest there be any mistake about it, this government, as
is so often the fate of coalition governments, has had to
deal with some enormous problems inflicted on this
state by the previous state Labor government and the
federal Labor government. One of the biggest
challenges the previous Labor government had in its
first eight years of operations was how to spend the
ever-increasing revenue that was flowing into its
coffers thanks to the legacy it inherited from the
Kennett government and the sound national financial
position established by former Prime Minister John
Howard and former Treasurer Peter Costello.
When the global economic and financial crisis struck,
however, what did the members of that previous Labor
government do? They just kept on spending as if there
was no tomorrow. They papered over the widening,
underlying budget problems by counting as revenue the
one-off short-term capital funding they received from
the commonwealth. The accounting rules allowed them
to do that, but they should have recognised there was an
ever-increasing underlying financial stress on the
system. To make matters worse — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Eltham is out of his seat and out of
order.
Mr Herbert interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Eltham will not talk back to the Chair.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2172

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 22 May 2012

Mr CLARK — To continue to present the facade of
credible forward estimates they failed to fund key
programs on an ongoing basis right across government.
These are the black holes the current government has
inherited, where fundamental programs had funding
that lapsed last year or this year. That would have
caused devastation to key parts of service delivery by
government had the coalition not found the money to
fill the black holes that had been created by state Labor.

infrastructure you need to grow your business. In the
public sector that means you need surpluses in order to
afford the infrastructure that will provide the schools,
the hospitals, the courthouses, the police stations, the
roads and the railways we need for a steadily growing
population. Our commitment to a $2.5 billion surplus
by 2015–16, therefore, is so we can continue to afford
that infrastructure while keeping debt contained and
reduced.

That has occurred in the context of growing national
economic uncertainty and instability, courtesy of the
Rudd and Gillard governments. I will not go over the
cuts to GST revenue caused by the weakening national
economy and the flawed GST allocation model that
was imposed under Prime Minister Julia Gillard and
federal Treasurer Wayne Swan. Those were additional
challenges we as a government in Victoria have had to
deal with in the context also of a weakening
international situation.

Those on the other side need to acknowledge and
apologise for the fact that their profligacy was putting
Victoria’s AAA credit rating at risk. Those of us who
have been through previous periods of Labor
government will recall the loss of Victoria’s
AAA credit rating prior to the election of the Kennett
government and the enormous effort that had to be put
in over those seven years to rebuild Victoria’s
finances — only to see them being trashed again over
the 11 years of the Bracks and Brumby governments.
To go down the Greek path — to borrow as if there is
no tomorrow and let our credit rating fall away —
would have imposed an enormous burden on our kids
and grandkids.

There have been significant downgrades, therefore, in
the estimates of revenue that will flow into government
coffers. We have had to deal with that. We have had to
achieve a sustainable budget capacity in that context.
We have had to tackle the falling levels of productivity
that the previous government allowed to emerge. We
have had to rebuild and strengthen the state’s focus on
exports, trade and international engagement. We have
had to make provision for industries in transition. This
budget has delivered on all of these. It has delivered on
fixing the problems the previous government left to us
and on laying the foundations and building for the
future.
We have adopted medium-term fiscal strategies that
provide for infrastructure investment of 1.3 per cent of
gross state product, which will put infrastructure
investment on a sustainable basis. We have targeted
reduction of net debt over the next decade. We are
continuing to extinguish the state’s unfunded
superannuation liabilities. We committed to a surplus of
at least $100 million and consistent with our other
targets. That means, on currently available figures, we
are one of only two jurisdictions in Australasia that will
be able to keep its budget in surplus over the entirety of
the forward estimates period.
Contrary to the myths that some seek to perpetuate,
surpluses are not spare money that can be used on
spending up and having a good time. As anybody
involved in trying to run a small, medium size or even a
large business will know, having growing business
surpluses on your operating account — profits, as these
would be referred to in the private sector — is vital for
providing the cash flow with which to commit to the

Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr CLARK — The honourable member for Eltham
seems to think it is a good thing to spend as if there is
no tomorrow, but a responsible government ensures
that debt is contained and is sustainable, because that is
the only way to provide responsibly for the future
without leaving the finances trashed, as they have been
internationally and as they are being at a national level
here in Australia.
We have had to rein in expenditure growth and put that
on a sustainable basis, which it was not under the
previous government. If you look at the escalation of
debt that would have occurred if the previous
government’s unsustainable ways had continued, you
can see that the state’s finances would have been in
very bad shape indeed. But by taking the responsible
measures that we have taken, we have been able to
provide a record level of state-funded infrastructure
spending despite the challenging times in which we
live. That has funded projects that the previous Labor
government was never able to tackle, such as grade
separations, the Dingley bypass, the Koo Wee Rup
bypass and rail infrastructure upgrades. We have also
been able to cut business costs through reducing
WorkCover premiums. We have been able to put funds
into growing businesses, markets and exports, and we
have been able to deliver for the needs of families and
communities.
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People talk about protecting those in the community
who are most vulnerable. One of the key challenges the
coalition government faced on coming to office was the
lack of protection for vulnerable children under the
previous government. The Minister for Community
Services has made that a top priority, and that has been
strongly backed by the government through the
Cummins report and through not only the funding but
the restructuring and the new service delivery models
that funding will provide to better protect the most
vulnerable children in our community. We have been
making the responsible decisions, and we have been
putting the budget on a sustainable basis, but we have
also been providing infrastructure and services to those
in the community who need them most.
Let me say just a few words about some of the
initiatives in the Attorney-General’s portfolio. The one
I will mention first reinforces the point I was making
earlier about the previous Labor government’s failure to
provide ongoing funding for core activities of
government. The example of Victoria Legal Aid makes
this point, because legal aid is fundamental not only to
providing justice for individuals but to ensuring that the
court system operates effectively so that delays do not
soar and victims, witnesses and indeed accused persons
are not waiting years for the outcomes of trials. Waiting
lists at all levels of court in Victoria hit the highest
levels in Australia under the previous government. We
are turning that around. We are contributing to fixing
that by putting funding into legal aid on a sustainable
basis. The previous government provided only
temporary, one and two year top-up funding; we have
provided ongoing funding to put the state budget
funding base for Victoria Legal Aid on a sustainable
basis. Regrettably the commonwealth government
failed to match that in the budget it handed down
following ours.
As I mentioned earlier, funding has been committed as
a result of the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable
Children Inquiry. That includes funding to expand the
availability of what is referred to as new model
conferencing, which is designed to come up with
outcomes that will best protect vulnerable children
through having parents, support workers and other
professionals sit down around a table, talk through what
is needed to best protect the children concerned and
best provide for their future, and hopefully come up
with an outcome that can then be endorsed by the court
as an agreed solution rather than having these issues
fought out in open court through duelling and
contesting lawyers. That model is proving very
successful. There is funding in this budget to build on
that, which can only be to the benefit of the children
concerned.
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Alongside that we are providing $10 million for an
additional Children’s Court facility at Broadmeadows.
That will increase the geographical coverage of the
Children’s Courts, ensuring that more families are able
to get to the Children’s Court for hearings at locations
that are convenient and accessible to them, where there
are appropriate support services available nearby —
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr CLARK — and that are accessible by public
transport, as the member for Broadmeadows will get to
know, I am sure.
There is also additional funding in the budget to put
dispute resolution services funding on an ongoing basis
to deal with applications for personal safety
intervention orders. It will also continue mediation of
civil cases in the Magistrates Court. Again, this is to
ensure that those services continue to be available.
Those services were not funded on an ongoing basis by
the previous government. The coalition government has
put that funding on a stable and ongoing basis.
We have also provided additional funding for language
services and for the Court of Appeal to continue its
good work in reducing delays in criminal appeals.
Again, the transformation that is taking place under this
government is seeing government and courts working
constructively and positively together to achieve
outcomes. The Court of Appeal deserves
congratulations for the reforms it has pioneered. They
are having a significant effect in reducing Court of
Appeal criminal waiting lists, and the current
government has been prepared to back those reforms
with ongoing funding to continue the good work that is
being achieved.
There is a lot more to come alongside that in terms of
reform to jury directions, reform to sexual assault law
and a range of other reform initiatives that we are
introducing to strengthen community protection. That is
another core area of neglect of the previous
government. You can have all the arguments about
crime statistics you like but what was absolutely clear
was that under the previous government the levels of
crimes of violence against the person, property damage
crimes and antisocial street offences were going
through the roof. The previous government refused to
acknowledge and act on that.
We are putting more police on the streets, we are
putting protective services officers on railway stations
and we are introducing sentencing law reforms in terms
of statutory minimum sentences for gross violence,
baseline sentences, and reforms to community-based
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sentences that will allow judges and magistrates to
attach conditions that will better protect the community
and help offenders get their lives back on track. Across
the board this government has been prepared to take
responsible decisions in difficult times to fix the
problems and to build for the future, and I am delighted
to support the budget that is now before the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
call the member for Derrimut. I ask for due respect to
be shown by all members of the house, including the
member for Broadmeadows.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — Thank you,
Acting Speaker; I appreciate your protecting me from
those opposite. It gives me pleasure to rise tonight to
speak on the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. The
bill provides appropriation authority for payments from
the Consolidated Fund for the ordinary annual services
of the government for the 2012–13 financial year. As
members would be aware, the amounts contained in the
schedule to the bill provide for the ongoing operation of
departments. In addition to the annual appropriation
contained in this bill funds are also made available to
departments by way of special appropriation. Special
appropriations arise through provisions that are
contained in the legislation.
Before we get on to the nitty-gritty, so to speak, of the
bill I think it is important to put in context the type of
funds, or the state of affairs, this government inherited
from the previous government. The Attorney-General
spoke about these matters. Let me first of all say that
what this government inherited was a very good
financial management situation and the legacy of a
AAA credit rating for each and every quarter since we
came into office in 1999. The other thing it inherited in
terms of economic management of the state was
ongoing economic growth right through from 1999 to
2010 in the whole of Victoria — growth in terms of
jobs. Those jobs were created because Labor
understands that it is important for every Victorian to
have a job, to have the opportunity to go to work. We
were able to see that growth because Labor had a plan.
Those of us who have been here long enough know that
in every Labor budget there were serious and
significant initiatives aimed at creating employment.
The other important matter is that we had an agenda for
the whole of the state. We made it clear when we came
into office that we would grow inner Melbourne but
that we would also grow outer Melbourne, and indeed
that we would grow the regions and rural Victoria. We
grew the whole of the state. There was an agenda for
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everybody. Let me tell those opposite one thing
everyone knows now, particularly in the western
suburbs, and that is that this government is not there for
the western or northern suburbs — not in terms of
infrastructure, not in terms of education, not in terms of
health, indeed not in terms of other services in the west
and the north.
In terms of major projects, Labor cut costs for business.
The members of the government can get up and say a
million and one times that that was not the case, but the
fact is that if you talk to the top end of town, if you talk
to the business sector, as we continue to do, those
people will tell you that they were pretty confident with
our direction in growing the economy, with our
direction in growing jobs and with the financial
management of the state. There were more jobs for
teachers, there were more jobs for nurses, there were
more jobs for police officers each and every year.
In my electorate of Derrimut in the western suburbs, in
Sunshine and St Albans, there has been a massive
19 per cent increase in unemployment according to
analysis that we conducted, the information source for
which was the federal Department of Education,
Employment and Workplace Relations. It shows clearly
that Derrimut’s unemployment rate is now 11.10 per
cent. That is more than double the average of the state,
which, as you would be aware, Acting Speaker, is
5.4 per cent — in other words, we have had the
seventh-highest increase in the state. The increasing
unemployment rate, from 9.3 per cent in December
2010 to 11.10 per cent in December 2011, is a damning
indictment of the Baillieu government’s failure to
produce jobs and to have an agenda, particularly for the
western and northern suburbs. More than 1000 jobs
each week are being lost in Victoria. Those opposite
should not kid themselves. We talk to ordinary people,
like they do, and they should listen to them. The reality
is that we are losing jobs.
We know that sometimes there are factors which are
outside the control of governments. The problem with
this government is that it does not have a plan. It does
not have an agenda. We have now had two budgets,
and there was not a single part of an agenda in either of
them for the purpose of job creation. More than
1000 jobs are being lost each week now and were last
year. Major employers are also warning of looming job
losses, particularly in the manufacturing sector. This is
alarming news for thousands of people, particularly
those who live in my electorate in the western suburbs.
The Treasurer said that his government would create
about 50 000 to 55 000 jobs. Where are they? We
provided those when in office. I can tell you, Acting
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Speaker, that in the electorate of Derrimut we would
welcome fair dinkum initiatives that created jobs for the
western suburbs. It is a great pity that the government
has chosen not to consider and not to have an agenda
for jobs growth, employment and economic growth,
particularly for the western and northern suburbs of
Victoria. We should not forget that. It should grow the
whole state.
The other important matter I wish to refer to in the
context of this debate relates to the Victorian certificate
of applied learning. Members would be aware that this
is an important issue. VCAL was developed in response
to the Ministerial Review of Post Compulsory
Education and Training Pathways in Victoria of 2000,
the Kirby report. The shadow minister, the member for
Eltham, who is at the table, is doing a tremendous job
on this issue in representing schools and standing up
particularly for kids who require support. He is fully
aware of the need to support them. Unfortunately lots
of schools are being damaged by the budget cuts in
relation to this important program. Members will be
aware that the Kirby report indicated that a broader
range of programs was required to meet the needs of
some young people who are in the post-compulsory
years. VCAL specifically focuses on applied learning
and provides valid and realistic pathways for students,
preparing them for apprenticeships, traineeships and
employment as well as further education and training.
In passing I wish to mention that I have spoken, as
members would, to schools in my area. For example,
some parents and members of the school council at
Sunshine College have come to my office and made
representations on behalf of their kids and their school.
They would tell you VCAL is important to the school.
At Sunshine College funds are being diverted from one
program to another in order to provide the VCAL
programs there. The school has around 70 VCAL
students — up from 40 last year. That is not the only
school.
I mention St Albans Secondary College in relation to
the same subject. I have also spoken to members of that
school council and to parents, and they have decided to
continue VCAL. They and people from other schools
are saying they are taking money from other programs
and asking existing staff to take on VCAL coordinator
functions. In other words, this is not affordable or
sustainable. It will not succeed in the future. The budget
cuts in this area will hurt students and — make no
mistake — the government. The government will be
hurt by this at the next election. I am sure that parents
and school councils will not forget what this
government is doing with this program — and it is not
the only program to be cut.
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There are other important matters that I wish to refer to.
There is a $48 million cut in relation to the Victorian
certificate of applied learning, but let us not forget that
this is not the only program that this government has
cut. The Young Readers program has been abolished.
Make no mistake, each and every one of us will be
reminding our electorates and the parents, students and
teachers that the Young Readers program has been
abolished. The Reading Recovery program, another
important program, has been slashed. Education is
important, and these programs are important; they are
certainly important in the western and the northern
suburbs. They have been slashed.
The School Start bonus has been scrapped, and the
education maintenance allowance, a $300 payment per
family for costs associated with a child starting prep or
year 7 — for books and uniforms — has been slashed.
How mean can the government be? It is doing this to
parents who cannot afford it. The parents know it, we
know it and the government knows it. It is another
important cut. Members of the government and
members of the opposition ought to register this,
because it is also happening in their electorates. They
should be standing up for their schools, their children,
their teachers and the future of their kids in the same
way that members of the opposition are doing. These
budget cuts affect everyone, particularly but not only us
in the western suburbs.
In the remaining time I have I will refer to an important
matter of which I believe I ought to remind the house. I
refer to page 22 of the first edition of the Herald Sun of
Wednesday, 11 June 2008 and an article by John
Ferguson. It states:
Ted Baillieu will promise to spend almost $90 million on
transport in the seat of Kororoit.
The state opposition leader said he would spend $70 million
to make the notorious level crossing near St Albans railway
station safe.

This was in 2008. Many of us were here then, luckily.
Acting Speaker, you would remember the Kororoit
by-election. The current Premier turned up to the
western suburbs; he found his way there — luckily
there is GPS these days. He promised in 2008 that he
would fix the St Albans crossing. That is what he said.
Mr Nardella — Has he done it yet?
Mr LANGUILLER — He has not done it; he has
not made a commitment. He promised he would. He
said he would do it; he has not done it. He turned up to
the Kororoit by-election and he said, ‘I’ll fix
St Albans’. That is misleading and deceitful, and it will
eventually haunt the government. I know this is the
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west and that people will say, ‘Well, who cares? We
can’t win those seats anyway’. But let me tell the house,
fixing the crossing at Brighton before the one at
St Albans is insulting to everyone in the state. Fixing
the Brighton crossing before many other crossings is
insulting to everyone in the state.
I am cognisant of how many crossings there are in the
state — about 2500 — and of the fact that you cannot
do every crossing every year. I am also cognisant of the
fact that there are other pressures, but it is wrong to turn
up to a by-election and promise something in the full
knowledge that you are not going to do it. It is wrong to
come into government and do the work on the Brighton
crossing before the St Albans crossing. If you listen to
VicRoads and the independent authorities, if you look
at how many people unfortunately and tragically have
died at St Albans and at the reports from everybody —
our government and previous governments — you see
the reality is that it was very deceitful and misleading of
the now Premier, then Leader of the Opposition, to go
to the by-election and make that promise. Every citizen
and constituent out there will be reminded of that —
and not just those in the western suburbs. Members of
the back bench know the Brighton crossing will cost
them and will cost this government. I conclude by
saying that this government ought to lift its game,
create jobs and grow the whole state, not just certain
suburbs.
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I am really proud to speak on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012. I begin by congratulating the
Victorian Treasurer on his second budget and on
putting down what we all understand has been a very
challenging budget in very difficult times but also what
we believe is a very responsible budget. The Treasurer
promised a surplus for this year’s budget, and he has
carried out that promise. There is a $155 million
surplus. He also said we need to retain the AAA rating,
and he has also been able to do that. This was despite a
number of issues that this government has been
grappling with: a reduction of GST funding and no
stimulus package from the commonwealth and a
reduction in stamp duty.
There are people who say Labor cannot manage
money. When we say that we only have to point to a
number of mismanaged major projects. Some of those
mismanaged major projects have left a huge legacy for
the Victorian community. The new slogan for the
opposition is ‘Labor cares’. If Labor cared, it would not
have left the legacy for the Victorian community it did.
We all know about the desalination plant, which will
cost the Victorian community $2 million a day for
28 years. Imagine how many hospitals, schools and
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kindergartens we could pay for if we had $2 million a
day for the next 28 years. There is also the north–south
pipeline, which caused so much anger in my
community and so much heartbreak, as well as myki
and smart meters. They are just a few of the major
projects that the former government could not manage,
and we now have the legacy of those blow-outs and that
mismanagement.
I happen to represent one of the most beautiful places in
Victoria, I believe, which is the electorate of
Shepparton.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mrs POWELL — Thank you to the member for
Melton. It is known as the food bowl of Australia, and
the Goulburn Valley has a lot of fruit and a lot of
wonderful orchardists. The food bowl of Australia is an
icon, I believe, and this government is looking after our
country areas. One of the areas it is looking after is
access to $61.4 million over four years, which is an
investment in the food and fibre sector. This is about
supporting productivity and profitability in the
agricultural sector as well as boosting biosecurity
measures across the farm sector. This is to keep out
diseases such as fire blight that we cannot have in
Victoria because they would decimate our apple and
pear industries.
As I said, this is a great budget for country Victoria. It
focuses on agriculture and small business. It is helping
to drive the economy, it is helping to drive productivity
and it is helping to drive job creation. The $66 million
package for better water management is driving job
creation and the economy. It will help minimise the
impact of future droughts. We all know the impact of
droughts on country areas and on our farmers. They
decimate farmers’ productivity and their profitability.
This funding also will improve the environmental
health of Victoria’s waterways. We will review the
Water Act 1989 and protect Victoria’s activities under
the Murray-Darling Basin plan. There are also some
efficiencies around the Northern Victoria Irrigation
Renewal Project, which is another project that we have
had to review, and Goulburn-Murray Water. When they
come together, efficiencies from those two
organisations will be of benefit to our farmers and to
the health of our rivers. I would like to congratulate the
Minister for Water and Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security for the great work he is doing for our
farmers and our irrigators.
Businesses will also benefit under this budget because
we will be looking at reducing red tape. This is so
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important to businesses. As a former businessperson
myself, I understand the importance of reducing red
tape and reducing costs to business. One of those
measures is a reduction of 3 per cent in WorkCover
premiums. This will give a huge boost to some of our
businesses. It is interesting that Shepparton businesses
rely very heavily on the agriculture sector, so if farmers
are doing well in Shepparton and the surrounding
districts, then the retailers are also doing well.
Public safety is an issue that I have been dealing with
over many years. Work has now started on the new
Mooroopna police station, which will be a
state-of-the-art station. The funding was in the last
budget, and we are now working to find out the best
ways to build that police station and make sure that it is
state of the art.
We have discussed police numbers in Shepparton for
such a long time. Over the last 10 years I have raised in
this Parliament, with different premiers and different
police ministers, the need for Shepparton to have more
police. The answer I got time and again was that
Shepparton has appropriate police numbers. I was told
by the community and the police that we were suffering
because of our police numbers. I am delighted to say
that there is good news in the Shepparton News today.
It is a lengthy news report, but I will read the
subheading and some of the report. The subheading is
‘Shepparton police numbers have reached an
unprecedented level’. Tammy Mills writes:
Crime in Shepparton is dropping as the town enters a new era
of policing, Inspector Ian Bull says.
The number of officers in the city has reached an
unprecedented level, with 18 arriving during the past four
months, taking numbers across the service area to more than
100.
The development is part of the Victorian government’s
commitment to recruit an extra 1700 police by November
2014.
Inspector Bull said the region now had the highest number of
officers in history.
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safe. I am proud that our government has put that
funding into the Shepparton community and other
communities to make sure that communities not only
feel safe but are safe.
I will talk about local government, which is a portfolio I
am very proud to have after being involved in local
government for a very long time. One of the issues that
councils, including regional councils, talk to me about
is the importance of libraries. I am pleased to say that
the Living Libraries infrastructure program is
contributing $17.2 million over four years. The latest
round of funding, which has just closed, contributed
$3.4 million this year and funded 10 projects. We have
increased the maximum grant from $500 000 to
$750 000, which is an indication and a recognition that
costs, including building costs, are increasing. Under
this round of funding three libraries received the full
grant of $750 000. We have provided $36.8 million in
recurrent library funding. This includes an additional
$3.1 million in the 2012–13 and 2013–14 budgets to
ensure that library funding levels are sustained while a
review of Victorian library services is undertaken by a
ministerial advisory council.
I would like to put on record my congratulations to my
colleagues the member for Mornington, who is the
chair of the ministerial advisory council (MAC) on
public libraries, and the member for Macedon, a Labor
member who was chair of the libraries MAC in the last
government. I asked the member for Macedon to
remain on the council because I know she is very
interested in libraries. She was pleased to do so, and she
is making a good contribution. The member for
Mildura is also on there, as well as about 11 other
members from libraries and councils around the area.
We have also contributed $1 million to the Victorian
Premiers’ Reading Challenge. This challenge has been
supported by former Premiers, and our Premier has
therefore said that we will now call it the premiers’ —
plural — reading challenge. It is recognition that all
Premiers support this. It is really important that we
provide funding to encourage our young people to read.

…
Now more police are on the street patrolling in uniform and
plain clothes.
A family violence unit was established in December with
members dedicated to stopping repeat offenders and more
proactive work, both covert and overt, is under way.
Already it has resulted in an up to 25 per cent decrease in
crime rates, Inspector Bull said.

That is a fantastic outcome because what we are
looking to do is to make sure that our communities feel

One of the biggest issues that causes loss of production
in country Victoria is weeds. For many years, probably
since 2004, there has been some concern over who has
responsibility for weeds. Is it the adjoining landowner?
Is it the state government? Is it local councils? We have
had committee after committee look into this. This
government has contributed $7.8 million over three
years to control pests, weeds and rabbits on local roads.
That is a doubling of the amount the former
government put into that initiative. We have also
determined who manages roadside weeds. There has
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been confusion as to who manages weeds, but this
government will amend legislation to clarify that
councils are responsible for controlling roadside weeds,
and we will assist them to address this challenge. As I
said, millions of dollars of production is lost because of
weed infestation.
This government will provide $8.3 million for the
vulnerable people in emergencies program as part of its
response to the recommendations of the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. This will fund 64 local
government areas in Country Fire Authority districts.
The program will mean that councils will identify
vulnerable people in areas at risk of bushfires or floods
so that there if there are any emergencies or natural
disasters, the council will have a register and be able to
very quickly identify those vulnerable people who may
be housebound, who may have a disability and who
may need some support. The government is funding
councils so they can provide that register. Other
agencies will be able to use it as well. We are also
continuing support for the Murrindindi Shire Council
because it was the worst hit during the Black Saturday
bushfires.
In Aboriginal affairs we have provided $21.2 million
from Aboriginal Affairs Victoria, but there is much
more money coming from across other government
departments — from education, justice, health, early
childhood development, human services — and from
the Community Support Fund. There has been
$700 000 provided for registered Aboriginal parties
(RAPs), increased from $500 000. This means that
RAPs across Victoria will be funded. Fifty-six per cent
of Victoria is covered by RAPs. They play a very
important role in making sure that Aboriginal cultural
heritage is identified, maintained and protected. This is
an important responsibility for our Aboriginal groups,
and they take this role very seriously. RAPs have
advisory and decision-making responsibilities. They
provide advice on matters relating to the protection of
Aboriginal culture, places and objects. They evaluate
and approve or refuse cultural heritage management
plans. They negotiate the repatriation of Aboriginal
cultural heritage objects.
The government has provided $800 000 to support
emerging indigenous leaders. The Victorian Indigenous
Youth Advisory Council will manage that funding and
provide continuous leadership to our young people.
This is really important because we have to identify
indigenous leaders and make sure that they are
mentored and supported so that they can take their
place, as they should, in the broader community.
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The Cummins report identified vulnerable children.
Some of the most vulnerable children are Aboriginal
children, who are overrepresented in the child
protection system. We have provided money to make
sure that our vulnerable children are protected. I know
that the Minister for Community Services has taken that
very seriously and is making sure that those programs
are in place to protect our most vulnerable, and I am
enjoying working with her as she identifies those across
the state who are most at risk.
One of the things I think the Victorian government
should be proudest of is the Victorian Indigenous
Honour Roll, which I have mentioned a number of
times in this house. Funding will continue to make sure
that we recognise those Aboriginal people who have
done some great things for Victoria and who have made
some great sacrifices and given so much to the
indigenous community. Twenty people were inducted
last year into the Victorian Indigenous Honour Roll,
which will be housed here in Parliament. We were
looking for a place, and I believe we have found the
most appropriate place. The names will also be on the
website so that children, schools and people visiting
Parliament can have a look at those people from our
indigenous community who have contributed so much
to Victoria. They are so proud of this roll. I know it has
bipartisan support, and I thank the opposition for being
part of something which we think should have been
done many years ago. I know other states are looking at
how we have done this, and I am happy to work with
them to make sure that they can identify and value their
indigenous people.
We are continuing funding for governance training and
certificate IV programs to make sure that we have
Aboriginal people on boards and committees, to enable
them to take their place in the Victorian community and
to make sure their opinions are heard.
This government has made some very hard decisions;
my cabinet colleagues have made some very hard
decisions, but we have still provided a responsible
budget to keep Victorian sustainable. I am proud to be
part of the Baillieu coalition government. I am proud to
be part of a government that has made the decisions
that had to be made but which has still handed down a
responsible budget. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I am pleased to get up
to make a contribution on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012. Having looked through this
budget, I would have to say that it is one of the worst
this state has seen under our current circumstances. We
have seen some stinkers in Victoria; that is absolutely
true. But we have not seen anything like this for a
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decade or so. This is a budget that really does not
address in any way, shape or form the need for a
growing economy or the substantial problems that we
are facing right now in Victoria. If we do not get over
these problems pretty quickly, ordinary people living in
Victoria are going to see their hopes and dreams of
making better lives for themselves and their children,
like anyone, basically flushed down the drain because
this government will simply not address the needs of
those people and this economy.

no idea how he could be so deluded that that could be
his genuine belief. I cannot believe that it is anything
more than spin and blame as opposed to looking at
the reality of the situation. I ask the minister and the
Treasurer who they will blame when the government
blows our state’s AAA rating. When the government
blows our AAA rating because of the escalating debt
in this budget, who will it blame then? Surely the
government will finally stand up and take some
credit for the debacle our economy is in right now.

I think this has been no more clearly expressed
anywhere than in the contributions on this bill by those
ministers opposite. I have heard a lot of appalling
speeches, but I have never heard so much spin, so much
tripe, so many weasel words, contradictions and
misrepresentations as I have heard from the ministers
opposite in their contributions today. A couple of
speakers back we heard the Attorney-General going
on and on about the current state of the economy. He
seemed to be in some sort of time warp going back to
former Premier Jeff Kennett — the glory days
according to him.

We heard from the Minister for Education. I
genuinely think he is a decent person, but he is
another member of this government who has refused
to take responsibility for his actions and who has
sought to cloak his actions in spin and absolute
distortions of reality. He talked about a 20 per cent
reduction in maintenance funding under the Labor
government, as if this was so dreadful. He has
increased it by $20 million. That is good. We have
no problem with that. What was it that he did not
say? He did not say that capital works under Labor
escalated from about $90 million under the Kennett
government to around $500 million or $600 million.
We were substantially rebuilding our schools.
Maintenance was going down because we were
completely rebuilding the schools that we have, and
we chose to build modern teaching facilities rather
than spend money on maintaining outmoded,
run-down facilities. We chose bricks and mortar over
paint and Spakfilla. That was the right decision. But
according to this government, it is better to spend
$200 million on capital works and an extra
$20 million on maintenance for schools in this state.
What a disgrace!

They were the glory days unless you lived in regional
Victoria, glory days unless you wanted a decent state
education, glory days unless you wanted public
housing to live in and glory days unless you did not
have a lot of money apart from what was provided by
social services to support your family and get ahead.
The Attorney-General seemed to go back to those
days in some sort of time warp. He talked about the
current parlous state of our economy and sought to
rewrite history about the debacle that has happened
under his government, as if it is all the fault of others.
What do we always hear from this government and
its ministers? Do we hear government ministers
standing up and taking responsibility for their
actions? No, we only hear them constantly blaming
someone else, and that is what this budget is
about — it is about blaming others.
I found it amazing to hear the Attorney-General
going on and on about where we are now and
seeking to blame the former government. I do not
know what he was doing at the time, but he did not
realise how strong our AAA rating was. He did not
realise that under Labor our state had the biggest
infrastructure spend in its history. He did not
recognise or realise that Victoria was the crown in
Australia’s economic crest. We were the premium
state in the country, and not only in this country — in
a world ravaged by the global financial crisis, we
weathered that storm. Government members now
have the nerve to try to rewrite history. People have
said the Attorney-General lives in the past, but I have

Most of us on this side of the chamber know of
schools that were due to be rebuilt and get modern
facilities, modern educational infrastructure. We
have seen all of that go out the window because the
process that has been undertaken by this government
is not a factor of educational need but a factor of
where you live. It is about whether you are on the
electoral whiteboard that the government wrote up
before the election and seems to still have operating
out of its offices here. Where were you on the
pendulum? Unless you were in a Liberal marginal
seat, unless you were in a seat of The Nationals that
was feeling a bit of pressure from the impact of the
slash and burn of this budget, then you would get
nothing in this state. It does not matter what the
regions prioritised. It does not matter what the need
is. If you are a school, you get nothing unless you are
on the Liberal Party electoral whiteboard for capital
works. It is an absolute disgrace.
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Just on that point, I want to point out that one of my
local schools, Montmorency Secondary College, is a
prime example of this. This college has about 800 or
so students. It is a thriving school. Its enrolments are
going up, and it is creating fantastic education. Under
a joint sector partnership we helped to build a new
gymnasium for this school. Thousands of kids play
basketball in that gymnasium on weekends, during
the school week and after hours. It is a fantastic
achievement. The truth of it is that no matter how
good this school is, its basic infrastructure is
outdated. It is a school that was built for the time, but
now it simply does not work in terms of the
configuration, the quality of the buildings and a
whole range of things that it needs in order to get
exceptional educational outcomes. For that reason
the school was listed as no. 3 in the regional
priorities for the northern region.
The northern region does not get much money under
this government, that is for sure. It might get a
fraction more than the western region, but it gets
bugger all. You would reckon that in two budgets a
school that is the third-highest priority would get
something. Under the previous government
Montmorency Secondary College would have had
$9 million now and it would have been completely
rebuilt, but what it gets out of this government is zip,
zero, zilch — nothing! It is not on the government’s
electoral whiteboard for capital works for schools.
It gets a little bit worse, because Montmorency
Secondary College got over $1 million of this
government’s extra $20 million for maintenance. I do
not get it. I do not know if anyone else does. Maybe
the economic geniuses opposite can actually give me
the answer, but how does it make sense to spend well
over $1 million on maintenance on a school that
needs to be rebuilt? Does that not sound silly? Is that
not a waste of taxpayers money? It is a school that
had the third-highest regional priority, but the
government does not seem to get it that there should
be a process here for the expenditure of public
money.
The minister promised to visit this school and look at
its needs — to actually not run away from it but to
hear its story. Unfortunately that has still not
happened. It has not happened because basically in
education we have a government that is a long way
from delivering what is needed. It is high on spin,
high on rhetoric and low on delivery.
This government promised that every student in the
state would be learning another language. What has it
got? It has a few thousand dollars worth of
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demonstration projects, and language acquisition is
going backwards. The government promised to
provide opportunities for schools and students. What
did we see? We saw funding for the Victorian
certificate of applied learning slashed. We saw
benefits for parents slashed. We have just seen the
education maintenance allowance for schools
slashed. The government has talked about giving
schools empowerment, but what has it done? It has
empowered schools with professional development,
pulled $8 million out of the budget, converted it into
$1 million and said, ‘Hey, this is yours’. That is not
empowerment; that is being ripped off.
The government has talked about student services
support officers (SSSOs) and regional network
leaders and attuning them to the schools, to the
clusters and not to the region. What does that mean
in reality? That means less staff to support schools,
less collaboration between schools and less network
activity — less activity where schools share budgets,
where they share vocational programs and where
they work as a team, as a system, to deliver
education locally. It means schools have to fight each
other to try to get their share of an SSSO or regional
network leader if they are lucky.
I now come to an area that I am absolutely passionate
about, and that is TAFE. What a disgrace this budget
has been for TAFE. I do not know how government
members can look at themselves in the mirror and
say that what they have put in these budget papers is
anywhere near the truth. We have seen a budget
paper where the government has explained that
training — not TAFE; the government has confused
the two quite deliberately — has blown out by
$1.2 billion to $1.3 billion. The government is
cutting it back by $100 million in this budget. I could
have said to the government that if it had acted a year
earlier, it would not have been in this situation, but it
chose not to act. It decided to just leave it alone; it
would not respond and would not intervene. It is a
classic case of how this government operates on
every single issue.
In the training arena there has been a budget
blow-out because the government has refused to
actually administer the portfolio properly. What does
it say then? It says it is going to cut $100 million.
That is all very well, but what have we found since
then? What have we found since that budget
announcement? We have seen that the $100 million
the government is supposedly saving on training
equates to a $290 million cut to TAFE institutes —
between 20 and 40 per cent of the budget of the
average TAFE institute.
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The government has to do this in a couple of months;
1 July is when the new funding comes in. There has
been no warning and no chance for schools to
readjust their programs. The government has just hit
them with $290 million in this budget and is making
them try to find 20 to 40 per cent of their budget in a
couple of months. It is ludicrous but it is also
dangerous and in many cases desperate, particularly for
regional and rural TAFEs, which simply do not have
reserves to fund those sorts of cuts.
Let us be clear: how did the government do this? It
magically changed how much it would pay for TAFE
provision. The TAFEs went from the government
having a funding rate that equated to what it should cost
to run a course to what the government suddenly calls
‘subsidies’. They have gone from full funding of
courses based on the cost of those courses to a subsidy
which is sometimes as little as 10 per cent of the cost of
that training. The government thinks this is clever.
It is so clever that the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills was taken to the point of resignation because
of what was forced on him. Because whilst many
opposite might not understand TAFE, you cannot be
the minister in charge of it without knowing that if you
slash $290 million from the bottom line — which are
the government’s own figures; it is what the secretary
of the department told TAFEs — it is going to
devastate the TAFE sector in this state. It is going to
scrap all community obligations; force TAFEs to
withdraw from small rural communities; and make
TAFEs withdraw from community services and
disadvantaged groups and only chase the bucks. In the
area of TAFE cuts, things are dire. We are seeing
$290 million cut and we will see well over 2000 staff
slashed and jobs lost. If you have a look at Ballarat
TAFE, it has had a 40 per cent cut. When we are
talking about job losses we are talking about full-time
jobs and we all know the TAFE sector has a large
casual and sessional workforce, so when you are talking
about cuts for a university like Ballarat you are talking
about 50 per cent of the full-time teaching staff in that
institution gone — done and dusted.
For this government to think that TAFEs can keep the
provision of education going and keep providing
services to small regional country towns like Horsham,
Ararat, Stawell or many other places with that level of
cuts is just nonsensical. To suggest, as the Premier and
the minister himself have, that TAFE institutes can
make up the difference in fee rises, that they can make
up $290 million in cuts through increased fees and that
students going to TAFEs can afford to go from paying a
few hundred dollars to paying thousands of dollars is
just not believable — unless you are a wealthy person.
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I dare say that there may be wealthy people going to
TAFE, but the vast majority are people who simply go
there to get ahead in life and to earn a few quid later in
life, and they are the ones who have been
disadvantaged in this budget.
It is time to finish up my contribution, but I wish that
those opposite would at least be honest about what they
have put in this budget, would stop the spin as they
promised and would actually come out and
acknowledge just how dire this budget is for Victoria
and for Victorians.
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise in support of
the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. This is a
responsible but caring budget. There is no wild
spending, and it puts money where the community
needs and wants it. This budget has been shaped by the
Labor-induced challenges of the present but is focused
on securing the future. This budget has been impacted
by the dark shadows of state Labor’s waste in the boom
times — Labor’s extravagant desalination plant,
Labor’s messy myki, Labor’s smart meters, Labor’s
wild debt and borrowing, Labor’s blow-out in the
public sector and all the other waste Labor is famous
for — and further impacted by federal Labor’s sheer
almighty incompetence.
The carbon tax has damaged our economy while other
countries have moved well away from a carbon tax.
Consumer confidence is way down thanks to those
clowns in Canberra. Federal Labor’s GST rip-off has
taken money out of Victoria and Labor’s massive debt
is growing at $135 million per day. That makes the
$200 million we are spending on the desal plant seem
minor but it really is major money, and it is distressing
when you think about it in those terms. As a state and a
country we have been impacted also by the global
slowdown created by the political left. However, in true
Liberal fashion we are taking the hard steps to get
Victoria back on track, and it is the responsible thing to
do.
In this budget there has been a big emphasis on
improving services, particularly in health, transport and
education, and importantly on productivity and jobs
growth. In health, for example, the budget provides an
extra $883 million for public hospitals and $364 million
for works, $59.6 million for cancer research,
$21 million to boost organ donation rates and
$2.6 million to support Vision 2020, as well as works at
some of the very important hospitals.
In transport there is $350 million to remove level
crossings and $171.9 million for urban rail
maintenance, which is good for the Frankston line.
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There has been so much improvement on the Frankston
line since November 2010, and there is more to come.
There is also funding for some very important roads,
like the Dingley bypass.
In education there is $200 million for capital works and
$64 million for urgent upgrades. There is $20.3 million
to buy land for future schools and $30 million for
languages education and for students with disabilities.
In the productivity and jobs area, we are boosting
transport infrastructure to get goods moving and
making improvements to training systems. We are
providing $58 million to support local businesses and,
very importantly, a 3 per cent decrease in WorkCover
premiums, which will impact greatly upon business.
There is $25 million for manufacturers to invest in new
technology, $9 million for the Building Innovative
Small Manufacturers program and $50 million to help
businesses tap into new export markets. Locally the
flow-on effects of manufacturing are significant,
because 30 per cent of the businesses in my electorate
are manufacturing businesses and a strong
manufacturing base generates employment and
promotes the local economy. Federal Labor is doing
much to kill off any manufacturing in this country due
to a number of issues, but in particular through the
introduction of the carbon tax as of 1 July. In this
budget we are doing all we can to support
manufacturing in this state.
Other great news for the Mordialloc electorate includes
$155.7 million for the Dingley bypass, which is enough
to start and finish the project. The bypass will ease
traffic congestion across the electorate and will carry
45 000 vehicles a day, taking cars off Centre
Dandenong Road, Lower Dandenong Road, Old
Dandenong Road, Warrigal Road, Springvale Road,
Boundary Road, Nepean Highway, White Street and
many other roads. It will be one road going all the way
from Warrigal Road and South Road through to South
Gippsland Highway in Dandenong. There are many
businesses between Moorabbin and Dandenong, so the
east–west connection that the road will provide is
important to the flow of traffic.
Interestingly enough, if you look at history, you will see
that Labor promised to have the project completed by
2009. Allow me to quote the former member for
Carrum in November 1999, some 13 years ago — last
century. She said:
Labor recognises the importance of both the Dingley bypass
and the extension of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway to
the long-term future of the south-eastern and bayside suburbs
and has committed to commence a 10-year program to ensure
that both those roads are constructed.
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That is a complete and utter fail.
In the last election campaign I promised $55 million
towards the Dingley bypass. Embarrassed by that,
Labor scraped together a dismal and desperate
$20 million promise just to plan the road by 2014. In
this budget the coalition has exceeded all expectations
by committing further funding to complete the whole
project, and that is significant. We promise and we
deliver.
The budget allocates $2.5 million for Dingley Primary
School. The school desperately needs more learning
and administration spaces but was left high and dry by
Labor. The allocation of $2.5 million will make the
school complete. The budget allocates $55 000 for
Kingswood Primary School. In the context of a
multimillion-dollar budget this sounds small, but it
funds a project that is important to the local community
and means a lot to them. It will fund the building of a
high, secure safety fence around the school, which will
provide much comfort to parents.
Then there is $349 million to replace with bridges the
Springvale rail crossing and two other rail crossings in
Melbourne. Since 1999 there has been lots of talk about
this by Labor, but in 2012, with a new government,
there has been action. It will make a massive difference
to the northern part of my electorate, particularly
around Springvale South.
The budget allocates $15.8 million for the planning and
development of the Monash Children’s hospital,
another project that has been talked about for many
years. We are making a start, and families in my
electorate will be very pleased. There is $39.96 million
for the redevelopment of the emergency department at
Frankston Hospital. This is another regional project that
people have heard a lot about over the years, and now it
is being done. It is very much needed in that area, and
many people in my electorate will utilise the improved
services.
The budget contains funding for improvements to
public transport, lots for education and lots for
health — and much more. There is even $336 million
to fix child protection after the shameful mess Labor
left it in. This is another big failure by Labor. Never
again should vulnerable people be so forgotten.
The budget builds on the good work this government
has done since November 2010. There have been
dramatic improvements in punctuality on the Frankston
line. The Mordialloc Creek dredging has started.
Parkdale Secondary School has already been granted
$5.5 million. Planning for several local projects has

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 22 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

begun. There have been improvements in policing and
safety, and this is noticeable in the community. We
have delivered on many election promises.
The budget is responsible, with a view to Victoria’s
future. The budget recognises and confronts the
incredible challenges — certainly some financial
challenges — that we face. It is a sensible and fiscally
responsible budget, but at the same time it is caring.
This budget has been shaped by the Labor-induced
challenges of the present, but it is very much focused
on securing for the future. The budget has an emphasis
on health, transport and education — which are vitally
important to the state — as well as productivity and
growth. Without productivity and growth Victoria
would be in deep trouble; it is vital for the continued
wellbeing of the state.
This budget contains some great news for the
Mordialloc electorate and surrounds, including funding
for the Dingley bypass, Dingley Primary School,
Kingswood Primary School, the Springvale rail grade
separation, Monash Children’s hospital, Frankston
Hospital, lots of services and much more. It is a very
good budget. The feedback I have received from my
electorate is that everybody is very happy with it. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — Unlike the previous
speaker, I rise not to praise this bill but to point to a
number of significant shortcomings of the budget. The
2012–13 budget fails Victoria on a number of the most
fundamental tasks which government should be about.
The budgets that any government delivers should be
about providing hope for a better Victoria. This budget
seeks only to spread despair and provides little or no
hope.
That so early in its term this government should be
reduced to such steps is a reflection of why so many
Victorians have turned off this government. Like a fish,
this particular budget of this particular government has
problems from its head. From the first minister, who
sleepily gazes across the political and economic
landscape of Victoria, this government is overseeing
the slow death of the hopes and aspirations of those
who elected it. This is not the government that
Victorians were promised, and this budget confirms
that. This budget takes Victoria backwards in so many
ways, and for all of that the government stands
condemned.
Having received the state finances in rude good
health — with a strong balance sheet, a AAA credit
rating and a strong pipeline of investments in critical
social and economic infrastructure — in 18 short
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months the government has managed to see the blot of
almost 50 000 jobs disappear and an increasing decline
in state revenue. That is clearly not all of the
government’s own doing, but in what it has discretion
to do it is seeking to increase state debt and strangle
worthy projects across the board, from education to
transport to health, that were in the pipeline.
I will focus particularly on health and education. Let us
consider, for instance, the $300 school start bonus —
abolished. Let us consider TAFE funding. My friend
the shadow minister and member for Eltham has
accurately said a number of times in this place that
according to the Victorian TAFE Association some
$290 million-plus is to be carved out of the system over
the next two years. It goes all the way through to car
registration being increased by $35 per year; speeding
fines, amongst others, being increased by 20 per cent;
the education maintenance allowance being rendered
almost meaningless; and the first home bonus being
abolished. Financial counselling, along with other
projects under Consumer Affairs Victoria, for some of
the most vulnerable families in the state has been
abolished. All of that is accompanied by a record
$55 billion tax take in Victoria.
We all appreciate that there are constraints on how
states in the federation operate in 2012. What the
government at a state level does reflects the critical
choices it makes. Those critical choices are based on its
public policy, its values and how it approaches the
difficult issues for government. Rather than taking the
approach of blaming everybody but themselves,
perhaps the members of this government should think
very carefully about the decisions they have made and
the propositions they will take forward over the next
two and a half years in their management of Victoria
and reconsider some of the prospects for delivering
hope to the people of Victoria. If the first 18 months are
any guide, one holds little hope in that regard.
So little hope does this government project for the
2012–13 financial year that it predicts no increase in
employment in Victoria over that time. There is no
more miserable failing of a government than for it to
concede that, given the circumstances it finds itself in,
over the next 12 months there will be an increase in
unemployment — that is, there will be no increase in
real terms in the number of jobs for Victorians.
Whilst it is disappointing in so many ways that with this
budget the government takes Victorians backwards, a
more precise analysis of the budget and its proposals
unsurprisingly also takes the district of Albert Park and
the communities of the inner south of Melbourne
backwards. I will focus on a number of those areas.
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Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr FOLEY — I hear the interjection of the
Minister for Sport and Recreation, who is at the table,
about Lakeside Stadium, where I understand New
Zealand will not be playing any state-of-origin games
any time soon. This was a fine Labor project that I
know the minister had great delight in opening in recent
times. Despite his initial reluctance, he continues to
provide opportunities for events from Little Athletics
right through to the Australian Olympic Games
qualifying competitions to take place at that great
project that I know the minister had terrific fun in
opening. It was very gracious of him to invite me along
to the opening.
Returning to the district of Albert Park, besides the
opening of the Lakeside Stadium, which is now run by
the department of the minister at the table, let us look at
how the cuts to education in particular have impacted
on the district of Albert Park and in the inner south
more broadly. A recently tabled report of the City of
Port Phillip shows that year after year over the past
three years we have seen a net increase of 7 per cent in
primary student numbers in the public schools of the
City of Port Phillip. Over that same time at the
secondary school level, mostly as a result of the
substantial investment by the former Labor government
in the state-of-the-art Albert Park College, we have
seen the numbers of students more than double. That is
an indication that when you invest and provide an
education system that reflects the community’s values
of excellence and achievement, the community will
support it.
We have seen Port Melbourne Primary School in
particular grow. We have seen Albert Park primary,
Middle Park primary, St Kilda Park primary, St Kilda
primary and Elwood primary all grow substantially as
they have built confidence in their communities. Now
we are facing a looming crisis in inner south education
as a result of the two-year holiday during which we did
not see one new dollar of capital investment put into
any of those schools. Whilst those opposite might crow
about their investment in the targeted marginal seats
that they hold, that is cold comfort for the people of the
district of Albert Park, who have seen the confidence
they placed in public education so cruelly dashed by
this government.
This is not an issue for just the people of the Albert
Park district. Recently I had the privilege of
representing the federal member for Melbourne Ports at
South Yarra Primary School in the district of Prahran.
The principal indicated to me that his only method of
managing the strength of his enrolments was to
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continue to shrink his boundary, thereby excluding
children from access to his public school. Despite the
fact that in recent times he had the opportunity of
raising these concerns directly with the Minister for
Education, he had had no result.
The position has been reached where in the district of
Albert Park the Southbank and St Kilda Road
communities are on the verge of being told by the
people at the local primary school that they are zoned
to, Port Melbourne primary, that the prospects of
sending their children to any local government primary
school are reducing, as they look to review their
boundary. This might seem a hollow threat except for
the fact that, as we speak the $25 million Albert Park
College that opened last year — again the Minister for
Education opened a fine Labor investment — has gone
from taking 5 per cent of the number of children
available in its catchment to taking more than 70 per
cent of those children in two short years. This is a
fantastic achievement by this school. However, in order
to meet that growth it has reviewed its boundaries, and
as of 2013 it has cut out all of the areas of Southbank,
St Kilda Road and South Yarra Primary School. At last
count some 30 families will be unable to send their
children to the local government school of their choice
because of the failure to match investment with the
growth that has been necessary in that area.
As if that were not a problem on its own, the other local
college in the area is Elwood College. It was sad to see
that one of the first things this government did was to
have the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development take off the table the well-advanced plans
that the former Labor government went to the 2010
election with. Labor committed to funding that college
to be both rebuilt and expanded to meet other needs in
the inner south. What did the government do in this
regard? It promised a $200 000 feasibility study to keep
the member in the marginal seat of Prahran happy and
to enable him to go out and say what a great thing it is
that he will get a $200 000 report to add to the other
three reports that tell us what we already know: that the
inner south needs at least two more schools to be
delivered for its communities. These are two more
schools that the former government had scheduled and
had committed to funding but which, after a two-year
holiday, this government continues to abandon.
The abandonment of the inner south and the district of
Albert Park more generally does not stop with
education. I draw attention to an item that I understand,
from perusing by Dr Google, is of some interest to the
member for Mornington. This is the plan by Parks
Victoria to expand a marina. The good people of
Mornington face a similar issue to that faced by the
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good people of St Kilda in relation to the Royal
Melbourne Yacht Squadron. In 2009–10 the former
government, through Parks Victoria, conducted a series
of consultations which had widespread support from
the community. There were over 130 applications and
submissions from the community supporting a project
in relation to the St Kilda pier, which was in a state of
disrepair. A report currently before the City of Port
Phillip indicates that the pier is not expected to last
much beyond 2016. There was a proposal to rebuild
that pier and incorporate within it a series of wave
attenuators that would see the large southerly swells
busted up and slowed down so as to enable the Royal
Melbourne Yacht Squadron to build an expanded
marina on the northern side of St Kilda pier. It was a
fine proposal that would have been a win for the public
and have benefited the broader community. It would
also have been a win for the Royal Melbourne Yacht
Squadron in meeting the substantial number of
commitments it had on its books in relation to
expanding its private marina.
It was with great disappointment that we learnt — not
by any public announcement but by stealth, through an
application from the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron
to the City of Port Phillip — that Parks Victoria had
indicated it was no longer in a position to support this
project, thereby forcing the Royal Melbourne Yacht
Squadron to apply on its own to the City of Port Phillip
to build a southern wave attenuator on the site. This is
essentially a 100-metre long, 30-metre wide extension
of the breakwater which, besides breaking up the
unbroken view to the south of St Kilda pier — visited
by over 1 million tourists and locals every year, making
it the most visited pier on Port Phillip Bay — would
allow the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron to
substantially expand its private marina.
The problem there of course is that having abandoned
the public infrastructure, the government had
announced that it was not in a position to support this
project. It committed it to the City of Port Phillip. It was
with great surprise, then, that we learnt from the
member for Caulfield’s media statement welcoming the
budget that there was money, part of a $21 million fund
supported by the Minister for Ports, to support this
private project. To see the anomaly between the
member for Caulfield’s apparent commitment to fund a
no doubt worthy but private benefit project as opposed
to a project for the public good — a rebuilt pier —
reinforces the point I made earlier. It shows the
disconnect between the values of this government and
the values of the people of Victoria and why, with a bit
of luck, the people of Victoria will bring this
government to an end in 2014.
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Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I rise to make a contribution to the
debate on the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012,
commonly known as the budget. I will be doing this
from three angles. The first is obviously my electorate
of Lowan, and the other two are my portfolios of sport
and recreation, and veterans’ affairs. The 2012–13
budget has been shaped by the economic challenges we
face at present. It focuses on securing a future for
Victoria. Our challenges are real and substantial. These
forces are placing real pressure on Victorian businesses
and families and on the government’s capacity to meet
community needs.
This budget sets out a clear plan to meet these
challenges and position Victoria to take full advantage
of current and future opportunities as they arise. It is
about driving economic activity and importantly
driving productivity and jobs. It is about rebuilding the
state’s finances and investing in state infrastructure,
enhancing front-line services, taking new measures to
protect the most vulnerable Victorians and meeting
community needs in health, education and community
safety. This is a responsible and necessary approach to
the 2012 budget.
I have got to say that Labor’s mismanagement left
Victoria with a $2 billion black hole. Because of
Labor’s mismanagement many Victorian major
projects are subject to serious and ongoing cost
blow-outs. We have heard about myki, we know about
the Melbourne Markets redevelopment — about
$100 million has got to be found there — and we know
about HealthSMART and regional rail. Contracts that
were signed under Labor condemned taxpayers to
many years of financial pain, and I note that the former
minister for finance, the member for Lyndhurst, is at
the table. He signed up to a desalination plant which
will cost Victorians nearly $2 million a day for the next
27 or 28 years. As we all know, Labor cannot manage
money. We just heard the member for Albert Park talk
about the Lakeside Stadium.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Springvale Rise Primary School: funding
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is that he urgently intervene to reinstate works
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previously under way at the Springvale Heights campus
of Springvale Rise Primary School in Springvale. These
works, like those that were previously under way in
similar situations at other schools in my electorate, such
as Chandler Park Primary School, Wallarano Primary
School and Noble Park Primary School, appear to have
been suspended while further sources of funding are
identified to enable them to be completed.

election commitments have leapfrogged existing
projects and commitments that were already under way
and, in some cases, very well advanced when the
change of government occurred. I urgently seek the
minister’s intervention to make sure this project can be
completed.

I will summarise the situation at the Springvale Heights
campus of Springvale Rise Primary School. I recently
visited the school at the request of the school council.
There were contractors on site during my visit who
were completing various earthworks, concreting and
other landscaping activities connected to the
development of basketball facilities at the school. The
school had literally just been advised by the department
that the works were to cease and that the contractor was
to immediately rehabilitate the site and conclude the
project forthwith. The school had previously received
two alternative plans for the basketball works from
S. J. Higgins Pty Ltd. These options were provided to
the school as recently as 15 March.

Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this evening
to raise a matter for the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, and it is good to see him in the house. The
action I seek is for the minister to consider funding elite
athletes in my electorate of South Barwon under the
Elite Athlete Travel grant program. This program is
important in assisting elite Victorian athletes to travel to
compete at national championships or international
events. The Elite Athlete Travel grant program is open
to applicants who are elite athletes as defined in the
guidelines, residents of Victoria, members of a state
sporting association and travelling to compete at a
national championship or international event.

On 8 May, which was the same day I visited the school,
I wrote to the department to express my grave
misgivings about what had occurred and to seek the
urgent intervention of senior departmental officers to
attempt to address the situation. I also placed a call to
speak with the relevant departmental officer. I was
advised that the matter had been directed to the
minister’s office. I have written to the minister seeking
his intervention. I take the unusual step of raising this
matter in this forum as the redirection of the matter to
the minister’s office appears to have slowed the matter
down rather than assisting the school by providing a
speedy escalation. The department now appears to be
unwilling to engage with this matter while the matter
sits with the minister’s office.
The bottom line is that the works have stopped literally
mid-project and the contractors have abandoned the site
at the direction of the department. The school has no
indication of the status of the broader stage 2 works.
Sections of the school have contractor’s tape around
them from where previous portables were removed.
There are no funds to rehabilitate the occupational
health and safety danger that this presents. The school
has had to use its own resources to construct a toilet
block so that the students have access to safe and
hygienic toilet facilities.
These developments, occurring as they have with the
issues that have occurred at Noble Park Primary
School, Chandler Park Primary School and Wallarano
Primary School, lead me to conclude that coalition

South Barwon electorate: elite athlete funding

As part of the coalition government’s 2010 election
commitment, 349 Victorian athletes will share in the
first round of the Victorian government’s new
$2 million Elite Athlete Travel grant program. This first
round of funding, worth over half a million dollars, will
support elite Victorian athletes to compete at the
highest level. These athletes are committed and
disciplined individuals who may face a number of
challenges throughout their sporting careers. These elite
athletes may also have had to compromise their
financial earnings whilst they dedicated time to train
and strived to qualify in elite fields. This may especially
be the case when travelling to qualify for big events in
Australia or around the world.
Elite athletes make incredible sacrifices in the pursuit of
excellence to represent their state or the country in their
chosen field of sport. Their determination and sacrifice
are rewarded by the support of their family, team
members, friends and communities who get behind
them and cheer them on to achieve their goals. This
funding will provide a much-needed leg-up to our
champions by helping out with the cost of getting to
elite sporting events. These grants, which are up to
$2000, will support our top athletes on their journey
towards success. In many cases their costs are valued in
the thousands of dollars.
The assistance provided by programs such as the Elite
Athlete Travel grant program can make a difference for
athletes achieving their dreams and competing on
national and international platforms. In order to qualify
for the program and be grant recipients, athletes must

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 22 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

be recognised by their state sporting associations as
representatives of Victoria or Australia and be eligible
to compete at the highest national or international level.
There are athletes in my electorate of South Barwon
who have applied to receive funding under the latest
round of the Elite Athlete Travel grant program. I ask
the minister to give due consideration to those athletes
who have applied for funding

Public transport: city of Moreland zoning
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport.
Today I presented a petition containing 867 signatures.
The action the petitioners and I seek is for public
transport zone boundaries to be reviewed to include all
of Moreland in zone 1.
I have raised this matter in the Parliament before, and
there are many reasons it could be appropriate for the
Craigieburn train line’s zone 1 boundary to include all
of Moreland, up to and including Coolaroo station.
There is a recently built car park at the station which
has 450 spaces and which cost $36 million and is half
empty on weekdays, whilst the car parks at Glenroy
station and Fawkner station reach capacity before
8.00 a.m. on most weekdays. A recent survey
conducted at Glenroy station showed that 52 per cent of
those who drove to the station came from outside the
city of Moreland. Moving the boundary would reduce
congestion at Glenroy, enabling it to reach its potential
as a major activity centre. Moving the boundary would
also reduce unnecessary travel, which clogs up our
arterials and negatively affects freight.
One of the many compelling reasons for all of
Moreland to be included in zone 1 is that residents in
northern Glenroy and Fawkner require it urgently. Both
areas score low on the socioeconomic index for areas,
have correspondingly low levels of car ownership and
are particularly reliant on the bus network.
Some years ago changes were made to the zone
boundaries of routes 527 and 534 and part of 542,
which put them in the zone overlap area. This has
improved patronage significantly, because people no
longer have to pay an extra $20 per week if they want
to catch the bus to the zone 1 train station instead of
driving. However, the changes did not go far enough.
Two and a half bus routes were left out: 530/531, 536
and the other half of route 542 to west Glenroy. This
means some people get off at Glenroy or Fawkner
station and can jump on a bus and continue homewards
using their zone 1 ticket if they catch the 534 or 527,
but those who get off at Glenroy or Fawkner and need
to catch the 530/531, the 536 or the 542 need to buy a
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zone 2 ticket to get to their homes in the same suburb.
Of course they drive instead — they do not walk — and
therefore they are clogging up our car parks
unnecessarily.
Including these three small bus routes in the zone
overlap area would greatly improve social equity for
these residents. It would also considerably reduce
parking demand and congestion at both Fawkner and
Glenroy. Most importantly it would improve patronage
levels — levels which could increase on the current bus
routes, which have the capacity to carry many more
passengers.
Finally, a single zone 1 in Moreland would improve
consistency in the zone overlay area across
Melbourne — for example, route 490, which services
Gowanbrae, directly borders west Glenroy — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Forest Hill electorate: ministerial visit
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I raise a matter of
importance for the attention of the Minister for
Community Services. The action I seek is for the
minister to come to the electorate of Forest Hill to visit
and meet with some of the organisations providing
valuable community and welfare services to the
residents of Forest Hill.
There are a wide range of organisations providing such
services to local residents in the electorate of Forest
Hill. Some of these organisations have employees, but
in virtually all cases the service provision is supported
by a dedicated group of volunteers. The work being
done is to be greatly commended and encouraged as
those involved continue to respond to the needs of
residents approaching their organisations for assistance.
One such organisation is the UnitingCare East
Burwood Centre. This organisation has been providing
valuable services to the local community since 1973.
The work done by the board, staff and volunteers
covers a wide range of community needs. I have had
the great pleasure of visiting this organisation several
times and seeing firsthand the good work being
undertaken.
The demand on local welfare agencies continues to
grow. The lack of leadership at the federal level
together with the economic uncertainty surrounding the
potential impacts of the forthcoming carbon tax are
exacerbating the financial challenges being faced by
many local residents and businesses. The initiatives
announced by the minister as part of the recent 2012–13
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state budget are to be applauded — for example, the
record investment being made by the coalition
government in relation to concessions to help ease the
cost of living pressures. These concessions assist
eligible householders with a range of household
expenses, including electricity, water and sewerage
expenses, and with municipal rates and charges.
Funding for concessions has increased to
$647.1 million in the 2012–13 financial year. This is in
stark contrast to the $493.2 million funded by Labor in
its last budget.

In response to me the minister wrote and said that yes,
there would be extra services as part of the project. The
whole point, however, is to get peak services. What was
promised to the community by Labor in relation to this
project was two extra peak services in the morning
going in the direction of the city and two extra peak
services in the afternoon running towards Eltham. It
was a clear commitment. It was the whole purpose of
the project. Unfortunately, however, all we have seen
since then is spin — basically words — really
meaningless promises.

I welcome the opportunity to meet with the Minister for
Community Services. I look forward to the minister’s
visit and the chance for her to meet with some of the
members of the local organisations providing assistance
to eastern suburbs residents and to discuss matters of
importance to these organisations.

All I am asking from the minister is for him to do what
he said he would do and be straight about this. Are
there going to be extra peak services in the right
direction to and from Eltham as part of this project or
are there not going to be? Will they start at the end of
this year or the start of next year, or will they not?
These are the simple questions on this project that all
people want answered. For the life of me I cannot
understand why the minister will not be
straightforward.

Rail: Eltham services
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My request is directed
to the Minister for Public Transport. The action I
request is that the minister finally clarify that the extra
services Eltham will receive from the $62 million
stabling project will be peak services and will operate in
the right direction.
This has been an 18-month-long saga — 18 months of
inaction, 18 months of simply putting off the delivery
of essential services. The previous Labor government
recognised that getting extra peak services on the
Hurstbridge line required extra stabling facilities and
extra communication services along the line. You
simply could not get any extra peak services unless you
put in that infrastructure. We worked with the
community, we got an outcome and we made
commitments to that community as part of that project.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — Work started in 2010 — yes, in
late 2010. But unfortunately there came an election, and
under this government everything came to a grinding,
absolute halt. Work on it stopped. There were
supposedly studies. We saw spurious pamphlets issued
by members in the upper house in which they claimed a
whole heap of work had been undertaken only to have
to deny it locally and say that in fact maybe the words
should not be taken literally, because nothing had
happened. Eventually, after many requests from the
public and from me in this chamber, the government
decided that Labor was right and that we needed the
Eltham stabling and the communication upgrade. Just
recently a contract has been let for that $62 million
project.

Kangaroo Hoppet: funding
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the
attention of the Minister for Tourism and Major Events.
The request I have of her is to confirm the coalition
government’s continuing support for events in our
alpine resorts — in particular the Kangaroo Hoppet
conducted at the Falls Creek resort each year in August.
For those of you who may not be familiar with the
Kangaroo Hoppet, it is conducted annually. It has three
races: the major event, a 42-kilometre event; the
21-kilometre Birkebeiner event; and the 7-kilometre
joey event.
I was introduced to the Hoppet day via former member
for Benambra Tony Plowman, who was a regular
competitor in the event. I followed his lead, albeit not
completely in that I compete in the joey, the wuss’s
version. Having said that, I can also say that others who
have competed admirably in the wuss’s version include
the member for Lyndhurst, who is at the table this
evening. I should say that I actually go around the joey
course twice to get my money’s worth, but as the
member for Lyndhurst wisely said on one occasion, the
difference between going around once and going
around twice is that the first time around is enjoyable
and the second time around is agonal. That is the one
time I have agreed with the member for Lyndhurst in
many, many years.
Mr Holding interjected.
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Dr SYKES — You did say that. That was before he
got lost. The Hoppet involves over 1200 competitors,
both local and from north-eastern Victoria in general. It
involves families, but it also involves national and
international competitors.
In our area in north-eastern Victoria we have a very
strong commitment to snow sports. Our schools,
particularly at Falls Creek and Mansfield, have
high-achieving athletes who achieve regular success in
the Victorian Interschools SnowSports Championships.
We have also produced international champions, such
as Britteny Cox from Mount Beauty and, in the
snowboarding arena, Alex ‘Chumpy’ Pullin from
Mansfield. My electorate is fortunate to have the four
major ski resorts in Victoria — that is, Falls Creek,
Mount Hotham, Mount Buller and Mount Sterling —
and also Lake Mountain, which I lease out to the
member for Seymour! These alpine resorts are very
important to our local economies. It is therefore critical
that the coalition continue to support our ski resorts.
The resorts are critical to the success of our regional
economies. I note that already the coalition government
has indicated that these ski resorts are eligible for
funding from the Regional Growth Fund. I ask the
minister to reaffirm her commitment to the Kangaroo
Hoppet.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Essendon Keilor College: funding
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education. The action I seek
is that the minister provide the urgent funding needed to
bring the facilities at Essendon Keilor College up to the
standard required to deliver the excellent programs on
offer at the school. During the 2010 state election
campaign Labor pledged $10 million towards the
redevelopment of the school. Regrettably, following the
election the Baillieu government refused to honour
Labor’s commitment. The school was again neglected
in the recent 2012–13 state budget. This is despite the
Minister for Education stating last year:
… the conditions out at that school are disgusting, they are
not safe for teachers, they are not good for those students.

Last year over 1600 people signed a petition which
acknowledged that the poor condition of the current
Essendon Keilor College facilities and the state of
disrepair of a number of buildings are adversely
affecting the education and learning experience of
students attending the college.
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I recently visited the school and got to see firsthand not
only the school’s need for funding but its commitment
to learning. Essendon Keilor College is a fantastic
school which plays a leading role in a number of
education initiatives and is recognised as a leader in
innovative practices. I urge the Minister for Education
to match the commitment to learning displayed by the
college through providing adequate funding to create a
school environment that sends students the message
that their school matters, their education matters and
their future matters.

Montrose Soccer Club: funding
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise today to call on
the Minister for Sport and Recreation to make a funding
commitment from the Strengthening the World Game
grants scheme for improvements at the Keith Hume
Fraser Reserve in Montrose. The Montrose Soccer Club
has applied for funding under this scheme to upgrade its
facilities. The project would include the construction of
additional change rooms for females and referees and
the redevelopment of the two soccer pitches through the
installation of drainage, irrigation and warm-season
grass.
I have had a close relationship with Montrose Soccer
Club over many years and cannot speak highly enough
of its commitment to growing the game at a grassroots
level. Last year I attended the small-sided football gala
day held at the Keith Hume Fraser Reserve, and I am
always encouraged to see so many young kids enjoying
the game. In a recent update from the club I was
informed as follows:
Our numbers continue to grow with over 250 registered
playing members across the juniors and seniors. We now
have 10 junior teams including our first all-girl team of which
we are very proud. Our ladies team won only their fourth
game in four years on Sunday, which is terrific, but making
that win even more special they beat the reigning premiers
that hadn’t lost a game in the last two years. The senior men’s
team are finding the Bayside premier league a challenge, but
the team structure and discipline is evident and they are a
young team so it won’t be long before we start to see some
victories come our way.

Soccer remains on the rise in Victoria as people of all
ages take up the game. My electorate is no exception,
and numerous local clubs continue to thrive. The
Montrose club in particular has done a lot of work in
planning for the future with its Towards 2015 project.
This demonstrates the commitment of locals to soccer
and to making their clubs financially viable while
ensuring that the best possible facilities are available for
the players. One benefit of projects such as this is that
the rewards are shared among the whole community.
Local schools, residents and other community groups
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are able to utilise the magnificent pitches and clubroom
facilities.
I applaud and commend the Montrose Soccer Club,
particularly Keith Pentland and also Ben Clark of the
Montrose Junior Soccer Club, for their hard work and
persistence in relation to the club’s Towards 2015
project. This project is a real opportunity to help to
continue to grow soccer in my electorate and to support
a valuable local club. The Baillieu government has
demonstrated its continued support for improving
soccer facilities across Victoria with the $1.45 million
in funding that was announced in the 2012–13 state
budget. This funding will result in many fantastic
facilities for clubs right around Victoria, and I rise
today to call on the Minister for Sport and Recreation to
ensure that Montrose Soccer Club at Keith Hume
Fraser Reserve is one of them.

Gordon Institute of TAFE: funding
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue for
urgent action with the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills. I plead with him on behalf of the community
of Geelong to reinstate the $14.5 million this state
government has slashed from the budget of Geelong’s
Gordon Institute of TAFE, known as the Gordon. This
$14.5 million equates to approximately 20 per cent of
the Gordon’s budget. In human terms it will mean that
vital teaching and administration staff will be sacked
and courses will be drastically reduced; thus training
opportunities for those who need them will be lost.
This year marks the 125th anniversary of the Gordon
TAFE, and I do not think there has been a more
important time than right now for the Gordon in
Geelong. At a time when only yesterday we saw
113 workers axed from Avalon, at a time when Alcoa is
reviewing 660 jobs at Point Henry and at a time when
the government itself has announced it is slashing the
jobs of 4200 of its own employees, including no doubt
many from Geelong, this government’s response is to
decimate the funding of the very institution that would
have played a pivotal role in retraining many of these
people, the Gordon TAFE. It is tragically ironic that the
very people who would have delivered much of that
training, the teaching staff at the Gordon, thanks to this
government are in the gun for redundancy themselves.
Geelong is blessed to have many outstanding
educational institutions, including of course Deakin
University, but not every student aspires to go or has a
realistic opportunity of going to Deakin. Many students,
for whatever reason — and many kids from a
working-class background — rely on the Gordon for
further education and choose courses which are
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practical in nature and which will provide them with a
direct link to a job, like courses in the retail sector,
courses in hospitality and courses in community work.
It is these courses that will be directly affected by this
disgracefully short-sighted funding cut. It will be the
very kids who cannot afford to miss out on some form
of vocational training who will suffer under these cuts.
What is also disappointing to many people in Geelong
is the fact that the minister and many of the
Geelong-based government members, like the member
for South Barwon, have not bothered even to defend
their actions, let alone to stand up in this place or in
public to defend the Gordon TAFE. But next week, on
Thursday, 31 May, at 12.15 p.m. at Johnstone Park the
Gordon staff are having a public meeting to voice their
concerns, and this is a chance for the member for South
Barwon and the minister to stand up and justify their
decision to these students and these teachers. I will not
be holding my breath for that to happen, though,
because they are Liberals first and Victorians second,
and unfortunately for the Gordon teachers they come a
distant last.

Disability services: Seymour electorate
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise this evening to
call on the Minister for Community Services or her
parliamentary secretary on her behalf to visit my
electorate to join me in meeting with disability service
providers and/or those involved in the sector so that
they can hear firsthand about and appreciate disability
services issues in rural areas.
I have been extremely pleased to date to know that a
key priority for the Baillieu government is to ensure
that Victorians with a disability get the care and support
they need, no matter where they live in the state. This
was evidenced by the investment of an additional
$93 million in last year’s state budget for disability
services across Victoria. That was great news, and I
was pleased to be able to convey it to many people
involved in the sector in my electorate.
I have also been very encouraged by our position with
regard to the national disability insurance scheme.
Nevertheless, I think a meeting with the different
providers and interested parties is important to ensure
that the needs of those living with a disability in
regional areas are understood and met. Those in the
regions are faced with a number of challenges that are
not always faced by those in metropolitan areas. It is
not always easy for them to access the services they
need. Often they need to travel, and that brings its own
set of challenges, because transport services are
minimal and often the distances they are required to go
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are great. It is also very important to look beyond the
person with the disability and the services they receive
to the families and the services that need to be provided
to support them.

course was provided. Indeed the member has been an
ongoing advocate for funding for this event and is
obviously a very forceful advocate for ski resorts and
the important role they play in Victorian tourism.

When we are thinking about disability services we need
to keep in mind that not everybody is born with a
disability. Some are struck with an illness or a disease
later in life. There are certainly examples of older
people in my electorate who at the age of 60 or so have
been quite unexpectedly looking after a spouse who has
had a stroke. There are quite a number of people who
struggle to navigate the system, which is unfamiliar to
them at that age.

I am pleased to confirm for the member that the
coalition government has allocated $10 000 from
Tourism Victoria’s country events program to assist
with the costs of marketing the 2012 event. As the only
Southern Hemisphere event in the 15-nation
Worldloppet cross-country ski series, this event is a
very important branding opportunity for regional
Victoria overall and it is very important to profile
Victoria as a premier alpine destination for Australia. It
is also important to secure from this event an economic
benefit for the member’s electorate. There are a range
of sporting and social events held at Falls Creek in the
days prior to the event. That helps increase the length of
stay and expenditure of visitors to the region, which of
course is why the taxpayer funds these sorts of events.

To date I have met with many people involved in the
sector — whether as providers, parents, family
members, teachers or friends — and I have very much
been inspired by their dedication. I know that in the
shire of Murrindindi there are some 250 people with a
disability, and the number in the Mitchell shire is
greater than that. They receive a range of services;
however, I am aware that some people cannot easily
find what they want or have to wait for services.
I have mentioned before in the house that there are
many dedicated people, organisations, staff, volunteers
and groups involved in this area. These include
Goulburn Options, Mitchell Community Health
Services and the Dame Pattie Menzies Centre, to name
a few. Individuals like Mark Lewis and Judy Flarherty
are also inspirational. For the reasons I have mentioned
and many others it would be worthwhile for them to
join with me — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Responses
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Benalla in his characteristic
style has advocated for funding for the Kangaroo
Hoppet, a series of three events held in his electorate.
They are going to be held on 25 August this year — —
Mr Holding interjected.
Ms ASHER — I am more than happy to respond to
the interjection, whilst I appreciate that it is disorderly.
If the member for Lyndhurst knew me well, he would
not have asked that question, because I do not have the
member for Benalla’s physical prowess that would
enable me to compete in such an event.
The member for Benalla raised the issue of funding for
the Kangaroo Hoppet with me last year, and funding of

Last year’s event had over 1000 competitors, including
visitors from Europe and North America, attending. As
the member would realise, the funding will be used to
help market the event through radio advertising,
coverage on the Suzuki Snowsports series on free-to-air
television and website development to attract more
national and international competitors and spectators to
the region. I congratulate the member on his advocacy,
and I am delighted to confirm that funding for him.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — Firstly, I rise to speak to the matter
raised by the member for South Barwon in relation to
support for our high-level athletes here in Victoria. As I
have stated in this house previously, I recently
approved the first round of grants under the coalition’s
Elite Athlete Travel grant program. I commend the
member for South Barwon because he has been active
in this chamber in supporting his community and he has
given a great summary of this important program to
support our high-level athletes in Victoria.
I have always said that I want to make sure that we see
Victorian athletes achieve their potential, and the
Premier has also strongly supported this program. This
announcement I made about a week or so ago will
provide funding assistance totalling just under $500 000
for 349 Victorian athletes. It has been provided to
enable a range of high-level athletes to reach their
potential by making it easier for them to travel to
national and international competitions or training
venues. I am pleased to inform the member for South
Barwon that over $12 000 has been provided from the
program to enable eight athletes from his electorate for
travel. The list includes Emily Bews, who will receive
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$1400 to compete in this year’s surf lifesaving
Australian titles. As we know, the Surf Coast shire has
a lot of athletes doing surf lifesaving, so Emily will get
some support. Other athletes who will get support are
Miss Jakara Anthony, who will receive $1720 to
compete in the National Mogul Championships in
Perisher this winter — we wish her all the best — and
also Cahill Bell-Warren, who will receive $2000 to
travel to compete in the surfing world tour events in
Europe.
There is no doubt that these grants will help remove
some of the obstacles facing our high-level athletes and
make it easier for them to focus on representing and
promoting Victoria and Australia. Importantly, our
athletes deserve this support so they can aspire to and
achieve their potential here in Victoria, across Australia
and hopefully across the world. Well done, and I
congratulate the member for South Barwon on his
advocacy for athletes in his electorate.
The next issue I would like to respond to is the member
for Kilsyth’s matter of funding for soccer facilities in
his electorate. I have to say the member for Kilsyth is
also a most active member, not only in his electorate
but in this chamber; he obviously talks to ministers all
the time. He is also active as cabinet secretary, so we
need to keep sweet with him in relation to that. In his
adjournment matter tonight he spoke about the support
for soccer facilities in his electorate, particularly the
Montrose Soccer Club and its Towards 2015 program,
which involves the schools. He gave a good summary
of the demands on this important soccer club.
Deputy Speaker, as you know and as we have spoken
about before in this chamber, soccer is on the rise in
Victoria, with more and more people of all ages getting
involved with their local soccer clubs.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — In fact they are being more
active more often. The coalition government is
committed to building a vibrant soccer community
across the state for the long term. So I am pleased to
inform the member for Kilsyth that I have recently
approved 10 applications for funding under the latest
round of the Strengthening the World Game program,
one of which features in his electorate. Yarra Ranges
Shire Council will receive $100 000 in funding under
the Strengthening the World Game program to
construct additional change rooms for females and
referees and redevelop two soccer pitches by installing
drainage, irrigation and warm season grass at the Keith
Hume Fraser Reserve in Montrose.
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The member spoke about the fact that we have attended
this important reserve, and a great deal of work has
been done out there. It is important to get out there and
visit this important group that has done a lot of work for
the soccer players in that community. The coalition
government understands the importance of this
program to grassroots soccer across Victoria. That is
why I was pleased to announce that the program will be
extended for a further year, with $1.45 million
committed in the recent budget. I look forward to
supporting local groups who enjoy soccer in their
communities, and I want to encourage more and more
people to take up the world game. Again,
congratulations to the member for Kilsyth on his
advocacy on behalf of his community.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I am pleased to speak in the adjournment
debate tonight. Firstly, the member for Forest Hill
raised with me the opportunity to come out to his
electorate and meet with groups, including UnitingCare
in East Burwood, who work with people who need a
range of care and support. The member for Forest Hill
has been a long-time advocate for vulnerable members
of his community. I would be very pleased to join him
and discuss with them some of the challenges they are
currently facing and the important work they are doing
on behalf of and with the community. I would also like
to have discussions about where things are heading in
the future.
The member mentioned that many who perform these
important roles in the community are volunteers. That
is very relevant given that last week was National
Volunteer Week, which recognises the important work
volunteers do in our communities in relation to people
who need care and support in a variety of ways. I want
to congratulate the member on his long-time active
involvement in the non-profit sector and his care and
advocacy in relation to both the agencies and,
importantly, the people for whom they work in his
electorate. I would be very pleased to have the
opportunity to come out, meet with the agencies he
selects and talk about the challenges they face.
In relation to the matter raised by the member for
Seymour, particularly about disability organisations in
her electorate, I would be very happy for either the
Parliamentary Secretary for Families and Community
Services, a member for Southern Metropolitan Region
in the other place, Andrea Coote, or me to come out and
have those important discussions. It is an important
time for disability agencies as they face continuing
demand, often increased complexity and uncertainty
around what is going to happen in the future. At the
same time the national disability insurance scheme is in
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negotiation with the federal government. We, too, have
some uncertainty, as we have not yet had clarity from
the federal government about what the launch sites will
look like and where to from here. But the state
government remains very committed to the need for
significant reform in the disability sector and to provide
care and support for those who need it.
The member for Seymour has been an active advocate
for people with disability in her electorate and has been
engaged in many different activities. A little while ago
she attended the launch of Is This House My Home?, a
short film acted by people with a disability who live in
community residential units. She provided me with a
copy of the DVD, which I watched with interest. She
continues to advocate on behalf of people with
disability and the agencies who support them in her
electorate. It would be valuable to have those
discussions so that we can continue to make sure that
the state government support and commitment to
people with disabilities, which is very strong, continues
to be communicated and that we continue to hear from
the grassroots and the front line of the needs and
supports that can be provided. I am very happy to
follow up with the member for Seymour directly in
relation to that matter.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Lyndhurst raised with me an issue
regarding the Springvale Heights campus of Springvale
Rise Primary School and some building works there.
My understanding from the information — —
Mr Holding interjected.
Mr DIXON — Yes, the basketball courts, which
were part of a master plan for the site. The first stage, I
understand, is a Building the Education Revolution
project, which is being completed, and then there is a
second stage of works, which is part of a master plan. I
will go into this in more detail tomorrow when I ask the
department to follow it up, but my understanding is that
those works were not funded — there was no money
allocated. I presume the school was expecting money to
flow on, but there was never any money allocated for
the basketball courts.
In terms of the remediation that was happening, I think
the only reason that might have been needed is that the
builder thought there was money or the school was
under the understanding that money was to be
forthcoming, so they started to do some of the early
earthworks to prepare for the basketball courts, and
when the funding was not there for the basketball
courts — it was never meant to be there — they had to
remediate the site. I presume that may be the context
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for that, but as I have said I will clear that up and see
why this has happened and the reasons behind it. Of
course the basketball courts could have been funded if
we had the money. As has been pointed out in many of
the budget responses today and previously, we have not
been left with a lot of money. The desalination plant
costs $1.8 million a day, which probably could have
done the basketball courts for the school.
It has also been mentioned that perhaps our
commitments are more important than the opposition’s
commitments. However, I must point out that in this
year’s budget $91 million worth of capital projects
were announced in opposition electorates compared to
$79 million for government electorates, so you can
hardly say that is us prioritising government projects
over opposition projects. However, I will talk to the
department about that and — —
Mr Herbert — You are virtually making a list in
terms of electorates.
Mr DIXON — The opposition does it all the time. I
will investigate the matter more fully tomorrow when I
have the resources of the department behind me.
The member for Niddrie raised with me the issue of
Essendon Keilor College. Unfortunately the new
member for Niddrie was left holding the baby. He may
not be aware, but his predecessor was in government
for 11 years, and as a senior minister and Deputy
Premier he failed to do anything in the boom times.
There was lots of money around and lots of
opportunities for the previous member for Niddrie to do
something about that school. The former member for
Niddrie seemed to think that it all fell apart after
November 2010, but obviously the size and the range of
maintenance issues in that school are quite horrendous,
and they have been there for a long while. They have
developed over many years.
Since we came into government we have spent a lot of
money on urgent maintenance that needed to be done.
A good example of the maintenance that needed to be
done was a door that fell off a frame — the former
member for Niddrie actually brought the door into this
place for a stunt. That just shows you how bad things
were there. The new member for Niddrie has been left
holding the baby.
We obviously are not in a position to fund all the
hundreds of millions of dollars — in fact billions of
dollars — of capital projects that we have been left
with. Many schools were led to believe that because
they had gone through a planning process they were
going to receive funding at the end. In fact many
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schools were actually promised that, and they have not
received funding. We have inherited over 200 schools
which are basically shovel ready, or at least master
planned, and which were under the false expectation
that they were going to be upgraded.
As I mentioned in my budget contribution today, the
Victorian schools plan has turned out to be a farce.
Some schools received a lick of paint in 2004, and
according to the previous government they had been
upgraded. We have a range of issues out there. There
are billions of dollars of problems — a conservative
estimate of at least $300 million in maintenance
backlog — and we are putting extra money in for
maintenance in the meantime. We have to provide a
safe environment for kids and also for their teachers, so
the extra maintenance money will be part of that. We
put extra money in this year as well because we
understand that there will be some high priorities
thrown up by the maintenance audit when it is soon
completed.
In terms of the project the member raised, I know the
school. It is a good school, and it will certainly be part
of our future budget considerations when we are
working up to next year’s budget in terms of capital
commitments.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The members for Pascoe Vale and
Eltham both raised issues for the Minister for Public
Transport. The member for Pascoe Vale raised the issue
of the minister reviewing the opportunity for the city of
Moreland to be put into zone 1. The member for
Eltham raised the issue around clarifying whether the
extra services for his electorate would be peak services.
The member for Geelong raised a matter for the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills regarding
funding for Gordon TAFE. I will ensure that those three
issues are raised with the respective ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
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.

WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
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By Ms HENNESSY (Altona) (164 signatures).
Tabled.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office:
independent financial auditor

Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Working with Children Act
2005 in relation to the giving, suspension,
reassessment and review of assessment notices, to
amend the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act 1998 and the Transport (Compliance
and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 and for other
purposes.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) presented report,
together with appendices.

Read first time.

Tabled by Clerk:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 13 to
24 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.

Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS

Auditor-General:
Management of Trust Funds in the Justice Portfolio —
Ordered to be printed
Payments to Visiting Medical Officers in Rural and
Regional Hospitals — Ordered to be printed
Tertiary Education and Other Entities: Results of the
2011 Audits — Ordered to be printed
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Public transport: Point Cook
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the current
congestion on arterial roads and inadequate public transport in
and around the suburb of Point Cook.
Petitioners are:
concerned at the failure of the government to invest in
road infrastructure to support Point Cook residents;
concerned that Point Cook residents are experiencing
inadequate public transport access and services;
concerned to ensure that before further development in
Point Cook is considered, that the infrastructure and
service needs of the current population relating to roads
and public transport are addressed.
Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
implore the Baillieu state government to provide adequate
funding in the 2012–13 state budget to ease road congestion
and provide sufficient public transport access and services for
residents in and around Point Cook.

Heritage Act 1995 — SR 34
Transfer of Land Act 1958 — SR 33
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 — SR 32
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15 in
relation to Statutory Rule 34.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Dreamtime at the G
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) —
On Saturday, 19 May, my husband, Ian, and I joined
Michael Long and thousands of indigenous and
non-indigenous people in the Long Walk from
Birrarung Marr to the MCG to watch the 2012
Dreamtime at the G match between Essendon and
Richmond. The Long Walk celebrated Michael Long’s
walk from Melbourne to Canberra in 2004 that
celebrated Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
wellbeing. I was honoured to walk alongside Michael
Long and indigenous actor Aaron Pedersen and be part
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of the wonderful atmosphere of support and recognition
of indigenous people.
Ian and I were invited to the dinner of the chairman of
Essendon Football Club along with some of my
parliamentary colleagues, including the Premier, the
member for Brighton and her husband, Ron, and a
member for Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, Wendy Lovell. We heard Nova Peris tell us her
inspiring story.
We were also delighted to watch girls from Mooroopna
Secondary College, who also attend the Wannik Dance
Academies, perform at the MCG. I congratulate
coordinator Scott Burton and artistic director Margie
Mackay on their great work with the dancers. I
particularly congratulate the dancers. I am sure the
honour of dancing in front of a crowd of almost
81 000 people will stay with them for a very long time.
The match was very exciting, with Essendon beating
Richmond by 19 points and Victorian indigenous
player Nathan Lovett-Murray scoring a crucial goal in
the last quarter. This football match showcased the
skills and talents of indigenous players, and I applaud
the AFL for its support of indigenous players, many of
whom have become legends of the game. The Long
Walk lives on through the Long Walk charity, and I
commend that charity.

Australia India Business Council: function
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — Last
Wednesday night I was fortunate to be invited to an
Australia India Business Council function at the
Windsor Hotel. I want to congratulate Ravi Bhatia for
his establishment and management of this organisation.
He has done a marvellous job for Australia-India
business relations over many years. His commitment is
absolute. There would have been about 300 attendees,
and the guest speaker was the Governor of Victoria,
Alex Chernov, who talked about the importance of
continuing to develop these relations and their
importance to the future of Australia over the next 50 to
100 years and suggested that we continue to work very
hard on improving these relations.
The inaugural Ashoka award was presented to the
federal Minister for Resources and Energy and Minister
for Tourism, Martin Ferguson. The citation for the
award noted Mr Ferguson’s enormous contributions to
Australia-India relations, specifically in relation to the
sale of uranium to India for energy purposes. I want to
congratulate Martin Ferguson on winning the inaugural
award and, above all, Ravi Bhatia for the enormous
work he does for our relationship with India and his
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absolute commitment to continue doing that for many
years to come.

Mother’s Day Classic: Horsham
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I was privileged to take part in the
Mother’s Day Classic in Horsham. This event helps
raise money for breast cancer research, remember those
who have lost their battle and celebrate those who have
survived. This event was well attended, as were many
such events across Victoria, and I commend the
organisers and the participants for their support for this
very worthy cause.

National Volunteer Week
Mr DELAHUNTY — Last week I attended a
forum in Casterton to celebrate National Volunteer
Week and the work our volunteers do in the
community. This year’s theme was ‘Volunteers —
every one counts’. Volunteers are the backbone of any
community, especially country communities, and they
provide much-needed assistance not only to
organisations but also to individuals. I believe in the
philosophy that in giving we receive, so on behalf of
the people of the Lowan electorate, I say a big thank
you to all the volunteers for their wonderful
contributions to our communities, particularly the
580 000 volunteers who work in the sport and
recreation sector.

Shire of Hindmarsh: Governor’s visit
Mr DELAHUNTY — Last week I also attended a
Hindmarsh shire reception to welcome the Governor of
Victoria, the Honourable Alex Chernov, and
Mrs Chernov. They visited Luv-a-Duck and the Nine
Creeks walking and bicycle track. They also visited the
Wimmera-Mallee Pioneer Museum at Jeparit, Lake
Hindmarsh, the Rainbow primary and secondary
schools, and the new health and fitness centre at
Dimboola Memorial Secondary College.

Rugby League: State of Origin
Mr DELAHUNTY — Tonight is the first game of
the 2012 Rugby League State of Origin series. Over
53 000 people will be in attendance. I wish the New
South Wales and Queensland players all the best in
what will be state against state and mate against mate.

North Geelong Secondary College:
achievements
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Monday, 21 May, I
had the pleasure of meeting once again with North
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Geelong Secondary College principal Mr Nick
Adamou, touring the school and, in doing so, meeting
with many teachers and students. I take this brief
opportunity to commend the members of the North
Geelong Secondary College team for their outstanding
work in providing a quality education to a school of
approximately 620 students, many of whom are
refugees and nearly 50 per cent of whom come from a
language background other than English.
The school is the base for an English language centre,
and on Monday I had the opportunity to speak with
teachers and students in the centre. Knowing the
background of these students, I can genuinely say their
commitment to learning is inspirational. North Geelong
Secondary College also has a tremendous
English-as-a-second language certificate of applied
learning program, a program that has 30 students, many
of whom are behind the eight ball themselves, some
having to run their own households and look after their
siblings and extended family because for whatever
reason their parents are absent.
North Geelong Secondary College is a great school
whose values are based around respect, excellence,
achievement and diversity. After many visits to the
school, I know that these are not just words. The
college lives and breathes these attributes, and I
commend it for that.

Coatesville Primary School: refurbishment
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — Earlier this month the
coalition government delivered a responsible budget for
2012–13. This budget is focused on living within our
means to secure the future for Victorians. Last Monday
morning at Coatesville Primary School’s assembly I
was delighted to announce that $260 000 has been
allocated for the school to commence planning for the
refurbishment of school buildings, a refurbishment that
has been needed for over a decade. The entire school
community was present, including students, parents,
teachers, the principal and members of the school
council.
Coatesville Primary School is growing rapidly. It is an
authorised International Baccalaureate primary years
program school. Coatesville Primary School strives to
develop inquiring, knowledgeable young people who
help to create a better and more peaceful world through
intercultural understanding and respect. The school
attracts high-quality staff who are committed to
academic excellence. This school has been neglected
for 11 years. The Baillieu government is meeting its
long-awaited needs by securing funding in this budget.
The principal, Louise Pearce, the school council, the
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Minister for Education and I met to discuss the
problems with the current buildings. It was obvious we
needed to fix the problem of these neglected classrooms
and build for the children’s futures by restoring the
learning spaces.
Labor’s ‘care’ slogan is hypocritical. If it cared about
education for our children, the previous government
would have acted for this wonderful school well before
now. If Labor cares about schools, why have so few
members of the opposition in their adjournment matters
sought for the Minister for Education to visit schools in
their electorates? If Labor cared, it would have used its
time in government to deliver for education and not
have waited until it was in opposition to talk about it.

National Volunteer Week
Mr EREN (Lara) — Today I would like to say
thank you to more than 6.5 million volunteers right
across Australia, of whom more than 1.5 million are
from Victoria. Just to put it into perspective, the
monetary value of volunteering is well over $11 billion.
It would be fair to say that without volunteers all three
tiers of government would be in a lot of trouble. Last
week was National Volunteer Week, which was not
only an opportunity to celebrate the wonderful work
volunteers do in our community but also a chance for
Victorians to get involved and volunteer. I pledged my
support as a volunteer at the Salvation Army Northside
Geelong Community Centre, and it is not too late for
anyone else in the community who is able to commit
some time to help others to become a volunteer as well.
It is hard to imagine a world without volunteers. Many
people would not realise it, but volunteers are the
lifeblood of our community. Most of us have direct
contact with volunteers without even knowing it. They
exist as local Country Fire Authority and State
Emergency Service members or serving meals at the
local Meals on Wheels and running local sporting
clubs, to name a few examples. Without volunteers
what would we do in our hospitals and health sector or
in other areas too many to mention?
One particularly special volunteer I would like to pay
tribute to is Jean Nelson. Jean won this year’s Anzac
Day award at the Norlane RSL in my electorate for
going above and beyond the normal call of duty. Jean
was at the inaugural meeting in 1996 of the Geelong
Legacy Club and has been a dedicated volunteer and
member ever since. I congratulate her.
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Environment: Blackburn site
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — On Monday, 30 April,
the first stage in the clean-up process of the former
Caltex site on Blackburn Road, Blackburn, began when
the site’s derelict buildings were demolished. This was
a major priority I raised with the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change soon after the state
election. After 15 years of this eyesore destroying the
amenity of the Blackburn village and the failure of the
former Labor government to act on the calls for action,
we are finally seeing results. Blackburn Chamber of
Commerce and Industry and residents should be proud
of their efforts, and I thank them for their involvement
in improving our local community.
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leader in that club he was instrumental in developing its
nippers program and its junior development and
leadership program, making the South Melbourne Life
Saving Club one of the most successful clubs — and
certainly the most successful suburban club — in
Victoria.
Bruce was instrumental in putting together the business
case and funding models that have so far seen the South
Melbourne Life Saving Club put together $3 million
worth of state, local and business funding to redevelop
its 1950s building. It is very sad indeed that Bruce will
not be around to see the fruits of his labour in that
regard. He will be greatly missed, and the hole left in
the sponsorship and leadership of the club will take
some filling.

CMA Corporation: relocation
Michael Spartels
Ms RYALL — I welcome the announcement of
plans by CMA Corporation to move its shredding
operation from Heatherdale Road, Ringwood, to a more
appropriate location. After years without hope of
realistic coexistence between CMA and Mitcham
residents and the failure of the former government to
achieve a result for the community, the move is well
overdue. I congratulate the work of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business and the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) on achieving
a positive outcome for our community. While the
company has indicated it will take considerable time to
achieve it, the move is welcome. We also welcome the
EPA’s diligence in monitoring interim activity to
ensure that residents can live peacefully. Thank you to
the Heatherdale Community Action Group and to local
residents for their persistence and for enabling a
productive relationship in my advocacy for them.

Phillip Vear
Ms RYALL — I would like to acknowledge one of
my electorate’s hardest working principals, Mr Phil
Vear, of Mullauna Secondary College. Mr Vear will
retire at the end of term, and I congratulate him on
serving his school very well.

Bruce Dorgan
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise with sadness to
note the sudden and tragic death of Mr Bruce Dorgan.
Bruce died in tragic circumstances last week, and he
leaves behind his lovely wife, Melinda, and their two
children, Ella and Flynn. Besides being a successful
businessperson and developer in his own right, Bruce
Dorgan from the Middle Park community was a
stalwart of the South Melbourne Life Saving Club. As a

Mr FOLEY — I also rise to mark the worthy
achievement of Mr Michael N. Spartels from the
Kastellorizian Association of Victoria in being
nominated Kastellorizian of the Year.

Infrastructure: federal funding
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The recent
federal budget was extremely disappointing on a range
of fronts, in particular the Gillard government’s
decision not to provide funding for any infrastructure
projects in Victoria. Despite repeated requests from the
Premier directly to the federal Treasurer, Wayne Swan,
and the Prime Minister, Julia Gillard, Victoria has been
ignored once again.
It was not only the persistent pleas of the Victorian
government that were ignored. Infrastructure
Partnerships Australia prepared a report leading up to
the federal budget which called on the government to
channel some of the money in the Building Australia
Fund to the states and territories to fund project
planning. The IPA outlined that there are still rail tracks
without standard gauge, safety concerns with more than
150 rail crossings in Melbourne alone and highways
that emergency services struggle to reach during floods.
In line with what the Premier has been saying for many
months, the IPA warned that infrastructure bottlenecks
are contributing to the productivity slump that started in
the early 2000s.
The IPA report strongly suggests that the states need
funds to develop plans for megaprojects and smaller
high-productivity projects so these can be quickly
rolled out when state and commonwealth revenues
improve. These projects need to be stimulus ready in
case further global economic shocks force the federal
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government into another economic rescue package. The
report also emphasises that just 14 per cent of the last
stimulus program was spent on productive economic
infrastructure.

all the staff, in particular Anne Crawford, as well as the
many students involved in this event, especially those
on the organising committee who spent many hours
planning and preparing for the event.

With $1.7 billion in the Building Australia Fund,
$2.7 billion in the Education Investment Fund and
$611 million in the Health and Hospitals Fund the
question must be asked: is the federal government more
concerned with retaining a war chest for the looming
federal election than with the immediate welfare of the
Australian economy?

Nunawading Swimming Club: presentation
night

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

Housing: city of Wyndham
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to commend the H3
Wyndham Alliance and the work it does to address the
issues of housing, health and homelessness in the
Wyndham community. The H3 Wyndham Alliance is a
formal partnership of local organisations committed to
health, housing and homelessness in the Wyndham
municipality.
At a time when there are already over 14 370 people on
the public housing waiting list in the north-west region
alone, investment in public housing and crisis
accommodation is critical. I know there are people in
my community who have been waiting for over a
decade for the housing support they are entitled to and
who are only able to have roofs over their heads
because of the tireless and generous efforts of member
organisations of the H3 alliance. This is a problem that
will only get worse as communities continue to grow.
The population of the city of Wyndham alone is
growing at a rate of 8.8 per cent a year.
While many groups within my community and across
Victoria are working to support vulnerable Victorians,
the state government is not. The government must take
action to help vulnerable Victorians find a place to live
by increasing funding for public housing, crisis
accommodation and support programs. The
government’s failure to invest in public housing stock
at a time when Victoria’s population is increasing is
short sighted and the decision needs to be reviewed.

Mr ANGUS — Last Saturday I was again pleased
to attend the Nunawading Swimming Club’s annual
presentation night. It was an opportunity for recognition
and awards to be given to various individuals for their
outstanding performances and contributions to the club
during the last year, both in and out of the pool. I
congratulate all the award winners, as well as those
involved in organising this event, in particular Gary
Barclay and his team.

National Volunteer Week
Mr ANGUS — Last week was National Volunteer
Week. I wish to congratulate and thank the volunteers
from the various organisations in the electorate of
Forest Hill. Their tireless and often unseen efforts
enable these organisations to operate effectively and to
serve our local community in a wide range of areas.
Well done to all volunteers.

Infrastructure: federal funding
Mr ANGUS — I again congratulate the Treasurer
and his team on the recent state budget. It is a
responsible budget which, despite being prepared in
very challenging financial times, has been well received
both in the wider community and in the business sector.
This is in stark contrast to the federal budget, which is a
classic example of creative accounting or, to put it more
bluntly, smoke and mirrors. This is not an unexpected
outcome from the irresponsible and financially
incompetent federal Greens-Labor government. The
fact that the federal budget did not provide any funds
for infrastructure in Victoria is deplorable. It is an
indictment of an ineffective Prime Minister that she
was unable to secure any funding from — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Honorary Justice Office: location
Forest Hill College: basketball marathon
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — Last night after the
house rose I had the pleasure, on my way home, of
visiting Forest Hill College’s annual 24-hour basketball
marathon. This annual basketball marathon has been
run for over 20 years and raises funds for various
charities as well as for college facilities. I congratulate

Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I wish to raise an issue
relating to justices of the peace. Justices of the peace
(JPs) are required to give their name and address when
signing official documents such as affidavits and
statutory declarations. In 2009 the Honorary Justice
Office, the HJO, advised JPs that they need no longer
give their home address but could give the HJO office
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address, then in Lygon Street, Carlton, to protect their
privacy. At the same time the HJO offered to provide
JPs with stamps with the HJO’s address. Many took up
that offer. In February 2012 the HJO sent a newsletter
to JPs. The newsletter mentioned that the HJO’s office
had moved and gave a PO box for contact. The
newsletter did not advise JPs that their stamps with the
Carlton address were no longer valid. Upon inquiry the
HJO advised that the Carlton address was no longer
valid and the stamps must be replaced with new ones
showing the new address.
I sincerely hope this issue does not give rise to the
potential legal debacle that accompanied police officers
admitting that they did not properly swear affidavits. It
seems to be advisable that all justices of the peace be
provided with the information they require to update
their stamps if they had used the HJO’s previous
address. I hope this does not create the sort of legal
farce we saw previously.

Greek community: achievements
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Today I pay
tribute to Mr Steve Kyritsis, who recently wrote a book
entitled Greek-Australians in the Australian Armed
Forces — World War I and World War II. It is said that
freedom is not free. Our nation remains free due to the
toil and sacrifices made by untold thousands of
Australian veterans, including men and women of
Greek descent, who served in the Australian armed
forces in World War I and World War II. Those who
enlisted in the first Australian Imperial Force came
from both sides of the world. The Greek and Australian
places of birth of enlistees include Sparta,
Maryborough, Kythera, Hamilton, Port Adelaide,
Cyprus, Collingwood, Patra, Bendigo, Ithaca, Bathurst,
Hania, Carlton, Corinth, Athens, Melbourne, Piraeus,
Kefalonia, Salonika, Kastelorizo, Rosebud, Nicosia,
Gippsland, the Aegean, Macedonia and Prahran.
Sergeant Nick Rodakis won a military medal and a US
distinguished service cross in Belgium whilst serving as
a machine-gunner. He was honoured for extraordinary
heroism, courage and fearlessness in battle. The mighty
Angelo Barbouttis was killed in action in New Guinea
fighting like a human war machine in combat with the
enemy. He died at the age of 23.
The Greek contribution to Melbourne, Victoria and
Australia is well established, highly valued and destined
only to further grow and deepen. Steve Kyritsis is a
man who can be relied upon to carry your last words
from a front-line trench. In civilian life he worked up to
17 hours a day providing for his family; he translated
that work ethic and dedication to his writing.
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Rachael Woolley and Katina DeStatis
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The
electorate of Narre Warren South is blessed with some
remarkably kind and talented people. I recently had the
pleasure of hosting a morning tea with the shadow
minister for disability services, the member for Yan
Yean, to recognise Rachael Woolley and Katina
DeStatis for being named as Victorian finalists in the
2012 Barnardos Mother of the Year awards. Rachael is
the mother of five young children. Her eight-year-old
twins, Jake and Cooper, both suffer from severe,
non-verbal autism, and her five-year-old son, Dylan,
has Asperger’s syndrome. Following the birth of her
twins Rachael became involved with a local multiple
birth association to provide support and assistance to
those in a similar situation to her own, and is now a
staunch advocate for the rights of autistic children.
Katina is also the mother to five children and for the
past six years has fostered children with disabilities.
Both women have displayed enormous courage and
determination, enduring incredible hardships yet
remaining humble and willing to help those in need.
They are true inspirations and fabulous mums.

City of Casey: volunteer awards
Ms GRALEY — I would also like to make special
mention of those from my electorate who were
recognised at the 2012 Casey volunteer awards held last
Friday. Nominees included Brian Regan, Colin Smith,
Michelle Barnes, Paul Bradley, Vicki Harding, Michele
Halsall, Kerri Harris, Julie Hughes, Russ Pearce, Jean
Read, Wendy Saunders, Pat Stone, Wayne Taylor and
Paul Wright — all terrific people.
The Casey Community Flood Support Group, led by
the indefatigable Michele Halsall, received the Casey
Volunteer Group award. It was well deserved. The
Casey Volunteer Organisation award went to the Balla
Balla Community Centre for its wonderful volunteer
program. Rosemary and Keith Savage were recognised
for their work with the local volunteer transport service,
winning the Casey Volunteering Pair award.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Rowville Secondary College: student award
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate Rowville Secondary
College year 10 students Daniel Donovan, Samuel Goh,
Joshua Hangar and Sam Stephens, who received an
award for their entry to the Cultural Diversity Quest
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2012. Their winning entry entitled Kesepakatan — The
Deal is a short film in Indonesian about the cooperation
between the Australian and Indonesian police to foil an
international wildlife smuggling racket.

Fairhills Primary School: facility opening
Mr WAKELING — I congratulate the staff and
students of Fairhills Primary School for organising a
great community event to celebrate the opening of their
new school building. Fairhills is a great local school,
and I am pleased to see that the facilities at this school
will be improved in the future as part of the coalition
government’s commitment to invest $4 million in the
school during its first term in office.

Planning: city of Knox
Mr WAKELING — Issues concerning planning
around Mountain Gate in Ferntree Gully have been of
concern to many residents for a number of years. I was
pleased recently to meet with a number of concerned
constituents of the Knox municipality and with the
mayor and representatives from Knox City Council.
The parties recognised the need for Knox City Council
to develop a structure plan in consultation with the local
community to help guide future planning in the suburb.

Ferntree Gully electorate: youth council
Mr WAKELING — The Ferntree Gully electorate
youth council met recently with Ed O’Donohue,
Parliamentary Secretary for Transport in the other
place. The meeting was highly successful, with all
students engaging in a wide-ranging discussion about
the current operation of driver education plus the
impact of hoon legislation and restrictions on P-plate
passengers.

Health: volunteer awards
Mr WAKELING — I would like to take this
opportunity to thank the community representatives
who recently participated in the selection of the award
winners in this year’s Minister for Health Volunteer
Awards program. I can say in my capacity as the chair
of the judging panel that we had a very strong field
from which to select.

Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission: legislation
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — The
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Bill 2012 is commented
on in the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC) Alert Digest No. 8. The Baillieu-Ryan
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government went to the election with all guns blazing
on the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC). Its claims ended with a popgun
discharge. In Alert Digest No. 7, SARC raised two very
serious questions to the Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission. As
was drawn to the house’s attention on Tuesday, the
minister failed to answer these two very specific
questions. The Parliament and, most importantly, the
courts need these questions answered. Without answers
valuable court time will be wasted because of the
minister’s refusal to provide clarity to derivative use
immunity provisions in section 33 of the IBAC bill.
The minister has form on his refusal to provide SARC
with specific answers to very specific questions on
derivative use immunity provisions, and we saw that
previously in relation to the Victorian Inspectorate Bill
2011. The minister should take note of page 15 of Alert
Digest No. 8 and the specific question: does the new
section 33A permit IBAC to disclose information to
defendants in proceedings that did not result from an
IBAC investigation — that is, ones that preceded, were
the subject of or were independent of an IBAC
investigation. This house requires answers, SARC
requires answers and the courts require answers;
otherwise valuable time will be wasted.

Opposition: performance
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise today to
condemn the opposition for trying to con Victorians
with the new ALP slogan ‘Labor cares’. What a con;
what a joke! Labor is still trying to pull the wool over
the eyes of hardworking, decent, honest Victorians.
Labor is going to trot out all over Victoria pretending to
hold its 100 community ‘Labor cares’ forums.
If Labor members cared, they would be sticking up for
Victoria and telling the Gillard government the ALP
carbon tax is going to hit Victorians hard, with
exploding costs of living and expected job losses for
Victorian families. If Labor members cared, they would
not have signed up to the desalination plant mess that
will cost Victorians $2 million per day every day for the
next 30 years. If Labor members cared, they would not
be engaging in the disgraceful tactics of using Victorian
job losses to score cheap, nasty political points. If they
really cared, they would publicly show their concerns
about escalating building and construction costs that are
crippling infrastructure projects in Victoria.
The truth is Labor let Victoria down badly with its
neglect and poor management over 11 years. The Labor
government failed to plan and left Victoria in a mess. If
Labor members really cared, they would not have sold
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27 000, 10-year electronic gaming entitlements for just
$980 million, gaining $3 billion less revenue than the
assessed fair market value of these assets. Opposition
members should be ashamed of the legacy the former
government has left Victoria. Case after case confirms
Labor’s reputation for squandering taxpayers money.
More than $4 billion was wasted by the previous Labor
government on waste, incompetence and
mismanagement. We can never go back to Labor
because Labor members just do not care.

Glenhuntly Athletic Club: awards
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I was very pleased to
attend the presentation of awards at the Glenhuntly
Athletic Club following the club’s 2012 summer
season. It was a very enjoyable evening, with members’
friends and family in attendance. There was a fantastic
feeling of team spirit and friendship in the room. The
Athletics Victoria Summer Shield was presented to
Glenhuntly’s division 1 male competitors by Athletics
Victoria’s club development officer, Tim Crosbie.
The award was very proudly accepted by the senior
men’s team captain, Will Little, and the team manager,
Andrew Weerasekera. Andrew did an extraordinary job
each week in liaising with Athletics Victoria and
members of the senior men’s team. As Will indicated,
Andy does all this work because he wants to put
something back into the club he loves and wants to help
his mates enjoy success.
On the night, awards were presented to athletes from
the junior level through to senior level, and I was
particularly pleased to present the trophies to senior
award winners Tyse Axford, Andrew Weerasekera,
Anna Ross, Josie O’Sullivan and Anna Thompson.
Glenhuntly Athletic Club has a proud history of
90 years of endeavour and success, and I am very
honoured to be co-patron of this great club with Ron
Clarke, MBE. The club boasts an impressive record of
26 Olympians, 33 Commonwealth Games
representatives, 32 Australian champions and 3 world
record breakers. The club continues to focus on
encouraging the spirit of teamwork and of members
helping each other while always striving to increase
membership to ensure that many more young adults can
participate and compete in athletics events. I
acknowledge the ongoing work of the club president,
Max Binnington, and in particular the work of Trevor
Vincent, who has for so many years been the face of
Glenhuntly Athletic Club. Well done to all at the
Hunters — may your successes and proud history
continue.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Harlequin Rugby Union Football Club:
50th anniversary
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On 12 May I was invited
as a guest of the Harlequin Rugby Union Football Club
at a lunch commemorating the 50th anniversary of its
1962 win over Melbourne University and to support the
injured players benefit fund. Just as happened 50 years
ago, the mighty Quins triumphed in the matches played
on the day, this time with a much more resounding
result. The score of 80 to 10 in the seniors was matched
throughout the day with all the juniors coming away
with wins, and I thank Conway Taylor for his
invitation.

Alamein neighbourhood and learning centre:
grant
Mr WATT — On 17 May I had the privilege of
presenting a certificate to the Alamein neighbourhood
and learning centre for its successful grant of $22 913
to help it better suit the needs of learners in eastern
metropolitan region. The grant will help the Alamein
neighbourhood and learning centre to expand its
services, improve efficiency, offer new courses and
increase the participation in and attainment of learning.
I congratulate Jill Hitchcock and Margaret Jamieson on
their efforts.

Police: Ashburton station
Mr WATT — The upgrade of the Ashburton police
station is well under way. The $500 000 project is part
of the Victorian coalition government’s commitment to
delivering a stronger police presence across Victoria.
The state government committed to upgrading the
Ashburton police station last year, and this promise is
now being cemented. The works include refurbishment
and realignment of the reception area and front counter
in accordance with current design guidelines. The
works were part of the state government’s investment
of more than $30 million in last year’s budget for new
and upgraded police stations.
The new look Ashburton police station will provide
improved policing facilities that will help police protect
and serve the local community now and for years to
come. Strengthening community safety in Victoria is
one of the government’s highest priorities, and this
unprecedented investment in law and order will ensure
our police have modern, well-equipped facilities.

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 23 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

Higher education: spatial information services
programs
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — With recent changes
in the state budget, the only provider delivering the
advanced diploma in spatial information services will
no longer be able to deliver this course due to severe
funding cuts. This will result in a skills shortage for
infrastructure projects in the spatial and surveying area.
Government funding per student contact hour for this
course is $2. The number of hours required for this
diploma is 1000. The maximum number of students
who can be enrolled is 25. Therefore the total
government funding is only $50 000. Every TAFE
teacher teaching the advanced diploma teaches for
720 hours per year. A course that runs for
approximately 1000 hours needs 1.39 teachers. The
basic salary and on-costs for 1.39 teachers are around
$130 000. This shows the government’s funding of
$50 000 will leave an approximately $80 000 gap just
for the teachers’ salaries. If we count the cost of
classrooms, administrative support, equipment charges
and overheads, either students will need to pay very
high fees or this program will be closed.
These qualifications are vital for infrastructure
development projects, as spatial information services
incorporates surveying. The industry sector has strong
support in this area. It provides a pathway to a bachelor
degree for spatial or surveying students. There might be
a number of programs similar to this, and it would be
unfortunate if these programs were slashed as it would
be very difficult to start them again. The government
should rethink and reconsider reversing these draconian
cutbacks — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Opposition: performance
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Hear, hear, the
member for Kilsyth — Labor just does not care!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
making statements by members has passed.

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

2203

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Today I grieve for
the people of Frankston, and for the lack of
parliamentary standards of the Baillieu government.
Deputy Speaker, as you are well aware, being a
member of this place is an honour. It is a privilege to be
a member of Parliament. It is not a part-time job. The
Premier may disagree, but it is not a plaything. This is
something that we devote ourselves to 100 per cent.
We are well remunerated. Whether it is through our
wages or our allowances, we are well resourced as
members of Parliament, with a car, with phones, with
computers, with an electorate office and with staff. We
get these significant resources provided by the
Victorian taxpayer so we can effectively deliver on our
responsibilities, which include representing the
communities that elected us and advocating on behalf
of our constituents. That is the responsibility of
everyone in this chamber, be they a backbencher, be
they a shadow minister, be they a minister or be they a
leader of any of the parties in this place — that is our
responsibility. We are not here to hold down another
job. That is not the expectation of the voters who
elected us to this great position. We are not here to
profit from our privileged position. We are not here to
exploit taxpayer-funded resources for private
commercial benefit. We are not here to obtain financial
advantage through deception, fraud or misconduct in
public office.
Both the Parliament and the broader public take a very
dim view of parliamentarians engaged in inappropriate
or criminal behaviour, and so they should, because
where there is such criminal behaviour, if found guilty,
a member is ineligible to sit in this Parliament. Any
member found guilty of using the taxpayer to make a
profit forfeits his or her responsibility to represent their
community. It is a simple proposition, although not
everyone in this place may comprehend it. People vote
for us to represent them, not to represent the interests of
their own private business.
‘Frankston has done very well out of this government’,
says the arrogant Premier. The people of Frankston
have never had it so good, according to the Premier.
The Premier is as deluded about that as he is about his
contention that there is not a jobs crisis in Victoria.
Unemployment in Frankston has jumped from 5.39 per
cent before the 2010 election to 7.58 per cent; that is an
increase of over 40 per cent. On 11 April, the Age
reported, particularly highlighting Frankston, that
Melbourne’s south-east has the highest number of
bankruptcies. Demographer Matthew Deacon
of.id consulting said that the number of bankruptcies in
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Frankston was surprising, as it was not an area of high
population growth. This is his quote:
You could say that 3977 (the region including Cranbourne)
has exploded, while Frankston has done almost nothing.

Is that what the Premier was referring to when he said
Frankston has done very well out of this government? I
am sure there are small businesses in the Frankston
region that would love the opportunities that one very
special business seems to have enjoyed over these last
18 months. I am sure there would be hundreds of
businesses in the Frankston region doing their level best
to avoid bankruptcy, hundreds of mum and dad
enterprises that are struggling in this current economic
environment to keep themselves and their staff
employed, that would benefit greatly from some
magical financial assistance. I am sure they would love
a leg-up.
Think of it: deliveries made free of charge. What a
boon! With a simple swipe of a card, the crippling fuel
costs would be banished; they would be gone. If the
cost of transporting goods interstate is holding your
business back, a free of charge Ford Territory is quite
good transport over long distances. A 1400-kilometre
round trip to Adelaide is a breeze! You could have
happy paying customers throughout our great nation
under the stars of the Southern Cross — well, at least in
South Australia, New South Wales and the Australian
Capital Territory. This magical financial assistance
could get you through the hard times. The only problem
would be if this benefit were not for all businesses in
Frankston but only for a few very special businesses —
actually one in fact. What if is this advantage is secured
by defrauding the taxpayer?
The rules are very clear for the use of vehicles by
members. They include:
Vehicles should not be used for commercial purposes.

Further:
It is the member’s responsibility to ensure the person(s)
authorised to drive the vehicle does not use it for commercial
or illegal purposes.

And in regards to the fuel card, the rules state:
You must not use the card for any customer loyalty points or
for a personal benefit.

There is also a more ancient rule which goes back to the
scriptures: thou shalt not steal.
How outraged would the communities of Melton or
Footscray or Frankston be if a member of Parliament
breached these crystal clear rules? How disgusted
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would they be if one of their parliamentary
representatives instructed his or her commercial staff —
his or her private staff — to use his or her parliamentary
car for commercial purposes, not just once but
repeatedly, with a rider to his or her staff that if anyone
asks questions about why they are using the
parliamentary car to tell them it is for personal use and
not for commercial use? How disgusted would they be?
If that was the case, it would suggest that that member
knew the rules very well and knew what to say to try to
hide their breach of them.
What about residents and individuals being able to
contact their members of Parliament? This is a vital part
of our work. We meet with constituents in our
electorate offices and we also meet our constituents
around our communities, be it at their businesses, with
community organisations or at their homes. In the inner
city you may well be able to get around and talk to your
constituents via public transport, but in the outer
suburbs, with large electorates like Cranbourne or
Frankston or Monbulk, you need your car to get
around, talk to your constituents and do your work.
This arrogant and out of touch Premier claims that
Frankston has never had it so good. Tell that to the
students and teachers at Chisholm TAFE. I refer to an
article in the Frankston Weekly, which states:
State budget cuts to Chisholm Institute of TAFE, which
includes a Frankston campus, are worse than first
estimated — the damage is now more than $25 million …
…
The institute is the biggest training provider in Melbourne’s
south-eastern suburbs …

Chief executive officer Maria Peters is reported to have
said:
… given the magnitude of the cuts, it is more than possible
there will be job losses and the likelihood that some of our
current courses will not run.

Asked if campuses will have to close, she was quoted
as having said that the ‘astonishing level of cuts’ risked
the institute’s capacity.
Given the massive and unprecedented cuts to TAFE,
the community of Frankston would naturally want to
engage their representative. They would want to show
their local MP around the Frankston campus and have
them engage with the students who Ms Peters says, and
I quote:
… achieve great job outcomes or go on to further study either
with Chisholm through its own degrees or through our
university partners.
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She would want students to talk to their local MP about
the importance of the courses at TAFE.
What about schools in the Frankston electorate that
have had the school component of the education
maintenance allowance (EMA) slashed and families
who have had their School Start bonus abolished? This
has affected low-income families throughout Frankston
and every single school in the Frankston region. The
EMA provides direct assistance for vulnerable children
to have access to basics such as books, excursions,
activities and computers, and without it parents will be
expected to cover these costs in full.
School communities are reeling from the decisions of
the Baillieu government — this so-called good news
the Premier has delivered for Frankston. Like Chisholm
TAFE, schools in Frankston would want to speak to
one of their government representatives; they would
want a member of the government to front up to school
council meetings and hear about the impact of these
callous decisions. They would want their representative
there, attentive and responsive. Yet it would be hard for
a member to get anywhere and discharge their duties if
they did not have access to their car, and certainly if
rather than doing their job and engaging their
community they had sent the car, packed to the rafters
with commercial products, to a job delivery in New
South Wales.
I cannot think of a situation in which an MP would not
be aware of the location of his or her parliamentary car.
We all know where our cars are. Worse than that, it
would be hard for a member to visit Chisholm Institute
of TAFE or any school in Frankston if they themselves
were delivering the commercial products in their car. If
they themselves were driving to regional Victoria — to
Sale, for example — it would be hard for them to
discharge their duties in their electorate.
If a member of Parliament had a commercial business
on the side and one of their employees took the keys of
their taxpayer-funded vehicle and disappeared to South
Australia for three days, surely that would raise alarm
bells. Not only would the member be left stranded at
home, unable to travel around his or her electorate, the
car would be stolen and the theft would surely be
reported to police. The only reason why a member
would not report to the police such an action by an
employee would be if that action was sanctioned by the
MP. Indeed, if the car were packed to the brim with
commercial products to benefit the member and his or
her business and it were sanctioned by the member, it
would be a criminal matter.
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Such a breach of parliamentary standards, such a
contravention of the rules surrounding MPs’ resources,
such a violation of the trust between MPs and the
people who elected them — such an absolute breach of
the trust between the community and MPs — would
appear very much to be a criminal matter. Such
behaviour could be exposed firstly by people being
prepared to be whistleblowers and secondly by a
thorough investigation by Victoria Police.
We are elected to this place to represent the
communities that elected us and to advocate on their
behalf, not to be part-time MPs, not to run businesses
on the side, not to use the resources of the Victorian
taxpayer to make a profit and take a personal benefit. If
we go down that path, we enter into criminal territory.
These matters should be investigated. Given that the
Speaker does not have the power to compel an MP, any
other individual or any company to respond to any
questions or produce any documentation, the only way
to get to the bottom of such criminal allegations is an
investigation by Victoria Police. That should
immediately occur.
I am not talking about some hypothetical situation in
which an MP uses taxpayer-funded resources to make a
commercial profit; I am not talking about a hypothetical
situation in which, rather than the Speaker
investigating, it should be Victoria Police; I am talking
about someone who should be in the chamber now but
is not — I am talking about the member for Frankston.
The behaviour of the member for Frankston should be
investigated by Victoria Police — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, we are now straying into specific allegations. I
ask you to bring the member back to the debate rather
than attacking individual members of Parliament.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
point of order. I note that the member was being careful
until those last few seconds. I advise other members to
be careful when they are speaking if they are on the
same topic.

Former government: performance
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I grieve today for regional and rural
Victorians at the very prospect that the Labor Party
could ever return to be the government of the great state
of Victoria — it would be a sad day.
The budget the government recently delivered in this
very place is replete with the rationale as to why it
would be a sad day if the Labor Party came back as the
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government of Victoria. In the recent budget we
ensured a AAA rating for the state of Victoria. We
provided a surplus. We have been able to begin the task
of building Victoria’s budget capacity again, and we
have also been able to peg the debt that would have
blown out of control had Labor remained in
government. All this has happened with the background
of the global financial crisis and the problems that have
arisen because of the high Australian dollar, but the
outcome of it all is that we have now provided a strong
foundation for Victoria’s budget. What business and the
people of Victoria need is the assurance that the state
has a strong budgetary position, and we have been able
to deliver it for them. Had Labor stayed in government
or, worse still, if it were ever to return to government in
Victoria, we would see a totally different position.
We are now having to deal with what Labor so proudly
calls its legacy — and what an appalling mess of a
legacy it is. We face the prospect of recurrent losses
occurring in our budgetary situation in Victoria. It
would inevitably have blown out to be billions of
dollars in the red on an annualised basis. We would
have seen the same situation as we now see in
Queensland, which this year is looking at about a
$2.8 billion recurrent loss — and it will get worse. Our
debt would have blown out as it is blowing out in
Queensland — it is about $65 billion now, going to
$85 billion over the forward estimates period.
We would have seen the same thing happen in Victoria,
because as we well know Labor simply cannot manage
money. To see this you only have to look at anywhere it
has been. It is like a scourge across the budgetary
management of Australia. If Labor is in government,
we see appalling financial management. Whether it is
Queensland, New South Wales, here in Victoria or
federally — with that joke that passes for a federal
budget — you see the same thing: if you put Labor into
government, you get these disasters happening. It
would be a black day for regional and rural Victorians
if we ever saw Labor back here in government.
What about the major projects? How about the pipeline,
which $750 million went into? In this recent budget we
were able to provide $7.5 million to Mirboo North
Secondary College in my electorate. If that pipeline had
not been built, if Labor had not wasted that
$750 million, 100 Mirboo Norths could have been
delivered — but Labor burnt the money.
What about the desal plant? About $2 million a day will
be burnt on this for the next 28 years or thereabouts. In
this budget we have provided about $15 million for a
facility at Waurn Ponds, a new police station co-located
with a new SES station. It will cost about $15 million.
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We could have built one of those a week for every one
of the next 28 years on the back of what Labor has
wasted on the desal plant. It was just appalling
mismanagement, and you can ream through them.
There is myki, which we have had to rescope to fix up.
There is the regional rail project — a great project but
we have had to rescope it and fix it up. It would have
helped if Labor had put trains into it. It was a very good
idea but it would have helped if they had funded the
trains. Then there are the ICT projects; another disaster
where $1.4 billion was wasted. There is the sale of the
electronic gaming machine entitlements — $3 billion
down the hole. You can just imagine that if Labor ever
got back into government we would see the same thing
again. As opposed to that, what we now have is the
strong foundation Victoria needs to be able to see its
way forward.
In the midst of all of this I am proud to say that the
regions have arisen. The regions are back in business in
Victoria, not like they were in Labor’s day. If ever you
wanted to see a great demonstration of that, you could
have done so at the recent regional expo we conducted
at the convention centre in Melbourne. Unfortunately,
and I stand to be corrected, not a single member of the
parliamentary Labor Party was in attendance. I stand to
be corrected, but there were certainly none that I saw on
the three days I was there. It is just an indicator of what
they really think. They do not care. Despite the
so-called rhetoric of this last weekend at their state
conference the practical fact is that they do not care.
Labor does not care. They do not care at all, let alone
care about the regions.
In this budget we as a government have been able to
demonstrate once again the enormous value we place
on regional areas of the state of Victoria. We
understand that about 25 per cent of the population
lives in these great areas. We understand that we are
now responsible for about one-third of the state’s
exports. Fancy last year being able to produce about
$8.1 billion worth of exports of food and fibre from the
regions. It was a fantastic effort, a great effort, and led
by a wonderful minister too, I might say. That is but
one example of the contribution the regions make.
We as a government are anxious to support those
communities, and we are doing it in a variety of ways.
There is the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund. I was
able to demonstrate to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee only a few days ago how even at
this stage through the fund’s investments and influence
in the five regions of regional Victoria we have about
380 individual projects running right across regional
parts of the state. They are creating jobs, jobs, jobs.
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They are enabling people to have the dignity of work,
and it is very important that we continue these
programs so that they can support that job creation and
the ongoing development of those important industries.

government. It is a great tribute to everybody involved,
and the local member has worked hard to achieve it.

The Regional Growth Fund is doing great things for the
regions of Victoria. It was only ever a dream under the
former Labor government. It could not conceivably
have delivered the amount of money we have been able
to allocate to the regions. Of course we have continued
with the $160 million program for roads and bridges
that is being delivered to the 40 municipalities that are
able to share in it — $1 million a year for each of the
four years on top of their existing funding resources.
Again this is something that Labor could never ever
have done because Labor does not care. It simply does
not care about the regions.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I apologise
for interrupting the Deputy Premier, but I must say that
if the member for Murray Valley and the member for
Macedon wish to have a conversation, they should
leave the chamber.

There is $630 million for the Bendigo hospital. We
have added $102 million to what Labor was going to
do. Labor members just cannot get over the fact that
they got done. They cannot accept the fact that we are
going to build these great projects right through
regional Victoria. I pause to say, going back to the desal
plant for a moment, that without taking any water we
are continuing to sustain losses of about $654 million a
year on that project. We could build a brand-new
equivalent of the Bendigo hospital year on year for the
next 28 years on the back of the money Labor has
burnt.
In the area of health, many areas across the state have
been the beneficiaries of our budget, and not the least of
those is Frankston.
Ms Duncan interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Macedon should cease interjecting in that manner.
Mr RYAN — In each of the last two budgets
$40 million or thereabouts has gone into the electorate
of Frankston. It has been a magnificent outcome for the
people of Frankston. Similarly when you look at other
parts of the state we have many great projects starting
in the health arena. That is not the least of it.
In the area of policing we have committed to the
recruitment and deployment of 1700 front-line
operational police together with 940 protective services
officers (PSOs), and what a great story it is on all
fronts. You only need to look around the state to see
examples of where our strategy has been given effect.
Take just one example, the electorate of Frankston,
where more than 45 police officers have been added.
Throughout the state this is the biggest increase in
policing in one individual location since we came to

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr RYAN — How well the PSOs policy is going.
The great thing about the PSOs policy is that it is now
supported by everybody in the house. The member for
Altona issued a press release in February which said:
Ms Hennessy said commuters at all our local stations are
missing out because the Baillieu government has bungled the
rollout of what was considered its flagship law and order
policy.

The fact is we are rolling out the PSOs, and what a
great job they are doing. They have been at Flinders
Street and Southern Cross stations, and now they are at
Footscray station. They are coming to a station near
you, Deputy Speaker. Ms Hennessy’s press release
goes on to say:
… protective service officers cannot be deployed to most
local stations because the Baillieu government has failed to
develop the details of the policy and invest in crucial facilities
such as toilets and detention facilities.

I refer the member to the budgetary announcements we
have made. It is happening. Members on the other side
of the chamber do not like it; they cannot stand it. But
we have provided funding for the next 66 stations, and
it is going to happen. They cannot hack it.
The member for Bendigo West has also made a bit of a
plea for the provision of PSOs at Bendigo. Just this
week the member for Dandenong said in the
Dandenong Leader in response to the second rollout of
the PSOs at Footscray, ‘Make Dandenong a priority’. I
have statements about Ballarat. There are reams of
them. The member for Cranbourne is out there pleading
for the provision of PSOs. I am delighted to see that this
far-sighted policy enjoys such generous support across
the whole of the Parliament. It is a wonderful thing to
see.
In the education and skills area there is $225 million.
As a state we have a proud history of being able to
provide skills training for our students across Victoria,
and we are going to make the whole system sustainable.
Labor knew back in 2008–09 that its measures would
not be sustainable. It opened up the market and could
not handle it. Labor said last year, ‘It is going to be up
by $100 million’. How much did the costs go up? They
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went up by $500 million. That is utterly unsustainable.
We intend to put the system on a sustainable footing,
because this is an important service for our students
right across the regions and Victoria at large.
In relation to emergency services provision, we are
building more fire stations and buying more vehicles.
There is a $200 million-plus agricultural program,
including $60 million for the future food policy. These
things are vital to the future of the regions of Victoria.
The great thing is that the money that is going into
these regions is unequivocally, without a doubt, a
record amount. We are now pumping this into the
regions of Victoria. That is why I grieve on behalf of
regional Victorians at the very prospect of Labor again
being in government. Labor cannot manage money. We
have now injected an absolute record amount of money
into the regions.
What would people face as an alternative? They would
have a Labor Party that had lost its way. It is a policy
vacuum; it is absolutely leaderless. It is now reverting
to type. It backed — do you mind? — the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union at the conference
last weekend. It is now grappling with how it will
defeat the Greens on 21 July in what was once one of
its blue-ribbon seats. What a pathetic bunch they are on
the other side of the chamber, Her Majesty’s loyal
opposition! It is lost in the wilderness, and may it long
remain. Regional and rural Victorians well understand
that electing Labor to the task again would be an
unmitigated disaster. It is the coalition government
which is looking after the regions, and it will long
continue.

Rail: Frankston line
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Today I grieve
on behalf of those commuters who rely on the
Frankston train line. Members should remember that
these same commuters, according to the Liberals,
switched their vote at the last election based on the
Liberals’ promise that they would fix public transport
problems, paying particular attention to the Frankston
line. I grieve for those commuters because not only
have they been abandoned by Victoria’s weak and
incompetent Minister for Public Transport but also by
their own local representatives, who have electorates
located right along the line and who have been equally
unwilling to fight on their behalf.
Prior to the election what we saw instead from this
gang of four — the Liberal members for Frankston,
Carrum, Mordialloc and Bentleigh — was all talk, but
ever since the election, services have actually gotten
worse. That is right; those services are not anywhere
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near fixed but are actually getting worse on the watch
of those four members. Prior to the last election those
same four Liberal members — candidates as they then
were — diligently and sombrely repeated the Liberal
line that they were going to play their part in fixing
public transport problems on the Frankston train line.
Like white knights all four members were going to ride
down the Frankston line and fix all of the problems.
Here we are barely 18 months down the track and those
four white knights have proved instead to be the four
horsemen of the apocalypse when it comes to public
transport.
Despite all of the problems that existed on the
Frankston line prior to the last election, it would have
been difficult to find a commuter who thought the
problems could get worse. But that is exactly what has
happened on the watch of these four Liberal members.
In the absence of strong local representation, and of
anyone standing up for the interests of local commuters,
the Liberal minister has cut, slashed and burnt his way
along the Frankston line without so much as a squeak
from those Liberal MPs.
Moreover, while all four members have been studious
in their neglect of Frankston line commuters, two of the
four, namely the members for Mordialloc and
Frankston, are truly in a league of their own. If only
their ability to draw headlines were done on behalf of
Frankston line commuters! Take, for example, the
Liberal minister’s decision to axe Labor’s premium
station upgrade program. Under that $54.9 million
program another 20 stations right across the network
would have received staff from first to last train and
amenities, like toilets, for commuters. They would have
been open all day, not just for a couple of protective
services officers (PSOs).
Along the Frankston line Labor planned to upgrade
Seaford, Chelsea, Parkdale and Highett stations. That
would have been a great result for Frankston line
commuters. It would have been so great in fact that
prior to the last election the then opposition
spokesperson agreed with the plan. Indeed he promised
the president of the PTUA (Public Transport Users
Association) that a Liberal government would continue
the program. Despite the promise, the minister
announced that the Liberal government, elected on the
back of the votes from Frankston line commuters,
would scrap the program. No upgrade for Seaford, no
upgrade for Chelsea — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms RICHARDSON — I will get to that. No
upgrade for Parkdale, and no upgrade for Highett
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station either. The betrayal prompted the PTUA’s
president to tweet to the minister that he had lied to the
PTUA. Hundreds of commuters have petitioned this
Parliament calling on the minister to restore that
program and upgrade these stations. But tellingly the
members for Frankston, Carrum, Mordialloc and
Bentleigh have stayed mute, and the minister has failed
to deliver the upgrades.
Of course this year’s budget rubbed further salt into the
wounds of Frankston line commuters when it was
revealed that the premium station upgrade program
money would be used instead to install the most
expensive toilets in Victoria for the exclusive use of
PSOs at $268 000 a pop. You would think these Liberal
MPs would be outraged by these golden loos in the
same way Victorians were outraged when Labor
revealed the Liberals were giving new meaning to the
phrase ‘flushing money down the toilet’. Enter the age
of the golden loo, however, and again not a peep out of
the Liberal members for Frankston, Carrum,
Mordialloc and Bentleigh. Instead of standing up to the
public transport minister and demanding that those
premium station upgrades go ahead and that the golden
loo program be scrapped, they have instead been happy
to go along for the ride.
Members do not have to take my word for it; they can
take these four MPs at their own words, or rather the
lack of any words from the gang of four. A very
disappointing thing happens if you hop on the net and
search for any media or online responses from these
four members about the cuts to the premium station
program in exchange for the golden loos. Not only do
you not find a single utterance of concern from any of
them but you do find a Liberal ministerial
mouthpiece — these are the ones who were going to
end the spin — and all he says is that he cannot confirm
whether the premium station program is going to be
axed or not.
Instead of going out to their local media and defending
the decision of the government, these MPs have trotted
out a spin doctor to try to put up a smokescreen to hide
the facts. This hand puppet of these four, this
ministerial spokesman, went on to say, ‘Not to worry,
though; don’t worry about it. What we’re going to do is
we’re going to deliver PSOs to the Frankston line,
because we understand how dangerous it is to travel on
the line’. Remember that it was safety on the Frankston
line that those opposite had trotted out as their main
concern. The then new member for Mordialloc said in
November 2010, ‘Parents are finding the kids feel
unsafe’, or ‘Women are feeling unsafe on the trains’.
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The member for Frankston said the two main issues in
Frankston were law and order, and transport, and that
was why he was committed to providing two PSOs per
station. The trouble with that is that whilst prior to the
last election he was out there with the then Leader of
the Opposition, now Premier, on the Frankston line
highlighting all of their concerns about safety on that
line, if you do an online search and type in his name
and ‘PSOs’ or words referring to safety on the
Frankston line, the one reference that comes up since
his election to Parliament is this one, which appears in
the comments section of a story in Mornington
Peninsula media about the new PSO graduates heading
to inner city stations. The comment reads:
Where’s Frankston share, Frankston MP Geoff Shaw said that
Frankston would be first up. Let down again Mr Shaw.

Indeed we have been seriously let down by the member
for Frankston.
Today we heard the Deputy Premier making references
at length to members on our side of the house calling on
the government to deliver its PSO policy, particularly
along the Frankston line. We heard the passion from the
Deputy Premier on this point. The fact of the matter is,
however, that you will never hear anyone on that side
of the house calling on this government to deliver its
policy, particularly in relation to the Frankston line.
Why is that? Why are those opposite not jumping out of
their seats and demanding in their local media or even
in this place that PSOs be delivered on the Frankston
line? I would urge the Deputy Premier to turn his
attention back onto his own backbench, which needs to
be doing its job.
It is not as if you will not get a flood of other headlines
if you type the member for Frankston’s name into an
online search engine. In fact you get a rush of
headlines, including ‘Baillieu MPs rocked by scandal’,
‘Taxpayers billed after official car used to make
deliveries’, ‘Moonlight pollie under fire’ — and on it
goes. There is another Frankston headline which is not
that extraordinary when you consider that staying mute
appears to be a time-honoured tradition for Liberal MPs
in the south-east. It was in the Frankston Standard
Leader — ‘Local Liberals keep quiet about Geoff
Shaw’. The best we can say about that is that at least it
is consistent with anything those opposite have ever
done on public transport — that is, they are consistent
in keeping quiet.
Let us not forget the member for Mordialloc, who has
also done her very best to secure some media
attention — not on behalf of commuters, I hasten to
add. Do members remember this headline? ‘Victorian
Liberal MP Lorraine Wreford in hiding overseas’. If
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you were a commuter on the Frankston line, you would
struggle to know the difference. A member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the other place, Matt Viney, said to
me recently that the member for Mordialloc must be the
only member of Parliament whose constituents are very
happy with the knowledge that she lives outside her
electorate.
There have of course been other concerns along the
Frankston line and other opportunities for the four
members to stand up on behalf of commuters. The next
blow to Frankston line commuters came in the form of
the Minister for Public Transport’s new timetable,
which was introduced last year. The Liberals’ press
releases certainly sounded positive. Extra peak-hour
trains, it was claimed, would reduce overcrowding and
result in more reliable and efficient operation of the
Frankston line. That is why commuters standing on the
many stations along the Frankston line would have
been confused and shocked when, following the
introduction of the new timetable, not one extra train
arrived to take them into the city during the morning
peak.
How could that be? The devil is in the detail, as the
saying goes, and the details of the Liberal minister’s
timetable certainly are devilish. Close inspection of the
new timetable reveals that the morning peak-hour train
that the Liberals claimed was going to help fix the
problems during the peak-hour crush is in fact running
in the wrong direction. That’s right — every morning,
as Frankston line passengers scramble to head towards
the city during the morning peak hour, the minister’s
fabulous new train hurtles past almost empty in the
opposite direction. For the benefit of the local Liberal
members, and clearly for the benefit of the Minister for
Public Transport, that new service he wants to spruik
about actually leaves at 6.33 a.m. going from the city to
Frankston. It is not, by anyone’s definition, a service
that will improve the peak-hour crush. If the member
for Bentleigh wants to pop down to Highett station at
about 7.10 a.m. on any weekday, she will be just in
time to watch the minister’s one peak-hour morning
train hurtle past, practically empty, in the wrong
direction.
The so-called extra peak-hour train services in the
evening are no better. There are four new so-called
peak-hour services in the evening. The trouble is that
one goes from Frankston to the city at 5.52 p.m. That is
great if you are heading that way, but it is not great if
you are trying to deal with the peak-hour evening crush.
The other three all leave the city prior to 5.00 p.m.,
which, the last time I checked, was actually the
finishing time for the overwhelming majority of city
workers. No doubt the Frankston line MPs, who clearly
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have a casual relationship with hard work, have
struggled to understand why these new services do not
actually benefit commuters. Things are so crook, the
situation prompted this headline in the Herald Sun:
‘“Empty peak-hour trains” cost taxpayers $2 million’.
That is because we pay exactly the same amount of
money for trains that run into or out of the city during
the peak-hour crush. And if you total up all those
services, you find that those on the Frankston line and
right across Victoria all pay the same amount of money
to Metro.
What about improving punctuality on the Frankston
line? Well, the minister has an answer for that too.
What he has done is quite cunning, in fact. He has
added time to services so that it actually takes longer to
get to the city or to get home at night. It does not matter
if your train stops at a station to wait for the timetable to
catch up, so long as Metro can hit its timetable targets.
That is what we want to see — we want to see Metro
getting its big performance payments, and that is what
we have seen. Four million dollars has been delivered
to Metro as a consequence of the new timetable.
Members on the other side want to take the benefit of
the support from constituents in their areas, but those
constituents have actually been punished by the new
Liberal government. They have seen their loop services
cut, requiring them to change trains to get to loop
services; they have had time added to their services;
and they have had trains added to the system that run in
the opposite direction to the peak-hour crush — in
every instance on the Frankston line, might I add. And
the government has cut the premium station program
and added the golden loos instead. These are not for
commuters, I hasten to add; they are of course just for
the PSOs.
You would perhaps think that the member for
Frankston at least would understand the need to have a
good public transport system. You would think he, who
is so often left without his car and who has to rely on
the public transport system, would perhaps get the need
to have an efficient and reliable public transport
system — that he would be its strongest advocate. But
in fact he is not. And, can I say, your record in
Parliament is equally disgraceful. If we add up the total
number of times you have actually raised the issue of
public transport in this place since you were elected to
Parliament — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Through the
Chair!
Ms RICHARDSON — We find that out of the total
473 times that these members have risen to their feet,
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they have raised the issue of public transport just
17 times. That is just 3 per cent of their time in this
place they have spent arguing on behalf of public
transport users in Frankston. It is a disgrace.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Former government: financial management
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I am here to grieve for
Victorians who suffered under the Labor government
during its 10 years in office. The Baillieu government
inherited a financial mess, and every former minister
who sat around Labor’s cabinet table should hang their
head in shame. We had a situation in which the budget
was unsustainable. That is the position of the
Department of Treasury and Finance and of the
independent review headed by Dr Mike Vertigan —
that we had a situation where every year the
government was spending, on average, more than it
was receiving in revenue. We had the mismanagement
of major projects — we had myki and we had the
desalination plant, the Melbourne Markets and
HealthSMART.
‘Labor cares’; Labor cares about what? That is the new
Labor slogan. Do Labor members care about the carbon
tax? We do not actually know where they stand on the
carbon tax, so let us assume that they support it. Labor
cares that the individual manufacturers in this state are
going to be hit hard, and very hard, by the carbon tax,
with increased power prices. It cares about the
industrial relations that are crippling small businesses.
Where does it stand on the east-west link? We have a
city the size of Melbourne, with about 4.9 million
people, and yet we do not have a ring-road. What do
state Labor members do? They come out to oppose.
The only reason they are doing that is to appease their
Green mates in the state seat of Melbourne. Where do
they stand in regard to occupational health and safety?
They are all over the place. But the no. 1 blueprint for
their economic policy is that we should have another
public holiday — that is it.
Let us talk about the four pillars, because I know the
member for Williamstown considers this to be very
important. What does this budget do? It delivers a
stronger economy. It is a responsible budget, delivering
surpluses that will build up to $2.5 billion, and that
means we will be able to use our own money to build
infrastructure. The previous government kept putting
things on the credit card and going further and further
into debt; this government has had to stop that
irresponsible policy.
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We will build up surpluses and use that money to build
infrastructure. We have had to improve productivity.
The point we keep making over and over again is that
in the 1990s under the Kennett government we had
above national average productivity, but because
members of the previous Labor government would
never stand up to their union mates — not once did they
utter the word ‘productivity’ — we have now fallen
below the national average. It is one of the priorities we
are working on addressing. It is about cutting red tape,
it is about boosting skills — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLS — Yes, I will get to that. And it is
about having a wages policy which is responsible. It is
about economic development and growth. It is about
growing businesses, growing and investing in
manufacturing and agriculture. It is about getting into
the Indian, Chinese and South-East Asian markets, and
it is about helping industries transition to being more
efficient.
What is the summary? What were the highlights of the
budget? Despite everything that was thrown at the
Baillieu government we have delivered a surplus of
$155 million. That will build up to $2.5 billion, and that
is important. We have a record state-funded
infrastructure spend of $5.8 billion. We have net debt
declining to 6 per cent of gross state product by June
2016, and despite what is happening right around the
world Victoria has been able to maintain its AAA credit
rating. We have also reduced business costs and are
protecting the most vulnerable in the community.
As I mentioned earlier, when you look across the world
at what is happening in the euro zone, this government,
by contrast, has the priority of living within its means
and improving its growth forecasts. In just the last six
months GST and stamp duty revenue have been written
down substantially. It is the same across all the other
states — we are not alone in this — but on average we
are losing about $750 million a year from write-downs
in GST and state taxes, and since the 2010 state election
the GST revenue forecasts have been reduced by
$6.1 billion. So we have had to make difficult
decisions, but we maintain that this is a tough but
responsible budget. When you combine GST and stamp
duty we have lost $7.6 billion over four years. This is a
bigger revenue write-down than what occurred during
the global financial crisis, but this government was still
able to deliver a surplus.
When you look at what happened from December 2011
and look at government budget updates and the strength
of the financial situation in Victoria, you find that on
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aggregate over the forward estimates to 2014–15
Victoria is in the strongest financial position, followed
by Western Australia. That is significant. When we
brought down our budget, it had built up aggregate
surpluses of $4.7 billion. Western Australia’s budget
has built up $3.2 billion, but when you look at the
aggregates on the federal scene over that forward
estimates period you are looking at a deficit of
$14.9 billion.

I am not sure what economic term that is —

Does Labor care? I do not think so. We have lost out in
the commonwealth budget. We wanted $30 million for
further planning for the east–west link, but the federal
Gillard government could not find one dollar to put into
that important program. Yet when it came to
advertising and spin, it was able to find $36 million to
spend on advertising the carbon tax, although it still
does not mention the words because it is ashamed of
them.

Let us look at the very first budget year that Labor was
in government — 2001–02. Expenses grew 5.9 per cent
and revenue was up by 7.3 per cent, and in the first year
Labor had the $1.7 billion surplus left to it by the
previous government. Let me then look at 2002–03.
Revenue was up 6.1 per cent and expenses were up
6.8 per cent. Just in Labor’s second full year it started
the struggle of not living within its means. Let me look
at 2003–04 — I do not think there was a global
financial crisis; in fact, things were travelling pretty
well. I will just correct the shadow Treasurer. Revenue
grew by 5.2 per cent; expenses, 7.7 per cent. Let me
look at the next year, 2004–05: revenue was up by
5.1 per cent; expenses, 5.9 per cent.

Our infrastructure projects: the east–west link, the
Melbourne Metro tunnel, which was supported I
believe by the previous government — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLS — Do you still support it? We don’t
know. We no longer know if Labor supports the
Melbourne Metro tunnel, which was an idea put
forward when it was in government. The port of
Hastings and Avalon Airport projects also need a
commonwealth contribution, yet there was not one cent
for them in the budget.
This is an important point: over the period that Labor
was in government expenditure was on average 7.3 per
cent. Revenue at the same time was only 6.9 per cent,
so they were going further and further into debt. We
have addressed the situation and we have been able to
reduce that expenditure in 2011–12 from 7.3 per cent to
just 2.7 per cent — that is significant — and
expenditure will average 2.9 per cent.
It is interesting that some commentators are trying to
rewrite history. I would have thought that this particular
person would make sure that his numbers were right so
that when it came to shafting the Leader of the
Opposition he would have his numbers right. It is the
same person we can blame for the desalination plant.
His budget reply speech shows that he either does not
understand numbers, does not understand the budget or
is simply incompetent. When it comes to numbers he
simply does not get it; he simply does not understand.
This is the embarrassing part. He accuses me of
peddling a myth and then tries to back it up by saying:
… 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 …

Well, it is, because it is factually incorrect. What he was
saying was that they were pretty much in line, and he
referred to netting out the stimulus package. Let me
inform the shadow Treasurer that the stimulus package
came in only when the global financial crisis arrived.

Labor cannot live within its means. Labor can never
ever manage money. The shadow Treasurer simply
cannot get his numbers right — and we saw that with
the desalination plant — and stated that expenditure
and growth pretty much paralleled each other. That is
simply factually incorrect. It is not pretty much
incorrect; it is factually incorrect. As soon as Labor
finished spending the money we had left behind — the
$1.7 billion in surplus — it started going back to its old
ways of not being able to manage money. That meant
expenditure growth was higher than revenue growth.
That is just typical.
Had we not taken the action we have taken, it would
have meant that the deficit for this year, 2012–13,
would have been $4 billion. If expenditure growth
remained constant at 7.3 per cent and the revenue fell
away, that is what the deficit would have been. But by
2015–16 that would have built up to $10 billion —
through a lack of action. There would have been an
escalation in debt. Debt would have blown out — based
on no change of policy — to $60 billion. Labor of old!
That is a dreadful situation.
Let me look at some of the things we have been able to
deliver, despite the budget situation. In the portfolio of
the Minister for Public Transport we have been getting
rid of the level crossings, which Labor could only ever
dream about doing. We have put the money in to get rid
of the level crossings at Springvale Road, Springvale,
and at Mitcham Road and Rooks Road in Mitcham —
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crucial. We are constructing the Dingley bypass, which
is significant, and the Koo Wee Rup bypass. We are
funding the Ballarat Western Link Road; funding the
Stud Road duplication; and providing additional
maintenance funding for the West Gate Bridge — not
money for the fairy lights, but actually putting money
into maintenance to make it a better working, safer
road.
Despite all this we have been able to cut WorkCover
premiums by 3 per cent. That is a great boost for every
Victorian business. We have been able to invest in
hospitals and in health. We have provided more beds
and we are building hospitals — in Bendigo, for
example — that are crucial to this state. In the justice
and community safety portfolio there is more money
for legal aid and for the management of serious sex
offenders, so strongly pushed by the Attorney-General.
We are increasing prison capacity. We came to office in
2010 on a commitment to be tough on law and order,
and I am positive that the Victorian community now
feels safer as a result of our policies. But the other part
of the equation is that we need somewhere to put these
criminals, and we are building more prison capacity.
This is a tough budget but a responsible budget, and it
puts us on a strong footing for future years.

Member for Frankston: performance
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I wish to grieve today for
the people of Frankston and the south-eastern suburbs
of Melbourne and for the continuing erosion of the
levels of infrastructure they clearly need. There is also
the need for improved parliamentary standards in this
place. It is important that we recognise when looking at
the capacity to deliver on infrastructure within a
community that that community needs good, strong
local representation. There is no better demonstration of
that than what a local member delivers for their
community.
The Premier has made it clear that so far as local
representatives, particularly in Frankston, are
concerned, they are doing a good job. He has made it
clear that they are delivering for Frankston. Well that is
not actually the case. They are not so much delivering
for Frankston as delivering from Frankston. This is a
government that is seeing that jobs are moving further
and further away from the grasp of the ordinary people
in the Frankston community. We have seen the
increasing erosion of employment in this community
and the increasing loss of job opportunities — for most,
but not all. Since 2010, unemployment in Frankston has
gone from 5.89 per cent to 7.58 per cent. We have seen
an enormous increase in unemployment, going well
above the 5.3 per cent, which is the current state
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average. This is a telling indictment of a government
that paraded itself as being able to fix the problems and
to build the future. Little building and little fixing is
going on in this area. This is not so much about a
community that is being serviced by its members as it is
about a member who is servicing his own personal
desires and aspirations.
This member falls into the category of a Dude, Where’s
My Car? member in a Dude, Where’s My
Government? population. The people of Frankston are
sitting back and looking and wondering when they will
be getting something more than the moonlighting and
merriment that constitute the standard operating
procedure of this member. Over the time of the
previous Labor government, in the area directly
concerned, the Frankston area, we saw something like
$90.4 million invested in arterial roads — arterial roads
only, I say. We also saw the development and ongoing
delivery of the Peninsula Link, which should be
completed by the end of this year or early next year at
the latest. That will, of course, be — —
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr PALLAS — I hear from the member at the back
that this is a project that those opposite would now like
to take credit for. But I recall there being many critics
of elements, if not the entire concept, of this project
from those opposite over a prolonged period of time. It
is good to see they have got on board in delivering
Labor’s committed project. Of course the people of
Frankston will be better for it. But they need more than
that. They need more than just the long tail of the effort
and aspiration of the previous government; they need a
government that is actually concerned about their
welfare and their wellbeing — a government that is
prepared to commit and to deliver real outcomes. We
need in this place a government that not only lives up to
its own expectations and aspirations but also honours
the electorate in terms of the benefits and recognition it
provides through the high office it holds, as well as a
government that is prepared to stand up and do the right
thing.
In this place doing the right thing has been a tenet of
faith for those opposite. They have consistently spoken
about the need for openness and accountability in this
place. In his inaugural speech in this place the member
for Frankston stated:
I am glad to be here as part of the new coalition government
that knows the difference between righteousness and
self-righteousness, in a place where truth is no longer on the
endangered species list …
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He said on 14 June 2011:
It is very simple, and it is something those opposite do not
understand — delivering promises and telling the truth. It is a
very fine line for them to understand.

We would hope ultimately those who have adopted
such high levels of probity and accountability and
self-righteous indignation — directed to those on this
side of the chamber — would hold themselves to
account, not only for their words but also for their
actions. Let us hope that the people of Frankston and
the south-east have exactly the same assessment of
them. They might ask, ‘Have you lived up to your own
code of conduct — not in terms of the language that is
encapsulated within that code, but in terms of the
actions that you have delivered for us and the way you
hold yourself accountable?’. Clearly when we talk
about actions and when we talk about delivery, we can
say that this is a government that has delivered very
little for the community.
If we look, for example, at the area of new funding for
Frankston, we see that there is some new capital
funding for Frankston. The Peninsula Link speed
cameras get $9.5 million from the Department of
Justice. It is interesting to see that those opposite have
recently become converts to the idea that you should be
able to increase revenue through the use of a greater
level of law enforcement. In fact they have become
such great advocates for it that the Treasurer was before
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee recently
extolling the virtues of being able to catch lawbreakers,
whether it be through speed enforcement or other forms
of revenue allocation, in order to ensure that those who
did the wrong thing were brought to account.
This is surprising. I say that because if we go back to
2005 and 2006, we then had advice from the
Auditor-General telling us exactly that — that the use
of speed cameras actually drove down the road toll, and
the principal motivation for putting them in place was
to save lives. We have not disputed that because we
adhere consistently to the values we espoused in
government and to the ones that we have taken into
opposition. It is about a consistency of approach and
purpose; it is not about jumping on any bandwagon of
disillusionment and anguish in order to garner as many
votes as you can. However, the people of Frankston
must be wondering whether these are the same people
who told us when they were in opposition that it was all
about revenue raising. Are they now, by their own
application, essentially — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
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Mr PALLAS — We hear from the Minister for
Roads that he now has much more accountable systems
in place. Exactly what are those measures of
accountability? Not much! He essentially has a road
safety camera commissioner who can, on referral from
the minister, look at issues of systemic concern.
However, if one aggrieved member of the public
wanted to say, ‘I’m down in Frankston, and I got hit
with one of your revenue raising tactics and I think your
revenue raising tactic is effectively defective’, the
minister would say, ‘Well, unless I consider it systemic,
this commissioner won’t be looking at it’.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr PALLAS — There we have it, an admission
from the minister that that is what he thinks of the
people of Frankston — that they are now milking cows
rather than recipients of the benefit of a government
that should be thankful for the faith that they have
placed in it.
If we look at the other cuts that this government has put
in place in respect of the community in Frankston, we
see that the TAFE cuts are some of the cruellest and
most inhumane. Job losses and course cancellations are
likely to follow. I hear from my colleague that he is
going to touch on that issue with alacrity, so I move on
quickly.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr PALLAS — The member interjects, ‘There can
never be enough’. If there is never enough, I will keep
the good times rolling, which obviously the government
is not doing. One thing I will say is that if you look at
the job losses and the course cancellations that are
likely to occur, you realise that you could not pick a
worse area to get involved in. If you cut back skill
acquisition in an area with one of the highest levels of
unemployment, you consign future generations to a
deprived opportunity for skill enhancement, job
improvement and ultimately, as statistics tell us, the real
practical opportunity to find work and also to have a
skill that can be used right across the workforce.
We have seen that the state budget cuts to Chisholm
Institute of TAFE, which includes the Frankston
campus, are worse than was first estimated. Now we
are looking at something like $25 million in cuts, up
from the $20 million that was originally anticipated.
The chief executive officer of the TAFE, Maria Peters,
has said that the institute’s closer analysis of the state
budget showed an estimated loss of $25.5 million —
and that is on top of the $4 million cut from the state
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government last October. The TAFE has said that with
the magnitude of the cuts:
It’s more than possible that there will be job losses and the
likelihood that some of our current courses will not run.

Those comments were accompanied by the observation
that these were astonishing levels of cuts in a
community where unemployment has effectively risen
by 40 per cent, to use the words of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition.
These matters also need to be taken in the context of a
community that is suffering economically and a
community that requires the attention and earnest
efforts of the government to address those concerns.
We know that the south-east of Melbourne has the
highest tally of bankruptcies of any community. More
than 180 bankruptcies have occurred in that community
in the postcodes that cover the area from Carrum to
Frankston in the 12 months to 30 June 2011.
Demographer Matthew Deacon, of.id consulting has
said that the number of bankruptcies in the Frankston
area was surprising as it was not an area of high
population growth. He went on to say that:
You could say that 3977 … has exploded, while Frankston
has done almost nothing.

It has been stated that this is an area of high
socioeconomic disadvantage. We have massive growth
there and there is a need for government to support it
with infrastructure. What have we seen in support from
the government for infrastructure? More speed cameras
and effectively little else over and above that.
If we look at the Victorian certificate of applied
learning (VCAL), Frankston High School has advised
that it will be forced to eliminate the VCAL program
entirely because it is unable to make up the $46 000
that will be cut from that school’s budgetary allocation
for coordination funding.
If we look at health, the Baillieu government has clearly
slashed spending on health and the building program. It
has failed to keep its election commitment to open a
new Monash Children’s hospital by the end of its first
term, according to the 2012 state budget papers. This
will mean waiting lists for elective surgery will balloon
and Victorian patients will be waiting even longer for
care. Only $7.3 million was delivered in this budget for
the Monash Children’s hospital, which will mean
30 000 children in Melbourne’s south-east will be made
to wait even longer. The Australian Medical
Association has warned Victorians to avoid Frankston
Hospital, one of the largest in Melbourne, after it closed
a 30-bed ward due to a lack of government funding.
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When all this is happening, one would have thought
that the local member would have been fastidious in
making sure that his primary and sole efforts were
about the wellbeing and welfare of his community. We
know this. But the Liberal Party’s website extols the
virtues of the member for Frankston, saying:
Geoff’s real-life experiences of starting and operating
businesses, employing team members, and being actively
engaged in the community … will allow him to help advance
and protect the interests of the people of Frankston.

His skills in employing team members and being
actively engaged in the community have gone a long
way! The website for Geoff Shaw and Partners,
Accountants and Business Advisers, says that it:
… is located on the Nepean Highway with views over the
Frankston foreshore. We offer friendly service, great rates
and, of course most importantly, excellent advice.

The advice that the people of this community want is
not abuse, not second jobs, not sanctimonious
pontificating about what is the truthful and just way to
conduct yourself; it is about people living up to their
own philosophy and mantra. That is where this member
has fallen far short of the levels of accountability this
government has set for itself.

Building industry: productivity
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I grieve for the
rising costs and falling levels of productivity in the
building and construction sector in Victoria. I grieve for
the failure of the federal Gillard Labor government to
recognise the need for action. I grieve for the opposition
of the state Labor Party in Victoria to efforts for reform
and its endorsement of some of the worst elements of
militancy within the union movement that threaten to
take Victoria’s building and construction industry
backwards.
As the Premier and the government have made clear for
some time now, escalating construction costs are a
national challenge that need to be placed on the national
agenda. Those costs are making it harder for
government to meet the nation’s infrastructure needs.
As a consequence they affect the cost of housing, the
future of our cities and the ability of our citizens to
obtain homes for themselves and their families.
Addressing the issue of escalating construction costs is
vital to relieve productivity constraints on economic
growth. These constraints are not limited to one part of
the industry; they are present across residential,
commercial and infrastructure sectors. They create a
problem not only for governments and businesses but
also for individuals.
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These are not just the views of government; they are the
views of respected commentators and industry
representatives. Robert Gottliebsen, a very well-known
business commentator, has written a number of
columns pointing to the threat not only to building and
construction in Victoria but to the national mining
sector and construction in that sector because of the
consequences flowing from the poor industrial relations
practices of the previous Labor government here in
Victoria.
That is something that has been backed by other
commentators, such as Ken Phillips in the Business
Spectator online news magazine, where he points out:
… the wealth of a nation is built on the productivity of its
people …
… the efforts of single companies are unfortunately being
swamped by declining productivity across the economy and
in critical sectors.

He singles out the building and construction sector
when he says:
My wake-up call happened when I saw unpublished statistics
from one of Australia’s largest construction firms. The graphs
plotted a simple item, company revenue per worker. It
showed a worrying downturn in late 2007 and a sharp drop
since 2009. By late 2010 construction productivity was
significantly below 2004 levels and declining.

He linked that to actions coming from the Rudd-Gillard
federal governments in terms of action undermining the
Office of the Australian Building and Construction
Commissioner and the rules it applied to construction
tenders.
More general economic commentators are also making
very similar points. I refer to an article by the
well-known commentator Tim Colebatch that was
published in the Fairfax media on 17 April this year,
where he talked about the soaring cost of grade
separations and that if a simple grade separation was to
cost $165 million, how much would it cost to achieve
the grade separations across the metropolitan area that
the Minister for Public Transport and the government
are working so hard to achieve? He says:
Our construction costs, according to the Building Council of
Australia, are now 40 per cent higher than those in the US, let
alone in Asia. Construction costs in the past decade grew
twice as fast as inflation.
Folks, we have a big problem. As Premier Ted Baillieu put it
last week, ‘Escalating construction costs are pricing us out of
infrastructure’.
We pay for the infrastructure. We suffer if the housing we’d
choose is unaffordable, or is not built because it would cost
more than buyers could afford to pay, or if the infrastructure
we need is not built because it costs too much.
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We suffer if building costs are out of control. That is why we
should welcome the Baillieu government’s moves to try to
bring them under control.

He then went on to refer to the persistent efforts by the
Victorian Premier to get the federal government and
our Prime Minister to agree to a Productivity
Commission inquiry into why Australia’s construction
costs are so high. He cites former Australian Council of
Trade Unions president Martin Ferguson, now the
federal Minister for Resources and Energy, who he
says:
… voiced alarm over Australia’s declining construction
productivity and ‘significant cost increases’, including a
24 per cent slump in productivity at one firm.

These are serious problems that threaten national
growth and national wellbeing. Action on them by the
commonwealth government is needed, and the tackling
of these problems needs support rather than being
undermined by the state opposition. These problems are
ones that the Victorian government is attempting to
tackle on many different fronts. As I mentioned earlier,
the Premier virtually since coming to office has been
urging action by the commonwealth government. We
had at least some signs of tentative progress at the most
recent Council of Australian Governments meeting
following strong pressure from the Victorian Premier,
business leaders and indeed premiers of other states.
The Victorian government’s submission to the Fair
Work Act review added detail to the wide range of
problems that the construction industry is facing in
terms of declining productivity. It referred to increased
claims for enterprise agreement clauses that regulate the
engagement of contractors and labour hire employees,
the restrictions on provisions related to greenfield
agreements, the effects that good faith bargaining
obligations in the way they have been implemented by
the federal Labor government have had in adding to the
complexity of the bargaining processes and the
problems with a growing recourse to pattern bargaining
across the building and construction sector.
Our submission highlighted rising levels of industrial
disputation and referred to the clear downward trend in
construction industry multifactorial productivity growth
rates. It referred to the fact that our productivity
performance is uncompetitive when compared to the
United States. It also outlined the actions the state
government is taking to do what it can to promote a
more productive agenda, including a more competitive
business environment, fiscal sustainability and efficient
taxation, a targeted industry and innovation policy,
enhancing infrastructure provision, investment in skills
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and reform of education and training, and efficient
government service delivery.
The problems I have mentioned have been endemic in
the building and construction sector. The Office of the
Australian Building and Construction Commissioner,
which the Gillard government is regrettably abolishing,
has made reference to the fact that pattern agreements
struck in the building and construction industry do not
meet the challenge of the productivity agenda. By
definition they are not negotiated at the enterprise level:
they are not tailored to the needs of the enterprise and to
its particular employees. This is not from the
commissioner appointed by the Howard government;
this is from the new commissioner appointed by the
federal Labor government. We have been pushing at a
national level for action, and we are starting to get at
least a little headway there.
However, the point needs to be reinforced that the
building and construction industry is integral to both the
national and Victorian economies. It is crucial to the
livelihoods of citizens through the provision of housing
and public infrastructure as well as of jobs. It is one of
the largest employers both nationally and in Victoria,
yet the problems continue to mount. We continue to see
a backsliding towards the bad old days, with industrial
disputation running well above the national industry
average levels around the nation, and of course if we
were to return to those days we would get a further
drain on productivity and economic performance.
Action has been desperately needed. Regrettably the
Gillard government has been going backwards with the
moves that I have referred to of abolishing the
Australian building and construction commissioner, of
bringing in a neutered Fair Work inspectorate, of
changing the national guidelines for the building and
construction industry and so forth. That is why the
Baillieu government has been doing what is in its
power to do to try to step in and fill that gap. As the
house will be well aware, we have introduced new
guidelines to reinforce appropriate practices and to
promote productive and law-abiding workplaces here in
Victoria that require those who tender for Victorian
government business to commit to arrangements that
will prohibit sham contracting and arrangements to
avoid legal obligations, prohibit coercion or pressure to
make over-award payments, require firms to act against
unlawful industrial action and require firms to uphold
freedom of association and the right to join or not to
join a union. Those are being backed up with a strong
and effective construction code compliance unit headed
by Mr Nigel Hadgkiss, who was formerly the deputy to
the Australian building and construction commissioner.
The unit will make sure that in this industry, which

2217

regrettably above just about every other sector needs
strong enforcement, as its track record shows, there is
strong enforcement of decent and appropriate standards
on work sites in Victoria.
As I pointed out to the house yesterday, this is
consistent with what our current Prime Minister used to
say when she was the federal minister for industrial
relations, who at that time promised a tough cop on the
beat and joined in deploring thuggishness, balaclavas,
intimidation and lawlessness on building and
construction sites in Victoria. Unfortunately those
words have quickly been forgotten, and we have now
seen in recent times the Leader of the Opposition in
Victoria come out with a full on attack on attempts to
ensure decent standards, law-abiding standards and
productivity in Victorian workplaces. He has
committed the state Labor Party to a return to the bad
old days.
As the Australian newspaper put it in an article of
19 May:
Victorian Labor leader Daniel Andrews today gambled on
dumping the state’s new construction industry watchdog at
the same time as embracing the work of the militant
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union.

That, I have to say, says it in one sentence.
Understandably industry groups are just appalled at the
path which the Labor Party has threatened to take
Victoria down if it were to be returned to office. As
Brian Welch of the Master Builders Association of
Victoria put it in a media release of 19 May:
Victorians deserve to see investment in major road and rail
projects, new schools and better hospitals, but our industry
will be hampered in building this much-needed infrastructure
if Mr Andrews and his union mates get their way.
What is the opposition leader more interested in? Standing up
for Victorian jobs or serving the Trades Hall Council’s
sectional interests?

That is the question that those opposite need to answer.
They are threatening to take the state in entirely the
wrong direction. They are threatening to go back on
much-needed reforms that will fill the gap that federal
Labor is opening up. As I say, these reforms have been
welcomed by employer groups around the state. They
have been welcomed by the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, which has
applauded the state government for taking steps ‘to
address the culture of construction industry lawlessness
that has impacted major projects in Victoria and led to
cost blow-outs as well as delays in completion’.
The Australian Industry Group has similarly been
supportive of these reforms. Well may it be, because I
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am sure that, like most Victorians, its members
remember the dreadful legacy left by the previous
Labor government when it failed to stand up to union
militancy, when it condoned poor work practices such
as were seen at the National Gallery of Victoria, and the
practices the former government entered into with
appallingly managed projects such as the Southern
Cross station building, the Melbourne Markets
relocation, and of course the West Gate Bridge debacle,
which I referred to earlier. There is nothing that would
better guarantee a return to massive cost blow-outs,
which are the legacy of the previous government, than
to abolish the new guidelines that the coalition has
introduced and to scrap the construction code
compliance unit.
Those opposite do need to indicate what they actually
stand for. They need to indicate whether or not they
truly care, as they purport to in their new slogan. As I
said yesterday, if they really cared, they would not be
opening the way to a regime of balaclavas and thuggery
in Victorian workplaces. If they really cared, they
would be standing up for Victorian workers and for
Victorian families rather than aligning themselves with
the worst elements of the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union and doing the bidding of
Trades Hall. The government rejects that approach
entirely. We have committed to do all in our power to
ensure productive and law-abiding building sites in
Victoria, and that is what we intend to do.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I grieve for the people
of south-eastern Melbourne who are trying to access
training and who need to get a job in the face of the
Baillieu government’s savage cuts to TAFE. I speak
here following the Attorney-General’s contribution. I
will try to keep away from the Cold War era and try to
talk to contemporary things that are happening Victoria;
I will not hark back to the anti-union, antiworker
attacks we have seen so often from this government.
The south-east of Melbourne has already been left
languishing by the government’s cavalier abandonment
of the south-eastern tertiary plan. On top of that,
training organisations such as Chisholm and
Holmesglen TAFEs have been devastated by the
massive funding cuts we have seen in this budget. If
you are a training provider, or if you are a TAFE
institute in the south-east, you have been dealt a double
blow by this government. We have seen TAFEs right
across Melbourne — and certainly in the south-east —
that are reeling from the cuts announced in the budget,
from the savage wrecking ball that has been smashed
against these great public institutions, leaving the hopes
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and dreams of countless thousands of young people, in
the south-east and right across Melbourne, in its wake.
Adding insult to injury for the south-east is the fact that
the south-eastern tertiary education provision plan, a
plan that was meant to be the guiding light for
educational attainment in that region, has seemingly
disappeared. It hit the minister’s desk six or eight
months ago and has been thrown into a bottom drawer
or, more like it, thrown into the dustbin. What have we
heard from representatives of those electorates in the
south-east? We have heard absolutely nothing. It seems
they do not care if their constituents are treated like
second-class citizens compared to those in other parts
of Melbourne, and that is a shame. They should stand
up for their constituents.
I will talk a little bit about the south-eastern tertiary
education provision plan because it was an important
plan. It was commissioned by Labor in 2010, a year
before the Gippsland tertiary review was commissioned
by The Nationals minister. Despite its year in the
making, the south-eastern plan was put on the
backburner. We have seen the Gippsland plan come out
with public recommendations — we are still waiting on
money for them, but at least we have them. We saw
consultation and expert advice put into the Gippsland
plan, but for the south-eastern suburbs we have seen
none of that. There has been silence.
The committee for the south-eastern tertiary education
provision plan was chaired by Professor Kwong Lee
Dow, who is acknowledged by both sides of this house
as an expert in education and tertiary provision. He
finished the plan sometime in 2011 and submitted it.
What has happened to it? It has simply vanished.
Where are its recommendations? Who knows? What
are its solutions? They have been silenced just like the
representatives from the south-eastern electorates, who
should be standing up and saying, ‘We want to see this
plan for tertiary education. What about our kids? What
about our constituents?’
They should also be saying, ‘What about jobs?’. When
we are seeing massively increasing unemployment, and
youth unemployment in particular, right along the
south-eastern corridor, we are not hearing one word
from them about the plan to get these kids jobs. There is
no plan for education, no plan for training and no plan
for jobs. There is absolute silence from members
opposite, who are meant to represent the hopes and
aspirations of people in the south-east of Melbourne,
but those people are being left as second-class citizens.
It is tragic.
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This plan was not dreamt up by Labor as just something
to do. It was important because the rate of tertiary
participation in the south-east is about half that of other
parts of Melbourne. It is similar to Gippsland in being
behind in tertiary participation. You cannot simply lift
attainment. You cannot get people higher education,
better jobs and better lives unless you have a plan, and
you cannot get those things if you slash $290 million
out of the budgets of the TAFE institutes that are
providing that training, as has happened in this budget.
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had done its budget and all its planning for this year, it
was hit with a $3.5 million funding cut. Whoa! It
reeled, and it got rid of some staff, cut back and
increased fees. Some of those fees could not even be
afforded by young apprentices. Just a month or so ago I
went and spoke to a group of young plumbing
apprentices in the area. Of about 10 young people — all
of them wanting nothing more in life than to be a damn
good plumber, get a career, be a tradie and get on with
life — 3 could not afford to pay their material fees and
charges.

Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr HERBERT — The Minister for Public
Transport runs the line, ‘It was unsustainable; there was
$1.2 billion in training’. Of course he deliberately
misleads. He knows that $1.2 billion was for training
and that TAFE participation had grown by only about
4 per cent, which is about what the population increase
has been. So what does the government do? It says,
‘We have mismanaged this. Oh, the budget across
training has blown out. We’ll make TAFE suffer. We’ll
pull $290 million from the TAFE budget to fund our
mismanagement’. It is an absolute disgrace and
particularly disgraceful for residents on the Mornington
Peninsula and in Frankston, Carrum, Bentleigh and
Moorabbin. These areas have high apprenticeship rates
and large numbers of tradies. They have large numbers
of young people who seek to go to TAFE to get the
skills they need to get a career, to get a job, to raise a
family and to make a go of their lives, and they are now
being treated as second-class citizens. They are having
the rug pulled out from under them.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr HERBERT — The member for Burwood
seems to think it is a great thing to slash $290 million
from TAFEs. I cannot understand it, but maybe in his
contribution he can say exactly why it is such a great
thing for this state to slash money from his local TAFE
provision.
I notice the other government members from those
areas are not here today. They surely must know what
is happening in those TAFEs: the course closures, the
staff sackings and the campuses in doubt. They must
know of them, and they should speak up. They were
elected on a platform of supporting people in their
electorates. But no, all we get is absolute silence while
people in their electorates and their training providers
reel.
Let us look at Chisholm, one of the biggest providers in
the state and certainly in the south-east of Melbourne.
What has happened to it? At the end of last year, after it

It is all very well for the government to say, ‘Fees can
go up; students can pay them’, but I say to the member
for Burwood that if you are an apprentice plumber
getting 7 bucks an hour in your first year and 12 bucks
an hour in your second year, with a car to run —
because you are a tradie and you have to get to the
job — and probably accommodation to pay for, you
cannot afford high fees. In the case of the $1200 fee
there were several young people in that class who could
not afford it, given the massive rise that is going to
occur as a result of these budget cuts.
This budget cuts $26 million out of Chisholm funding.
The two biggest campuses of Chisholm are at
Frankston and Dandenong. Both have communities that
desperately need those skills. You would not say that
they are wealthy communities by any stretch of the
imagination. They are good, working-class people and
they look to training to get ahead in life and for their
kids to get jobs, and they are having $26 million
slashed from their services. It really is disgraceful.
If members look at the budget, they can see even more.
The people at Chisholm TAFE are saying that the cuts
will seriously impact on courses such as those in
community services and health, building and
construction, and electro technology and
communications at its top three schools. All of these
courses are vital for the skills needed for the local
economy and local businesses.
What does the member for Frankston — who is not
here and seems to be hiding — do to protect his local
area when Chisholm TAFE at Frankston is one of the
biggest education providers in the area? It seems that he
is too busy moonlighting to go there and speak to the
people at Chisholm. He could have been out there
speaking to the people in the organisation — talking to
the staff and the students — and trying to help them get
through this disaster for their institution. Instead he has
other things to do.
If members look at the letterhead of the member for
Frankston, I believe that they will see it says ‘Standing
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up for Frankston’. Well, he is not standing up for the
local TAFE in Frankston. I notice he puts out about one
pamphlet a year. I do admit that there are a few others
on the other side who a little bit more active, but he puts
out a budget pamphlet each year. Is there any mention
of TAFE and the vital damage that is being done to
TAFE institutions? There is nothing; there is absolute
silence. There was a bit of spin about creating jobs. It
seems to me that if you are a young person in
Frankston, you are not getting any jobs. The only
person who is getting jobs is the member for Frankston,
who has two or three jobs running.
I must say that the member for Frankston has been
quoted many times in this place. He is a good Christian.
I say to him, as the member for Monbulk said: he
should be familiar with the seventh commandment,
‘Thou shalt not steal’. I say that because he should be
aware that members of this government are stealing the
hopes and dreams of so many young people in the
south-east. They are stealing the job opportunities of
young people in the south-east, they are stealing the
skills development of young people in the south-east,
and they are stealing the training opportunities that
Chisholm provides for young people in the south-east.
That, quite frankly, is a disgrace. We have found out
that the member for Frankston is working in two or
three jobs. He is certainly not lazy; he works hard. But
how much is he actually doing for the constituents who
desperately need him to stand up for them? It seems
very little.
In answering a question on the TAFE cuts in the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings, the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills seemed to
blame TAFE teachers. He said that one of the problems
was that their salary and conditions under the enterprise
bargaining agreement were too good. I believe that the
Premier mentioned it again on 3AW as a way of
deflecting attention away from the cuts. What the
minister said was, ‘It’s good money if you can get it’, if
you are a TAFE teacher. I say to those opposite: for the
member for Frankston, who has three jobs — two of
them full-time jobs, his accountancy practice and his
hardware store, and his third as the local member — it
must be pretty good money if you can get it, that is for
sure. He does not seem to do much work for it.
Chisholm TAFE in Frankston is in the electorate of the
member for Frankston. With the Frankston campus of
Monash University, it is one of the major education
providers in the electorate. This is definitely a serious
matter. The people at that institution need the member
for Frankston to look at what is happening with these
cuts. If you look at their courses in hospitality,
children’s services and plumbing, we are talking about
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major reductions. Many young people in Frankston use
the hospitality course as a stepping stone to another
career. They get a bit of training in hospitality, they
earn a bit of money and they get job experience. Then
they might do another course. That has been slashed
from I think about $8 an hour a year ago to $1.50 an
hour — and they do not get the TAFE differential of
25 per cent extra funding.
What will happen to the 200 kids who are studying
hospitality at Chisholm TAFE now? The truth is that
the people there cannot run those courses on that sort of
money. There is no chance whatsoever of them doing
that. What we will see is that as of 1 July the fees will
go up to unsustainable levels and those courses will
end. There is nothing surer than that.
When we speak about Chisholm, government members
say, ‘We’ve given extra money for apprenticeships’.
They do not mention the fact that for that they have
taken away the 25 per cent TAFE differential. Here is a
fact about Chisholm: 15 per cent of the courses will
receive a tiny increase in funding and 85 per cent have
had their payments slashed by the government. The
hardest hit will be young people in Frankston in
particular who need those skills.
You can go to electorates right along the Frankston
train line. Those members all came in on a platform of
trying to do something better for their electorates right
along the line: Frankston, Bentleigh, Mordialloc and
Carrum.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr HERBERT — The Minister for Public
Transport talks about trains. I know a bit about that line
and I understand that they have a lot more services on
it, but they are going in the wrong direction and the
trains are empty. The minister would do well to look at
reliability of services on that line this week. There have
been multitudes of service closures, with trains simply
cancelled. This is despite the fact that the journey times
are longer and there are fewer services in peak hours,
all to give Metro a few million dollars bonus.
It is not in public transport where the disgrace is along
that peninsula; it is in education. It is rapidly becoming
unaffordable and unattainable for so many people from
the Moorabbin campus of Holmesglen right through to
Frankston, which has Chisholm. There is no priority in
this government for education and there is no priority
among those members whose electorates are along that
train line. They came in promising so much but they
have delivered so little. My advice to them is to not just
put up pretty pictures at sports clubs and not just throw
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out spin from the government but actually get out there
and do a bit of work for their constituents, and then they
might just have a slim chance of being re-elected.

Former government: performance
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
join the grievance debate. I grieve for Victorian
taxpayers, given the mess left behind by the former
Labor government that we have had to clean up, with
cost blow-outs on projects. I grieve for those in the
transport industry who find themselves caught up in
congestion around the metropolitan road network. I
grieve for the mums and dads who on a daily basis are
taking children to and from school and are jammed up
in a traffic mess or chaos that was left behind by the
former Labor government.
I pick up just one point that was raised by the former
Minister for Roads and Ports, the member for Tarneit,
in his contribution to the grievance debate when he
claimed that the government was riding on the back of
Labor projects. I can tell members that one saddle I
would not want to be in is the one that led to the
desalination plant. Do members opposite think that we
as a government wanted to inherit an absolute financial
mess such as that? The north–south pipeline leads to a
dam that cannot take the water. One would have to ask:
are we going to end up with extraction fans in that
pipeline sucking dust from the north of the state and
will we be setting up a potting mix plant at the tail end?
Looking at the issue of the IT projects, do members
opposite think that as a government we wanted to ride
in on the back of those projects, with their massive cost
blow-outs? Myki: do they think we wanted to inherit
that project? Do they think that is something to be
proud of? Quite obviously the member for Tarneit
thinks it is. The poor scoping of the regional rail link
project, the lack of money for trains, the lack of money
for signalling and the lack of money across that broader
project — do they think that that is something that we
would have liked to have inherited? Of course it is not.
The digital train radio system in Melbourne had no
money for contingency in that project. Do those
opposite think that is something we wanted to inherit?
No, of course it is not.
What do those opposite say? They say Labor cares.
Labor could not give a continental about the future of
Victoria or about the public. One thing I can say is this:
you could be very angry with the members of the
former government’s frontbench, but there is one thing
that I think Victorians know and understand about
Labor governments. If you look at the background of a
lot of those people who find their way into this
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Parliament, you see that, via the union movement and
through electorate offices, they find themselves on the
front bench with a cheque book and billions of dollars
of taxpayers money at their disposal when in most cases
the closest they would have come to a commercial
negotiation would have been purchasing a fridge
through the union credit cooperative. All of a sudden
they find themselves with all that money at their
fingertips and they have no idea. Labor governments
cannot handle taxpayers money. We see it time and
again. We are the clean up parties. We come in, we
clean up the mess and we get on with the job.
Labor members do not care. It is all about them, their
mates and the people who put them there. They simply
do not care about the broader community. There is no
clearer demonstration of where their loyalties lie than
the east–west crossing project. Their position is not
about caring for the Victorian community; it is about
caring about the by-election that is coming up in the
seat of Melbourne. The Leader of the Opposition is a
speed hump on Victoria’s road to prosperity; he is a
road blocker. He is a knocker of projects that will make
the state work, increase productivity and deal with
traffic congestion.
There are mixed messages coming out of that side of
politics. Some members opposite would like to see that
project proceed. I would not mind betting that after the
by-election in the seat of Melbourne some of those
attitudes will start to twist and turn and change a bit, but
in the meantime opposition members have to be
greener than the Greens to ensure that Labor can hold
the seat of Melbourne, and to hell with the transport
congestion that occurs, to hell with Victoria’s
prosperity and productivity. That is the position we are
dealing with, and we know it.
We have been out there, we have given the
commitment, we have made the announcement, we
have put up the $15 million to develop the business
case and we have already started to do the geotechnical
work on the east–west connection. Fifty holes will be
drilled along Alexandra Parade and through the
Parkville area so that we can get a better understanding
of what is under the ground, prepare the business case,
provide the information to the private sector and do the
planning. We do it a bit differently from the former
government. We do not go out and announce a project,
put a dollar figure to it and let the construction industry
work to that amount of money. We will do the
planning, we will do all the hard work required and we
will make sure that we get it right. We do not want to
get caught up in the long list of projects that we
inherited from the Labor government, which was made
up of contractual muddlers who were absolutely
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hopeless when it came to scoping a project and getting
value for taxpayers. We will do it right.
We will connect the Eastern Freeway with the
Tullamarine Freeway, with the Western Ring Road and
with the port of Melbourne. We will cater for the rapid
population growth that Melbourne will have over the
next 10 years. We will deal with the containers coming
out of the port. We will also make sure that those links
cater for increased public transport options. It will be a
very well-thought-through project. I know the former
Labor government would love to have been a part of
this, but what did we get from it? We got WestLink, a
road that starts nowhere and ends nowhere. Before the
last election members of the Labor government were all
saying, ‘Don’t go near the Eastern Freeway — for
heaven’s sake don’t look at that’ in fear of losing their
inner city seats. It was nothing to do with what the best
outcome for Victoria would be, nothing to do with
productivity and nothing to do with dealing with traffic
congestion; it was all about them and their inner city
seats. That is what dictated their decision to turn their
backs on the Eddington report, their very own report,
that said to them, ‘Build the Eastern Freeway
connection’. After commissioning the report and
getting Sir Rod Eddington to do the work that he did,
they said, ‘No, we refuse to go down that pathway’.
What support did we get from the federal government
and from the opposition in our requests to Infrastructure
Australia for funding for the Melbourne Metro tunnel,
the Eastern Freeway connection, the Dandenong
corridor and Avalon Airport? We got absolutely
nothing, because the members on the other side would
not go to the federal government and throw their weight
behind Victoria. They would not do a thing. They did
not assist in any way, shape or form to make sure that
we got an outcome from the federal government. We
got zero. As a result of Labor working with Labor
against the interests of the state of Victoria, we got
absolutely nothing.
I would have thought the Melbourne Metro tunnel, at
least, would receive some level of support from the
other side and the federal government. We are the only
government that put money into that project. The
former Labor government did not put money into that
project. We are the ones who chipped in to make sure
that the planning could continue and that project could
be developed and go forward. There was no support
whatsoever for that project from the federal government
or from state Labor.
We know very well that when it came to the Eastern
Freeway extension Labor was all over the place. We
have tremendous support for this project from the
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RACV, which was quoted on numerous occasions by
the Labor government in this place. It said:
The east-west link is a major project that will alleviate the
massive congestion at the end of the Eastern Freeway and on
both east–west and north–south roads …

The RACV has fully endorsed that project. Around
150 000 vehicles a day use the Eastern Freeway, but
there was no plan by the former Labor government to
deal with the congestion problems through such a
project. Members opposite say Labor cares. Right in the
middle of Investing in Transport — The East–West
Link Needs Assessment, Sir Rod Eddington
recommended that:
Planning work should commence on the staged construction
of a new 18-kilometre cross-city road connection extending
from the western suburbs to the Eastern Freeway.

That was Labor’s report, commissioned under a Labor
government, but Labor members said, ‘No, we will not
do that. We will definitely not support that. That would
be too expensive for us. There is no way we are going
down that pathway’.
As I said before, we know all about the mixed
messages we have been getting from the other side.
Some opposition members have their hands up for the
Eastern Freeway extension, others have their hands
down and some have their hands in their pockets. I
think the member for Williamstown would like to see it
proceed. We know the member for Altona would like
to see it proceed. In what I think was the hardest press
conference the Leader of the Opposition has ever had to
endure, he put his hands in his pockets and said, ‘Not
for us — not yet, anyway’. I think that is what it is all
about — ‘not yet, anyway’.
Under the toughest financial conditions this state has
suffered in a long period of time, after picking up
project after project that was an absolute financial mess,
we have still put forward over $5 billion for
infrastructure in this budget right across the state; and it
has gone right across the state. You could see Labor
members’ jaws drop and you could see the sad look on
their faces when those projects were being rolled out on
the day this budget was delivered in the Parliament.
They could not believe it. There was the Springvale
Road grade separation, the Rooks Road grade
separation, the Mitcham Road grade separation, the
Koo Wee Rup bypass, the Dingley bypass and the
reinstatement of the Anderson Road grade separations
that were ripped out of the project by the former Labor
government and reinstated in the Labor heartland by a
Liberal-Nationals coalition government.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 23 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

2223

Those opposite could not believe that the ongoing
program of $160 million for the 40 smallest councils
that have been struggling with their asset management,
their roads and their bridges was being continued.
Another $40 million was being put into country
Victoria for roads and bridges to make sure that we
could continue to support all of those smaller councils
to make the roads safer for the transport industry, to
work with the transport industry and local government
to get a good, sound outcome. They could not believe
the Kilmore-Wallan bypass is going ahead, a project
they messed around with. They did not have the ticker
to take it forward, and they could not believe that that
project continues.

rid of the old sleepers. Bring it on! In Williamstown,
Ivanhoe, Altona and Niddrie Labor needs to get rid of
the old sleepers. Bring on the ambitious young
members who have come in and get rid of the old dead
wood!

They could not believe we took on the tough issue of
the taxi industry and put Professor Allan Fels in place
to conduct a wide-ranging inquiry. I am pretty sure that
there was an interjection in this house, last year I
believe, to the effect, ‘You will back down. You will
not go ahead with it’. The inquiry is ongoing and
Professor Fels will bring down his findings. Once again
we have taken on the tough jobs the former government
would not go near. It simply would not go near them.

Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to make
some comments in relation to the inquiry into
greenfields mineral exploration and project
development in Victoria by the Economic Development
and Infrastructure Committee and the report tabled in
the Parliament yesterday. From the outset I want to
acknowledge and congratulate the committee chair, the
member for Hastings, who did a wonderful job in
leading this inquiry. I also want to acknowledge my
fellow committee members and the executive team
made up of Sean Coley, Yuki Simmonds, Scott Martin
and Matt Newington, for helping to produce a report of
substance.

Public Transport Victoria has already locked in 140 bus
timetables with the metropolitan train timetable to
integrate public transport in this great state. How long
has the public been saying, ‘We want to make sure that
the timetables link with one another’. We are doing the
work, we are getting on with the job and we are
delivering. That initiative by the government has been
very well received, and we are seeing improvements on
the public transport network. We are seeing
improvements in relation to punctuality, once again,
something that the former Labor government did not
have the ticker to tackle. The former Minister for Public
Transport, with a timetable in the bottom drawer of his
office when he was turfed out the door, did not have the
ticker to take it out there, put it on the table and say,
‘This is what should happen’. It took a coalition
government to introduce those new timetables: nearly
1000 additional services across the metropolitan rail
network delivered by a coalition government.
The first of our seven new trains are about to be rolled
out. We already have the order in place, and we are
working with the companies on the new trains for the
regional rail link project, which will mean more trains
in country Victoria, more money for maintenance on
the rural train network and more money for
maintenance on the metropolitan train network. There
is more to be done. ‘Get back to the basics’ is what we
said when we were in opposition, and that is exactly
what we are doing. It is about the drainage, the sleepers,
the rails, the points, the crossings and the signals. Get

Question agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: greenfields mineral exploration
and project development in Victoria

The purpose of this inquiry was to produce a set of
recommendations for the government’s consideration
that may enhance our state’s capacity to attract new
greenfield exploration and mining opportunities. In all,
the committee made 25 sound and well-considered
recommendations for the government’s consideration.
In the limited time I have today I want to speak about
item (g) of the committee’s terms of reference, which
refers to the different roles of governments, including
targeted industry engagement and the facilitation and
generation of geological survey information.
The committee learnt that the role of state governments
can be critical to attracting mining investment. In South
Australia the state government’s regulatory approach to
exploration and mining activity and its plan for
accelerating exploration initiatives are commonly
highlighted as contributing to the success of that state’s
resources sector. However, in Victoria it became
apparent during this inquiry that there were major
problems within the earth resources division of the
Department of Primary Industries, and that those
problems were hampering Victoria’s ability to attract
new exploration. Concerns about DPI were first raised
by the Australian Institute of Geoscientists during the
committee’s public hearing on 7 November 2011.
Mr Fraser, who appeared on behalf of AIG, stated:
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We understand there is some reorganisation within the
Department of Primary Industries, or the earth resources
division, and we are fearful that it may be pulled back rather
than being maintained at the current rate or even improved …

The AIG subsequently sent the committee a letter on
14 December 2011 which included an extract from its
quarterly magazine. The extract contained a scathing
letter from Mr Fons VandenBerg, a former DPI
employee, which claimed that DPI was losing the very
best scientific staff at a rate of one every 10 days
through all of July, August and into September 2011.
Mr Vandenberg also indicated that DPI had breached
contracts with some scientific collaborators, such as the
CSIRO, and that work on the highly specialised
database management system had virtually ceased.
The inquiry then heard similar concerns from
Professor Janet Hergt, the head of the school of earth
sciences at the University of Melbourne on
30 January 2012. Ms Hergt’s submission states:
A number of the research projects we currently undertake
would not be possible without the input of the phenomenal
corporate knowledge embodied in those geoscientists still
employed in DPI. It is therefore alarming to see the recent
restructuring of GSV, with resulting loss of its international
brand, key staff and the in-depth knowledge of Victorian
geology that has gone with them. It will not be an easy task to
rebuild this capability, particularly during the current mining
boom.

Separate to these three pieces of damning evidence, last
week I received an email from Mark Reid, another
former public servant, who has kept close contact with
his former colleagues at DPI. Mr Reid writes:
Up until 2010, the GSV had made great strides towards the
state’s surface and subsurface geological knowledge and was
providing valuable information for the mining, energy and
building industries particularly. Last year, it all went pear
shaped thanks to a baffling, enforced change in culture that
has caused an irretrievable loss of intellectual property and
reduced the GSV to a shadow of its former self.

This view was confirmed in an internal staff survey that
was conducted within DPI during 2011. At the public
hearing involving DPI, I sought to obtain a copy of this
staff survey, but I was refused. I then obtained that very
survey under FOI, and it was granted to me just some
weeks ago. It paints a very bleak picture of what is
going on within the earth resources development
division of DPI right now. The survey obtained under
FOI was so damning that there were multiple black
boxes placed all over it to protect the government in
relation to the information that was provided.
The survey suggests that the changed plan and strategy
within the earth resources development division of DPI
are sadly failing. Clearly there are major problems
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within the government, and I will be interested to see
how the Minister for Energy and Resources responds to
the matters that have been raised by the many
submitters to this inquiry.

Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I rise to
speak on the Law Reform Committee report about
donor-conceived children. I have spoken previously on
this report, which addresses the issue of access to
information by donor-conceived children who were
conceived pre-1988. In my previous contribution I
detailed the current regime, whereby those involved as
donors have to consent to all of their information being
available and on the table to be known, but pre-1988 it
was very different. There are now two classes of
donor-conceived children in the state. Those conceived
pre-1998 have no rights to know anything about their
genetic background.
The recommendations of the committee were that that
information should be provided to children who were
conceived before 1988 and that there should be a
number of safeguards. Members of the committee went
on quite a journey. We all started from the position of
thinking that information should not be provided; then
after hearing the evidence all five of us changed our
views. As a result of that experience the committee has
been keen to consult widely and inform people who are
interested to know why the committee made its
recommendations. Many members from both sides of
the house have taken up offers to be briefed. Some
ministers have taken up offers to be briefed by some of
the people who gave evidence to the committee.
In my contribution today I seek to address some of the
key concerns that have arisen as common themes in the
course of these briefings. The first is: what if a donor
does not want contact and has kept his secret from his
current family? The answer to that question is: there is
to be a slow, considered process using an independent
body as a counselling service where donor-conceived
children can contact the donor. There is counselling
involved. Donors can submit a preference regarding
contact, so if they do not want a letter to be sent to them
at a location where people can discover their secret,
they can provide an email address or post office box
address. Contact vetoes have been proposed so that if a
donor does not want contact, then a veto can be put in
place. There can be penalties as well. This is not really
groundbreaking. What was recommended was what
was done by us as a government in the 1980s when we
retrospectively legislated to reunite adopted children

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 23 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

with their birth parents. Experience shows that the
system works well.
Another issue is about claims on estates. Under the
Status of Children Act 1974 there is no legal
relationship between a donor-conceived child and their
donor. Furthermore, donor-conceived children who
were conceived before 1988 are in their mid-20s or
older, so there are no issues about obligations, legal or
moral issues or otherwise in relation to child
maintenance.
The primary concern that people raise about this issue
is about the breaching of an agreement. The main
people who have opposed the recommendations are
doctors and members of the Australian Medical
Association. They have said the donors all donated on
the basis of anonymity and it would be wrong to breach
that agreement. Yet this argument fails on a number of
levels. The forms that were used by all the treating
doctors and hospitals varied quite widely. None of the
forms was anything more than an undertaking by the
donor not to seek out information about their offspring.
There really is no evidence of written documentation
that contains an express condition that donors were
only donating on the condition of anonymity. The
argument also fails because, even if there were that
express undertaking, the children were not party to that
agreement.
A special edition of the Journal of Law and Medicine
will be released in July to exclusively cover this issue. I
have had a sneak peek at it, and the legal
recommendations put forward by some of the
submitters to this journal have stated that while there
may have been oral assurances, there is nothing that
could give rise to an enforceable contract. The so-called
contracts could really be seen, at their highest, as just
one-sided statements of informed consent. We are
really weighing up two moral arguments; they are not
reconcilable. There is the moral right to anonymity
versus the moral right to genetic information.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I too would like to rise
and make a few brief comments on the Law Reform
Committee report on access by donor-conceived people
to information about donors, tabled in March 2012. At
the outset I would like to acknowledge the work of the
committee. The report has some 29 recommendations
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and 10 findings. The committee was chaired by the
member for Prahran, and I am pleased to inform the
house that the Deputy Chair, the member for
Brunswick, has recently given birth to a baby boy. I am
sure the house wishes to extend its congratulations to
the member for Brunswick.
Mr Delahunty — He’s going to play for Essendon.
Ms BEATTIE — I will not take up the interjection
by the Minister for Sport and Recreation, but I suggest
he look at his world map before he starts interjecting
and find out where New Zealand is in proximity to
New South Wales.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member will continue with her contribution
on the report.
Ms BEATTIE — I digress from the report that I
wanted to talk about. As I said, there are
30 recommendations and 10 findings, with
51 witnesses, being 20 individuals and
31 organisations, having appeared before the
committee. I am sure that at times it must have been
quite harrowing to listen to some of the stories that
were told. I appreciate the opportunity given by the
committee for a briefing a couple of sitting weeks ago,
and I thank the committee for that. There will be debate
over this report for some time to come. People have
strong feelings about this issue, but it was really
interesting to read in this report about some of the
people who were personally affected.
I note that on page 23 a report of the Legal and
Constitutional Affairs References Committee of the
Australian Senate was tabled in the Senate on
10 February 2011. One of those recommendations,
which I thoroughly support, was that through the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General the
Australian government do everything possible to ensure
the establishment of a national donor conception
register. In my view this is an absolute imperative, and I
urge the government to consider that report and hand
back its findings on it as quickly as possible.
The committee reflected quite deeply on some of the
recruitment methods used for finding donors. The
report refers to a man who was a medical student in the
1970s and donated after attending a lecture at which
students were asked to consider donating sperm for
infertile couples. A full-time university student, he and
his wife were seeking to support themselves; quite
frankly he did it for the $100 fee offered at the time as
an income supplement. There was also a man who
responded to a call in the press in the 1980s for sperm
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donors. There were many reasons why people donated.
Some of them were altruistic — for example, to help
out others who could not have children naturally. Other
people admitted it was just an income supplement.
There were many and varied reasons for donating.
The committee also heard from some of the children. It
seems quite unfair to me that there are two levels, if you
like, of donor-conceived children. The committee also
heard that record keeping was not what we would
regard as sufficient and that records were sometimes
destroyed, particularly where doctors were carrying out
treatments in private practice. In the few seconds I have
left I would like to thank and praise the committee for
its work.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2011–12 (part 3)
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report on the budget estimates, part 3 and in
particular chapter 2.5 in terms of the response to major
flooding, which is given in a fair amount of detail on
page 23 of the report. This section refers to an
important and significant part of rural and regional
Victoria and its history and certainly in the last couple
of years, our most recent history, with the flooding that
took place in both western Victoria and more recently
in northern Victoria. We know the damage bushfires do
to people and property; so too do floods, and the long
recovery process is just as damaging. There are two
parts to it: public property damage and private property
damage. This government has been very quick to
respond — as has local government — to flooding in
our regional areas. In the Murray Valley flooding
remains a major and significant concern. The rain that
fell in mid-March and what followed resulted in what
was declared a natural disaster.
The private property sector and the farming
communities had thousands of hectares inundated, and
many homes and sheds were well under water. They
say that timing is everything; in terms of crops we are
very fortunate that harvesting of the winter crops from
the previous year had been finished, and the current
season’s crops had not yet gone in. Obviously the
impact on fruit trees and dairy farms was worse.
Certainly the summer crops in our region were heavily
impacted upon.
No doubt the category C funding applied for by the
Premier had an excellent reception where it was
received — certainly in the city of Greater Shepparton,
the shire of Moira and the shire of Indigo, which is in
my area. Frustrations are at boiling point in the rural
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city of Wangaratta, which has still not been declared a
natural disaster area, and we wait on the Prime
Minister’s office to make that declaration — we hope.
An important consideration is that unfortunately rain
does not fall within local government boundaries. For
example, in a town like the small community of
Peachelba, those who live on one side of the road
qualify for category C funding while those on the other
side of the road may be in a different shire and not
qualify. That is very frustrating even within local
communities. But so it is too with local government
boundaries. The councils are still waiting for this
funding to come through for the roads and
infrastructure to be repaired. We will continue to lobby,
and we hope the federal government will see the light
of day.
Certainly the roads play a major role in our day-to-day
work in the public sector and in the collection of milk
and the transport of grain to the ports, and the damage
to this infrastructure is quite high. Bridges, major
Victorian roads and local government roads were
damaged. Again I say that these regions have had
strong support with funding. The clean-up has begun,
and the fixing of the roads and some of the
infrastructure is well on its way. As the committee
report states, there is also funding for the initiatives via
various state facilities. That is in the absence of federal
funding assistance. Infrastructure in other community
areas was damaged, including, for example, the
Tungamah Football Club. It might not be a huge
football club with state-of-the-art grounds, but it plays
an important part in its community. It was flooded out,
and we are still waiting to see those facilities repaired.
Numurkah hospital was compromised by the floods,
and there is still scarring in those communities. The list
goes on.
Last week the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee, chaired by David Koch, a member for
Western Victoria Region in the Council, held a public
hearing in Numurkah. I was very pleased that the
committee came to look at the broader issue of flood
mitigation and, in particular, that its members listened
to the emotion, passion and concerns of the residents of
Numurkah. At the same time they looked at the broader
issue of flood mitigation, but they were very
compassionate. They went to Nathalia as well to see the
levee bank system there. I am very appreciative of the
fact that this committee came to the area and
demonstrated its understanding and in particular its
patience, because to some extent the hearing was
outside the scope of the terms of reference, certainly in
some parts. With that, I conclude my remarks.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 23 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
2009–10 and 2010–11 financial and
performance outcomes
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report entitled Report on the 2009–10 and
2010–11 Financial and Performance Outcomes, which
was tabled recently in this Parliament. I will focus my
comments on chapter 7 of the report, as well as the
minority report. At the outset, and as a former member
of the committee, I must say that I am deeply concerned
by the very political nature of the way in which
chapter 7 has been put together. As the minority report
states:
… there was not a single hearing, nor did it examine a single
witness. No former minister, or any departmental
representative was given an opportunity to comment on any
element of the majority’s analysis, and no submissions were
invited.

In my experience this is very unlike the way PAEC has
previously conducted itself.
Chapter 7 goes through the former Labor government’s
Growing Victoria Together strategy and concludes that
of the 36 measures 36 per cent were met, 19 per cent
were partially met, 25 per cent were not met and 19 per
cent were unable to be determined. In many areas,
including those referred to in the minority report, the
majority has taken a simplistic approach to determining
if measures have been met. I will refer to one measure
in particular:
The appreciation of diverse neighbourhoods and communities
will increase.

The majority determined that this measure had not been
met, citing the Victorian population health survey,
which indicates a decline in support for
multiculturalism between 2001 and 2009. I ask
members opposite to think back 10 years to what was
happening in Australia from 2001 onwards. We had a
Prime Minister in John Howard who was intent on
dividing our community. He was a Prime Minister
opposed to multiculturalism. In an act reminiscent of
George Orwell’s Nineteen Eighty-Four, he obliterated
the word ‘multiculturalism’ from the name of the
department. I am proud of Victoria’s bipartisan
commitment to multiculturalism, and I hope it will
continue. We are indeed fortunate to live in a
multicultural community here in Victoria and especially
in my electorate of Narre Warren South, which has
many people who have come to live in peace and
prosperity in our great state. The factors taken into
consideration in determining whether measures have
been met are, as you will see if you read the report, far
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too simplistic. That is just one example. Time prevents
me from giving further, more extensive examples.
While the majority of PAEC members have sought to
politicise chapter 7, they have also taken the
extraordinary step of declaring a number of good
outcomes achieved between November 2010 and June
2011. The Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development section is just breathtaking,
really; I advise everybody to read it. In this section the
majority has claimed several outcomes, including:
Give children the best start in life and provide access to
affordable, quality early childhood education in the years
before schooling
Develop the basic skills for life and learning so children make
a successful transition to school
Assist young people to transition from school to further
education and/or work that provides further training
opportunities —

and —
Supply the skills needed to improve labour market outcomes
and equip Victorians of all ages with the skills and
capabilities to enable educational, labour market and social
participation.

The evidence the majority uses to support these
outcomes is just as simplistic as the factors used to
judge the Growing Victoria Together strategy. It is
typical of conservatives that they apply different
standards to themselves than they apply to others. But
what I know will be the ultimate measures of these
outcomes are the following: the cut to the Take a Break
program funding, the lack of investment in
kindergartens, the cuts to the Victorian certificate of
applied learning and TAFE, and the record high youth
unemployment rate. On these measures the Baillieu
government will score a big fail. By any measure
Victorian families will be worse off.
The majority’s work in chapter 7 clearly shows a
government bereft of ideas and intent on trashing the
proud record of the Labor government. It is very
disturbing as a former member of PAEC to see a
government abusing the function and workings of such
an esteemed committee of this Parliament. I suggest to
the government that in the interests of good government
it commit to openness and transparency and return
PAEC to doing the good work it has done in the past.
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Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I would like to
make some remarks in relation to the Law Reform
Committee inquiry into access by donor-conceived
people to information about donors. I commend the
committee on its good work and deliberations in
considering some sensitive matters. I also consider it
unfortunate that some three decades after these issues
were first contemplated and there was controversy
within the Victorian community the law has not been
amended to accommodate the horizons and aspirations
of donor-conceived people.
The development of law in this area has lagged behind
the rate of development in the scientific community,
and some of the issues that may have been anticipated
some 30 years ago are only coming more broadly to
light today. Adoption was a practice regulated in this
state. In the first third of the 20th century it was thought
to be advantageous as part of the adoption process to
amend a birth certificate so that a person would not
necessarily have an immediate understanding that they
had been adopted. It was regarded as being in the best
interests of the child.
Later a body of literature developed representing the
situation of relinquishing parents, who expressed
significant angst at not being able to find out what had
happened to their progeny. I would add that there has
been a range of studies undertaken and observations
made by authors in the English-speaking world which
have defined people who in later parts of their lives
have come face to face with a sibling or a parent and
which graphically describe what that might have meant
to that individual or that person. It is a significant realm.
It deals with human emotion and the genetic inheritance
of an individual.
There has been some social debate in relation to
whether an individual is a product of nature or nurture
and whether the outcomes are determined by their
biology and their biological history or their social
history. I hold the view that human outcomes are a
combination of those two aspects or features. There are
examples where twins separated at birth and brought up
in different countries have met each other later in life
and found remarkably similar continuing and striking
characteristics. There is a strong body of literature that
documents that particular journey.
Turning to the issues themselves, I hold the view that it
is axiomatic that an individual has a right to a
knowledge of their genetic inheritance, their genetic
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history. There are issues in relation to the matter of
retrospectivity, and as a legislature we need to be very
mindful and cautious about amending laws
retrospectively. If there is a retrospective benefit, it is a
straightforward matter. If there is a retrospective
burden, it is more problematic.
On balance, having weighed a number of different
factors and depending on any legislation that might
come before the house, ultimately I think it is axiomatic
that an individual has a right to full knowledge of their
genetic inheritance. It gives rise to a wider
understanding of their medical health and history, an
understanding of their siblings and an understanding of
their history. We as a nation are a family of immigrants
but that history can be traced back into different parts of
the world, and I think it is helpful for an individual to
have an idea of their bearing in time, place and context.
I again state that the committee has done a good job in
giving rise to the issues, and I give praise to the current
government for the reference given to the committee to
shed light on some of these issues. A number of people
who regrettably have confronted terminal medical
illnesses have not had the opportunity of ascertaining
their genetic inheritance.
A number of years ago I undertook some research on
this topic as part of my law degree. The right to
information concerning biological origins affects
adopted children and children conceived by artificial
insemination by donor. There are a number of
conclusions that I framed at that time which if they had
been implemented then would make the journey to
provide a foundational framework for children born
before 1988 easier as they have sought to ascertain and
understand their genetic inheritance, which I believe is
their human right.

POLICE AND EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of Mr RYAN
(Minister for Police and Emergency Services).
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I rise to speak on the
Police and Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012. This bill makes five principal
changes in the areas of police and emergency services.
In relation to emergency services, it makes amendments
to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor Act 2011. This act is due to sunset on
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30 September 2012 after the tabling of the monitor’s
final report in July of this year. This bill extends the
operation of the act to 30 September 2014 and requires
the production of an additional two annual reports on
31 July 2013 and 31 July 2014. The bill makes
provision for the minister, and this is a new provision,
to ask the monitor to report on other matters. I will
come back to that point later on.

result of the Rush inquiry. As we have said before, the
Rush inquiry was a sham process that was undertaken
with only one objective in mind — that was, the
removal of the then independent Chief Commissioner
of Police, Simon Overland. The Rush inquiry was a
cover for this despicable period of behaviour by the
Deputy Premier and his office and other members of
the government.

The bill makes provision to implement in part
recommendation 53 of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission by amending section 32 of the Sale
of Land Act 1962 to include a vendor’s statement that
the house is in a bushfire area. It also makes a minor
change to the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 and
grants the Secretary of the Department of Sustainability
and the Environment the power to appoint other
personnel to exercise the power of the CFA chief
officer if the CFA is not present in the area. That
happens in practice; this is putting it in the legislation.

I refer to recommendation 16 of the Rush inquiry,
which states that the new police act provides that
deputy commissioners and assistant commissioners are
to be appointed by the chief commissioner, that the
maximum term of appointment should continue to be
five years and that there should be no limit on the
maximum number of deputy commissioners and
assistant commissioners. The bill deals in part with that
recommendation. It amends section 4 of the Police
Regulation Act 1958, which currently states ‘Deputy
Commissioners (not exceeding four) and … Assistant
Commissioners (not exceeding ten)’. Those caps are
simply removed by this bill. In practice this will mean
that the chief commissioner will continue to make
recommendations to the Governor in Council.

In the area of police, the bill amends the Police
Regulation Act 1958 to remove the cap on the number
of deputy commissioners and assistant commissioners
of police that can be appointed. For deputy
commissioners the cap is currently 4, and for assistant
commissioners the cap is 10. It also implements in part
recommendation 16 of the Rush inquiry, which I will
return to in a moment. The bill provides a statutory
power for the Chief Commissioner of Police to issue
standards of grooming and acceptable clothing
accessories for police recruits and protective services
officers (PSOs). This is putting into statute the power of
the chief commissioner to implement the uniform and
appearance policy of the police manual. Police officers
can apply for exemptions from the policy on genuine
medical, cultural or religious grounds. I will return to
these matters in a moment.
At the outset I say that the opposition will not be
opposing this bill, but I flag for the debate over the
course of the next couple of days that it may propose in
the other place an amendment regarding
recommendation 53, depending on the conduct of the
debate. I will come to the issue I am referring to in a
moment.

I make the point that it is important that the chief
commissioner — whoever it may be — be able to
decide the number of deputies and assistant
commissioners without government interference.
However, it is interesting to read the second-reading
speech of the Deputy Premier at the point about the
independence of the chief commissioner and the ability
of the chief commissioner to make those appointments
as he or she sees fit. The speech states ‘the chief
commissioner will play a significant role in determining
the reasonable number of deputy commissioners and
assistant commissioners that will be required’. The
terminology is ‘a significant role’. The Deputy Premier
just cannot help himself! For the first 12 months of his
administration he was up to his neck in interference in
police operational matters and running a campaign
against police command. We now have this legislation
before us, and again the Deputy Premier is saying that
the chief commissioner will not be independent but he
can have a significant role — he can have a role!
Mr Delahunty interjected.

Firstly, I turn to the police and the removing of the caps
on the number of deputy and assistant commissioners
that can be appointed. At the beginning I will say that
this was something Labor proposed in 2008. It was in
the legislation which we proposed and which those
opposite opposed, so there is nothing new in the
provision to remove the caps; it is something we tried to
do, without the support of the coalition, back in 2008.
These proposed changes come before us today as a

Mr MERLINO — This is the commentary of the
Deputy Premier, and the Deputy Premier has
despicable form in this area. Is he going to tick off who
and how many deputy and assistant commissioners
there will be? Is he going to veto who will be appointed
as deputy commissioner and assistant commissioner?
The Deputy Premier has never respected the separation
between his office and the independent office of the
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chief commissioner, so is he going to tear up the
practice of the past and current practice whereby the
chief commissioner’s recommendations are confirmed
by Governor in Council? When he was chief
commissioner it was the recommendation of Simon
Overland that Sir Ken Jones be made a deputy
commissioner. That proceeded through to Governor in
Council. That has been the practice in the past. The
Deputy Premier is flagging that he will have a role,
alongside the chief commissioner, in who will be
deputy and assistant commissioners and how many
there will be.
I turn to deal with the Rush inquiry. On 23 May 2010
the Premier directed the State Services Authority to
conduct a special inquiry into the structure, operations
and administration of the senior police command of
Victoria Police. This was at the height of the dirty
campaign against Simon Overland — the campaign run
directly out of the minister’s office. It is reflected in
large part in the Crossing the Line report of the Office
of Police Integrity, and there is more information to
follow. Jack Rush, QC, was appointed as a
commissioner of the authority to lead the inquiry, and
the report was tabled in March. Interestingly it was
handed to the government in November last year. It is
unclear why it took so long for the government to
produce the Rush report. Perhaps the answer lies in the
fact that there was absolutely nothing damning in the
report.
However, it did not matter that there was nothing that
damned the former chief commissioner, Simon
Overland, because the government had already got his
scalp earlier on. It does not matter that the Rush inquiry
was the wet lettuce that it was always going to be. The
government established the Rush inquiry primarily not
to fix police command but to fix Simon Overland.
During the Rush inquiry, Ken Lay, the current chief
commissioner, said:
… it was almost impossible to be concentrating fully on what
was important, and that was keeping the state safe.

Those are the words of the now Chief Commissioner of
Police — that it was more important for this
government to run a campaign against the independent
chief commissioner, Simon Overland, and to absolutely
put police command under siege, than to keep the state
safe. Those are the words of Victoria’s top police
officer. The Deputy Premier and his office and other
members of the Baillieu government put their vendetta
against Simon Overland ahead of ensuring the safety of
our state. They will be forever condemned for this
disgraceful period in the history of Victoria Police, and
the Deputy Premier will be forever diminished. We can
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see that now. He has lost the support of the Liberal
Party.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr MERLINO — He has lost the support of the
Liberal Party, his Liberal colleagues, because so many
Liberals have been thrown under the bus to protect the
Deputy Premier and Leader of The Nationals. There is
a great level of anger and resentment within the Liberal
Party, and the Liberals have been forced — the member
for Benambra, Liberal officers — —
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Mr MERLINO — There is no doubt that there is a
high level of anger directed at the Deputy Premier. I
have quoted this before, but it is worth repeating again.
Ken Lay is reported as having said:
If I go back to that time … I know Simon said publicly on a
number of occasions that we … were staying focused, but my
recollection was that it was an enormously difficult time.

He is further reported as having said:
As a member of police command I felt under siege. I thought
Simon was under siege.

He is also reported as having said:
It was as hard a time as I can ever remember for a chief
commissioner.
This was a very big part of Simon’s decision (to resign), I
believe.

Former Deputy Commissioner Kieran Walshe said
upon his retirement in February that the:
… hardest part for me was the resignation of Simon
Overland. Simon was really committed to policing,
committed to delivering for the Victorian community, he
certainly was putting the organisation on the path to achieve
that … I’ve got a lot of respect for Simon and to see him
leave in those circumstances was really difficult.

The Rush report made no findings against Simon
Overland. There was never any justification for the
forced resignation, the effective sacking, of Chief
Commissioner Simon Overland — just blind hatred of
this man by members of the Baillieu government. The
Deputy Premier put on his staff people who he knew
had an axe to grind against Simon Overland. He knew
he was employing people who wanted to see the back
of Simon Overland. That is a fact.
The Office of Police Integrity inquiry that led to the
Crossing the Line report was unable to investigate the
Deputy Premier, his chief of staff, MPs or people other
than Tristan Weston who were involved in the
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undermining of the chief commissioner, so we await
the Ombudsman’s report, because there is more
information to come. There is a bigger story here about
what the minister knew, what he was complicit in and
what he allowed to happen. We are waiting for the full
involvement of the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to come to light.
Earlier in the day we saw the forced and fake cockiness
of the Deputy Premier. That may well vanish when we
actually see the Ombudsman’s report and more
information comes to light. Interestingly, the
government refused to reveal at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings whether there is a
contingency fund to provide compensation to Simon
Overland if it is found that his forced resignation was a
result of inappropriate interference or activity within the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services’s office or
the Premier’s office. That is something that we are
going to keep a close eye on because I think Simon
Overland, as with every member of the Victorian
community interested in policing in this state, will be
very interested in the Ombudsman’s report that
hopefully will come to light shortly.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
comments from respected former police officer Charlie
Bezzina in today’s Herald Sun, where he says that the
allegation against the member for Frankston:
… appears to be one of obtaining financial advantage by
deception —

and —
The police, and not the Speaker, are the best placed people to
ascertain if a crime has been committed.

I ask the Premier: will he now refer these matters to
Victoria Police?
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, with
respect to anticipation, I understand the Leader of the
Opposition gave notice of a motion this morning, and
while I do not have the exact wording of the motion in
front of me, I seek your advice as to whether this
question goes to the rule of anticipation with respect to
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the contents of the motion before the Chair and this
house.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Speaker, the
notice of motion given by the Leader of the Opposition
today did not in fact refer to the police; it referred
exclusively to the Speaker’s investigation. This was a
question from the Leader of the Opposition that relates
to a view expressed in this morning’s newspaper, and
the Premier should indeed answer it. It goes absolutely
nowhere near the rule of anticipation, and if such a
precedent were to be set, I put it to you, Speaker, that
almost all questions without notice, whether they be
Dorothy Dixers or from the opposition, would be in
breach of that rule of anticipation.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McIntosh — I raise a further point of order,
Speaker, on the issue of whether this is asking for an
opinion. I ask for your ruling on whether it is asking for
an opinion.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold that
point of order either.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I indicated
yesterday, claims were made in a newspaper on
Sunday, and those claims have been referred to you,
Speaker, and to the Department of Parliamentary
Services. They are claims about members’ entitlements,
and when members’ entitlements have been questioned
in the past they have gone to the Speaker and the
Department of Parliamentary Services, and that is the
appropriate place.

Building industry: Productivity Commission
review
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My question
is to the Premier. Can the Premier advise the house of
progress with the Council of Australian Government’s
(COAG) decision to refer the issue of costs in
Australia’s construction industry to the Productivity
Commission?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As members would be
aware, the government has been concerned for some
time about the escalating cost of construction. The risk
we run is that the escalating cost of construction will
price us out of vital infrastructure in the future. The
escalating cost of construction is also shaping our cities
more than anything else. As members would be aware,
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in February last year we raised these issues at COAG.
Indeed we also raised these issues at COAG in August
last year, and we sought then a Productivity
Commission inquiry. The Prime Minister used her
authority at those COAG meetings to prevent that from
proceeding.
The recent COAG meeting in April this year was
preceded by a business forum, and that business forum
strongly supported the issues that we raised with regard
to construction costs. Not only that but the business
forum strongly supported a reference to the
Productivity Commission. That mood was then
supported at the Council for the Australian Federation,
the meeting of states. It was supported at COAG.
Finally at the COAG meeting the Prime Minister
allowed a communiqué from COAG to say that:
COAG noted that the heads of treasuries have been asked to
undertake analysis of construction industry costs and
productivity, and agreed to consider the outcomes of this
work through senior officials. Both should occur within a
month, including the possibility of referral of one or a
combination to the Productivity Commission.
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operators in the building business to run the compliance
code — Nigel Hadgkiss.

We believe that the compliance unit, the measures we
are taking and the Productivity Commission inquiry are
important steps. That has been supported by
Infrastructure Partnerships Australia, it has been
supported by the business community and it has been
supported by Jac Nasser, the chairman of BHP, and
other commentators, but it is not supported by some. In
the last few days some have said we should get rid of
that compliance unit, and they have committed to
getting rid of that compliance unit.
Mr Andrews — Too right!
Mr BAILLIEU — The Leader of the Opposition
has said, ‘Too right’. That is right; he would say ‘Too
right’, because he does not care about construction
costs, he does not care about the construction
industry — and it is the Leader of the Opposition who
says we should get rid of that unit.

Member for Frankston: conduct

That was on 13 April. More than a month has passed
and the commonwealth has not yet done it. We are
disappointed in that, and I think the business
community and the construction industry are
disappointed in that as well.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I ask: has the Premier sought
an assurance from the member for Frankston that he,
the member for Frankston, has at all times acted
appropriately?

If I can quote from an article by Robert Gottliebsen in
the Business Spectator of 22 May, it says that Victoria
is:

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question from the Leader of the Opposition must relate
to government business. The general nature of the
question which has been put goes far beyond issues to
do with government business, and I ask that you rule it
out of order.

… leading the nation in taking action to stop the damage to
construction industry productivity …
…
I might add that many of those forces are set to send the cost
of building Australian infrastructure, including hospitals,
schools roads et cetera, through the roof.

He said the first step to improving non-housing
construction productivity must be to address these
issues, and the article goes on.
It is very clear that the essential exercise here is to get a
handle on construction costs through the Productivity
Commission. One thing the Victorian government has
done is establish a code of conduct and indeed
guidelines for the construction industry in projects
sponsored by the Victorian government. Robert
Gottliebsen also had this to say:
It’s one thing to establish a code of conduct providing these
measures and another to make the code work. The Victorian
government is likely to make the code of conduct work
because they have selected one of the toughest and best

Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question does relate to government business. When the
Premier made the decision to refer one of his own
members of Parliament for investigation, he in fact
owned it as government business. The Leader of the
Opposition’s question went to the basis upon which he
made that referral, and the question goes to whether or
not the Premier satisfied himself that the member for
Frankston had indeed acted appropriately. It is a matter
of government administration.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe it is a
matter of government administration.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier, as the leader of the government, has referred
the conduct of the member for Frankston, a member of
the government, to you. In doing so, the Premier, as an
act of the leader of the government, has clearly defined
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the conduct of the member for Frankston as a matter of
government business, a matter of concern to the
government, a matter relevant to the government and a
matter the subject of consideration by the government.
If the conduct of the member for Frankston is worthy of
investigation, surely it must be a matter of government
business whether this Premier has sought assurances
from that same member about the character of his
conduct.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe that this
is a matter of government administration.
Ms Thomson — On a further point of order,
Speaker, I am sure if you were to look at precedents
where questions have been asked of the Premier in
relation to government members, the Premier has
chosen to answer those questions. They have not been
ruled out, and you have not given us the basis on which
you are giving your ruling in relation to those
precedents.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Footscray displays a fundamental
misunderstanding of the roles of members of
Parliament in this house. When reference is made to the
government, as far as this house is concerned the
government consists of the ministers of the
government. A backbencher or an opposition
frontbencher is a member of the house, but they are not
a member of the government.
The issue that, as I understand it, the Premier has said is
appropriate for you to consider rather than for the
government to address could, as far as this house is
concerned, just as much have been a matter relating to
an opposition backbencher as to a backbencher who sits
on this side of the house. The point of order is entirely
misconceived; simply because a backbencher sitting on
the government side of the house is involved does not
make it a matter of government administration.
Mr Andrews — Speaker, further on the point of
order raised by the member for Footscray and the
Attorney-General’s response, if the government does
not include the member for Frankston and if his
conduct is irrelevant to the conduct of government
business, on what basis then did the Premier refer the
member for Frankston to you for investigation? The
Attorney-General has made our argument for us. The
Premier, by his referral, has himself defined the
member for Frankston and his behaviour as a matter of
direct relevance to the business of this government.
Therefore a question can be asked, and therefore under
the forms of this house the question ought to be
answered.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order of the member for Footscray. I do not believe
that this is a matter of government administration.
Mr Pandazopoulos — On a further point of order,
Speaker, this question goes to the use of appropriations
to the Parliament. The Premier himself is responsible
for the appropriations to Parliament. By deciding to
refer to the Speaker of the Parliament a matter of the
use of appropriations to Parliament by a member of
Parliament, this clearly is within the Premier’s
responsibility and is clearly a core part of government
responsibility. The appropriations to this Parliament
come from the government, and there is no doubt that
to refer a decision to the Speaker of that same
Parliament is an acknowledgement by the Premier
himself that it has to do with government responsibility.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
unclear — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members of the
government will come to order.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ferntree Gully
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the honourable member for Ferntree
Gully to leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Questions resumed.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
unclear. I read the decisions by the Chair, I read the
standing orders, and when these momentous decisions
have been made by a Speaker there has been a reason
given by the Speaker in regard to the decision that has
been made. I am unclear in regard to why this specific
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question has been ruled out of order, and I ask you to
explain to the house, and certainly to make it clear to
me, on what basis it is not government business.

Those two examples make it absolutely crystal clear
that your initial ruling was correct, Speaker, and the
question should remain ruled out of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled that I do not
believe it is in regard to government administration.

Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, I
refer you to question time yesterday in relation to the
ruling that you have made today. Yesterday the Leader
of the Opposition asked the Premier:

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Because it is not. It is as simple
as that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Hennessy — On a further point of order,
Speaker, it would be helpful for the house to understand
the basis of your ruling. I understand that the House of
Representatives Practice is often used and referred to
by both yourself and the clerks. Chapter 6 of the House
of Representatives Practice makes it very clear that:
The Speaker’s statements and rulings must be sufficiently
clear and authoritative for members to accept them.

It is my submission to you, Speaker, that the absence of
a clear and authoritative explanation of the basis upon
which you have come to your view that this is not a
matter of government business would be unfair. It does
seem to me that although a whole range of questions on
this issue have been accepted as being relevant to
government business and have been ruled in order, this
one has not, and I would ask that you provide the house
with an explanation as to the basis on which and the
characteristics as to why this question is not
government business.
Mr O’Brien — On the point of order, Speaker, it
may assist the house and the member for Altona if I
refer her to Rulings from the Chair. It says at page 157
of the volume I have:
Parliamentary administration not the responsibility of the
Premier. A question directed to the Premier relating to the
expenditure of parliamentary funds was ruled out of order
because such expenditure is the responsibility of the Presiding
Officers.

It also goes on to give another example of a ruling from
the Chair and states:
The Speaker ruled a question to a minister —

a minister, not a backbencher —
concerning his alleged actions in relation to his request to
purchase of the stock of a nursery in his electorate, out of
order on the grounds that it did not relate to government
administration.

Why did the Premier refer the conduct of the member for
Frankston to the Speaker and not to Victoria Police?

That question was ruled in order. The question was
not answered but was responded to by the Premier. The
question asked today similarly refers to the referral to
Victoria Police; it is a similar question. If yesterday’s
question in relation to the conduct of the member for
Frankston and where that behaviour was referred to —
whether it was referred to yourself, Speaker, or to
Victoria Police — and the appropriateness of it, was
ruled in order, there is no reason the question asked
today should not also be ruled in order. We simply seek
an explanation as to why the question has not been
ruled in order today What is the difference?
The SPEAKER — Order! I made the ruling today
in regard to whether it was in regard to government
administration. I say again that I do not believe it is in
regard to government administration. I call the member
for Mildura.

Regional and rural Victoria: government
initiatives
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. Can the minister advise the house on
how the coalition government’s $1 billion
regional — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have moved on, and I
have called the member for Mildura.
Mr CRISP — My question is to the Deputy Premier
and Minister for Regional and Rural Development. Can
the minister advise the house on how the coalition
government’s $1 billion Regional Growth Fund is
driving economic activity and industry investment and
creating more jobs in regional and rural communities
like Mildura?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Mildura for
his excellent question. Of course supporting the
regions, growing jobs and creating better career
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opportunities for regional Victorians is a priority for
this coalition government. The centrepiece of our
endeavours in that regard is our $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund; it has a clear focus on job creation. An
excellent example of how the growth fund investment
in critical infrastructure is driving the growth we seek
can be seen in yesterday’s announcement by Rex
aviation — Regional Express — to reintroduce direct
flights between Mildura and Adelaide, and Mildura and
Sydney. It will also mean the company is improving the
service it offers between Broken Hill and Mildura.
An important factor in influencing this decision by
Regional Express was our investment as a government
in a $6.4 million redevelopment of Mildura Airport.
Our government contributed $5.2 million from the
Regional Growth Fund. This will enable the
redevelopment of the airport, and that in turn will
permit a genuine hub to be developed for regional
aviation.
The original intent behind our investment in Mildura
was to encourage more airline services into the region.
More services and larger planes will lead to greater
competition and lower airfares. That will create more
economic activity, and in turn that will create more job
opportunities. The Rex aviation announcement is a very
important step in achieving this objective. With this
announcement Mildura will now have direct air links to
three capital cities: Adelaide, Melbourne and Sydney.
There are very few regional cities throughout Australia
that can boast such a capacity.
The services will also create a great opportunity for the
tourism industry in Mildura. They will enable more
visitors from South Australia and New South Wales to
come to this beautiful part of our state. Mildura has
many attractions — the Murray River and sport and
cultural festivals spread throughout the year — and the
city is a gateway to the outback. The new services will
make it more convenient for people in Mildura to travel
to Adelaide or Sydney. The direct flights will
commence on 9 July. The airport project will in itself
create 18 new direct jobs and 82 additional indirect jobs
in Mildura. In addition there will be 25 jobs created
during the construction phase. Work is about to start,
and it is intended to be completed by early to mid-2013.
Prior to the election we committed $3 million to this
project. We were hopeful of being able to obtain
another $3 million from the federal government
through the Regional Australia Development Fund
(RADF). Unfortunately that money did not materialise.
When the project was not successful in attracting the
commonwealth government’s support, we as a
government increased our contribution to $5.2 million.
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To its great credit, the Mildura Rural City Council has
contributed $1.2 million to bring the total project cost to
$6.4 million.
The government is also investing $13.3 million in the
Mildura riverfront redevelopment. That is another
wonderful project. It will create 36 new direct jobs and
49 additional indirect jobs, and an estimated 32 people
will be employed throughout the construction phase of
this equally important project. We are waiting on
another announcement from the commonwealth on a
funding application for this particular project under the
RADF. All this is clearly to do with our basic message
as a government — we care about regional Victoria.
We care. It is not just empty rhetoric; we actually care
about it, and that is why we will do these projects.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer him to an
answer to a question yesterday where he expressed full
confidence in the member for Frankston, and I ask:
further to that answer can the Premier detail for the
house whether he has spoken to the member for
Frankston in relation to allegations that the member for
Frankston misused his parliamentary entitlements?
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, given
the rulings from the Chair that I referred to in speaking
on an earlier point of order, a matter that clearly relates
to the expenditure of parliamentary funds is not a
matter of government administration. On that basis the
question should be ruled out of order, or at least should
be reworded so that it clearly relates to government
administration, given the rulings from the Chair that
expenditure of parliamentary funds is a matter for
Presiding Officers, not a matter of government
administration.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, I
am referring to an answer the Premier happily gave
yesterday in response to a question that as a matter of
history was allowed, was ruled in order, and I am
asking a question directly in relation to the Premier as
the leader of the government expressing his full
confidence in the member for Frankston. Following that
answer, arising material to that answer, I am simply
asking the Premier as the leader of the government: has
he had a discussion with the member for Frankston in
relation to his conduct? That is completely in order,
Speaker, I put it to you. If it was in order yesterday,
asked and answered, surely it is in order today.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe it is in
regard to government administration.
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Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, we
could not help but notice from here that there was some
pause before the minister got to his feet to put his point
of order. The question that was put to the Premier
yesterday was answered; what is sought is some detail
as to the reasons that matter was referred to you — why
the conduct of the member for Frankston was in fact
sent to you to inquire into. The detail of that is relevant
to the question that was asked yesterday. It is fully in
accordance with government business, because the
Premier himself took on the responsibility of referring
that matter to you. Therefore it is quite within the realm
of government business for him to answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not believe it is in
regard to government administration.
Ms Hennessy — On a further point of order,
Speaker, yesterday the Premier expressed his full
confidence in the member for Frankston; today the
Leader of the Opposition asked about the basis of that
full confidence. If you are going to rule that it is a
matter of government administration on a Tuesday but
not on a Wednesday, it is incumbent on you to detail to
the house the basis on which you made that ruling.
The SPEAKER — Order! The ruling I have given
is that I do not believe the question that was asked
today related to government administration.
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, I respect your right and your entitlement to
make a ruling, but — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — I am being clear about that — I do.
Equally, I think it is not unreasonable, Speaker, with the
greatest of respect, if I can put it to you that these
matters are very important given that you have had
referred to you and you are indeed conducting an
investigation into the member for Frankston. I put it to
you that it is important — very important — in the
context of that investigation and the discharge of your
duties, as the Premier and you seem to agree, that you
explain to the house and put forward for the record the
basis on which you have made that ruling and other
rulings today.
This is not simply a ruling in isolation, Speaker, this is a
ruling about a question as to the conduct of the member
for Frankston and the ruling is being made by the very
person who is conducting the investigation into the
conduct of the member for Frankston. There is a special
import, if you like, in relation to these rulings, and I
respectfully put it to you, Speaker, that it does not serve
this house well now or for the future if rulings are made
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and we are not given the basis of those rulings. That is
my submission to you, and I would ask that you take
that into consideration.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have made the ruling
on the basis that I believe it has been asked of me and
of the Department of Parliamentary Services to look at
the use of parliamentary entitlements, which is not
government business but is in fact parliamentary
business. That is the reason I have ruled the way I have
today.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker,
regarding the ruling you have made and the fact that the
referral the Premier gave to you and to the Department
of Parliamentary Services was made before question
time yesterday, so that you already had the referral from
the Premier to investigate the behaviour of the member
for Frankston. The question put by the Leader of the
Opposition yesterday asked, ‘Does the Premier have
full confidence in the member for Frankston?’, and it
was answered without any commentary from you as to
whether it was in order or not, so it was clearly in order.
How then can it be that a question today that refers
back to that question which was in order is somehow
not in order? Has something changed in the last
24 hours? It cannot be on the basis of the referral of this
matter to you from the Premier, because that was made
public on Sunday, not yesterday, Tuesday. I do not
understand the basis on which it is out of order today
yet was in order yesterday.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition fundamentally
misunderstands the respective roles of government and
Parliament. As you indicated in your previous ruling,
this is a matter that comes within your responsibility as
the Presiding Officer of this house in relation to the
administration of the Parliament. Your authority does
not derive from the fact that the Premier has drawn this
matter to your attention; your authority derives from
your office as the Speaker of this chamber and as one of
the Presiding Officers of the Parliament with the
responsibility for Parliamentary Services. The entire
premise of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s point
of order is misconceived.
Ms Campbell — I am raising my point of order and
making my contribution to the debate straight after the
Attorney-General. The matters that are before the house
go to the Crimes Act. The Attorney-General knows that
that is the responsibility of not only the
Attorney-General but of the leader of the government,
the Premier. I put it to you, Speaker, that the Crimes
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Act and matters relating to it are relevant for the
Premier to answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the
member’s point of order. There is an issue that is before
me and Parliamentary Services at the moment — —
An honourable member — It has been for a
number of days.
The SPEAKER — Order! Since Sunday.

Rail: Melbourne Metro tunnel
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister inform
the house of actions the government is taking to
progress the Melbourne Metro rail project?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Bentleigh for her question in
relation to government business and for her very strong
interest in public transport. No-one would be more
aware than the member for Bentleigh of how important
it is to ensure that your community is well serviced by
public transport in terms of both punctuality and
additional services. Of course we are well aware of the
fate of the former member for Bentleigh, whose failure
to get the support of the former government cost him
the seat of Bentleigh. The member would be absolutely
aware of that fact.
The simple fact is that the state budget that has just
been handed down by the Baillieu government has
allocated $49.7 million towards advancing the
Melbourne Metro tunnel. This comes on top of
$40 million of funding provided by the federal
government. That money is being drawn down in two
tranches of $20 million each to take the project to a
stage where we can start to move on to statutory
planning. I point out to you, Speaker, and to the house,
that the $49.7 million allocated to this project is the first
lump sum of money that has been provided by a state
government — either a Labor or a Liberal-National
coalition government — in Victoria for what is a very
important project.
Once again we had to intervene in this project and
rescope it to get better value for taxpayers. We have
turned it from a two-stage project into a single-stage
project with a link between South Kensington and
South Yarra. It opens up opportunities for new stations
and for urban growth and provides the extra capacity to
carry around 24 000 passengers each hour from the
growth areas of Wyndham, Hume, Sunbury, Casey and
Cardinia.
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Of course we sought additional funding from the last
federal government budget to take the project forward
into the construction phase. We were naturally
extremely disappointed that we did not get any money
in that budget. You would have to ask yourself whether
there was negotiation going on behind closed doors
with the Labor Party in Victoria that did not throw its
support behind the project. We asked for
$30 million — —
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
you to bring the minister back to answering the
question on government business.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr Nardella — On a further point of order,
Speaker, referring to the Labor Party and what it does
or does not do is not government business. The
question was asked in regard to government business; it
was not about attacking the opposition. Again I ask you
to bring the minister back to answering the question
about government business.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, as I
understood the point being made by the Minister for
Public Transport, he was talking about the context in
which he was acting on behalf of the government, given
the lack of support from the other side of the chamber.
That is a comment that relates squarely to government
administration.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order raised by the member for Melton. I call the
minister back to his answer.
Mr MULDER — There was $30 million sought to
develop the east–west link, $30 million to develop the
Avalon Airport rail link, $30 million for the Dandenong
rail capacity project and $16 million to develop plans
for the removal of level crossings. Unfortunately we did
not get any support from the federal Labor government,
which is quite extraordinary when you think about it
because $40 million was provided in the past by a
Queensland-based Prime Minister. When Kevin Rudd
supported the Victorian government, $3.2 billion was
provided for the regional rail link project. A
Queensland-based Prime Minister put money into the
Victorian economy, yet we went to the federal
government and asked for assistance from a
Victorian-based Prime Minister and we got nothing. Is
it any wonder? Labor cares they say; they do not care
about Victoria; they do not care about Melbourne.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, I
again ask you to bring the minister back to answering
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the question. ‘Labor cares’ or
whatever — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order will be
heard in silence.
Mr Nardella — An attack on the opposition is not
government business. I ask you, Speaker, again, to
bring the minister back to answering the question on
government business.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, I
think the minister was actually referring to the federal
Labor government. If that cap fits the Labor Party on
the other side of the chamber as well, perhaps it ought
to be raised as well, but the minister was referring to the
federal Labor government and its lack of care for
Victoria and its lack of funding for Victorian projects. It
is absolutely relevant to answering the question.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Speaker,
you would be familiar with Rulings from the Chair,
particularly page 163, where there is a reference to
former Speakers Coghill, Delzoppo and Maddigan all
significantly ruling that question time should not be
used as a vehicle to attack the opposition. There is no
conceivable way the diatribe coming from the other
side of the house could constitute government
administration when a question about a matter of
serious public integrity that has been put to the Premier
has been ruled out of order several times today. I ask
you, Speaker, to rule accordingly.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr MULDER — As I was saying, there is to be no
funding at all from the federal government in relation to
the Melbourne Metro tunnel project, and there has been
a deferral of $500 million for the regional rail link
project. Not only did we get nothing but we also got
money ripped out of us in Victoria; again we got money
taken out of us. On top of that, all we seem to have in
terms of commentary is road and rail mockers and
blockers and speed humps on the road to prosperity in
this state. It is all coming from the other side. There is
no support, and we need that support.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat.

Public sector: job losses
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the Treasurer’s statement
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to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee that
targeted separation packages, otherwise known as
compulsory redundancies, would be a last resort, and I
ask: if compulsory redundancies are a last resort, why
have hundreds of staff members of the Department of
Health been asked to attend an information session on
compulsory redundancies?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question. As members know, the government
has moved through the sustainable government
initiative and other initiatives to reduce the size of the
core public service to 2007–08 levels. A process is
being undertaken through all departments to work that
through with relevant members of those departments.
That is proceeding in accordance with the arrangements
that have been in place in the past and are in place now.

Murray-Darling Basin: federal plan
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — My question is to
Minister for Water. Can the minister inform the house
of the recent modelling of environmental outcomes
undertaken in relation to the Murray-Darling Basin and
its impact on future Murray-Darling Basin plan?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Benambra for his question. He is a member
who has a very keen interest in making sure there is a
good outcome in relation to the Murray-Darling Basin
plan for Victoria.
As members would know, the Murray-Darling Basin
plan is close to finalisation. The public consultation
period run by the Murray-Darling Basin Authority
finished on 16 April. Victoria has been asking the
authority through that process to do additional
modelling to see if environmental outcomes can be
achieved through the smarter and more efficient use of
water. That work was not being done, so the Victorian
government obtained the actual model that the
Murray-Darling Basin authority uses and employed
SKM, a reputable consulting firm in this particular area,
to run that model on Victoria’s behalf.
When the Victorian government ran it, the model
showed that there were no significant differences in
environmental outcomes for the lower lakes in South
Australia between 2100 and 2750 gigalitres. The model
confirmed that the health of the Murray River can be
serviced with 2100 gigalitres instead of 2750 gigalitres
by using environmental entitlements more efficiently.
The modelling showed that this would save the
commonwealth $1.3 billion in having to purchase
additional water. That money could be spent doing
environmental works and measures that would achieve
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good environmental outcomes for the Murray-Darling
Basin. It would achieve the environmental outcomes
that are described in the plan at 2750 gigalitres, and it
would leave more water for producing food in this
state. It would save jobs in northern Victoria instead of
that water being taken away and destroying jobs. It
would assist the communities of northern Victoria
rather than detract from them. It would help the whole
economy of Victoria by creating economic activity in
the future.
What is very disappointing about this is the position of
South Australia in this debate and the comments
attributed to the Premier of South Australia yesterday
that he is still considering a High Court challenge to the
plan. Before the discussions are finished, he is still
considering a High Court challenge. He was quoted as
saying, ‘We have instructed our solicitors to put us into
a state of readiness’. I am very disappointed that South
Australia is not engaging constructively in the
discussion about how we can achieve a Murray-Darling
Basin plan that is balanced with respect to the
environment and the socioeconomic issues right across
the plan.
Victoria is prepared to work to achieve a good result on
this plan, and we have demonstrated that by having this
modelling done and by engaging in the process
constructively. This is not just about an amount of
water; it is about how that water is obtained in terms of
an environmental outcome. What I would say to
opposition members here in Victoria is if they cared
about jobs in Victoria, they would come on board and
assist us to get a good outcome in the plan.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier guarantee
that no TAFE campus will close because of his
government’s cutbacks to TAFE?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As we have indicated,
vocational education and training in this state has to
change. It has to change because the previous
government introduced changes to vocational education
but did not provide the funding for that. The blow-outs
in vocational funding as a result of the model the
previous government introduced were the equivalent of
a myki blow-out on an annual basis. That is simply an
unsustainable model that has been recognised widely in
the vocational sector and even through the
commonwealth government. Those changes will mean
there will now be more than $1 billion extra in funding
for vocational education over the forward estimates, but
it will be on a sustainable basis and will be focused on
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quality trainers, quality training and quality outcomes
for industries.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has had ample opportunity to get to the answer
to this very simple and clear question. My point of
order is that the Premier is not being relevant to the
question. The question related only to TAFE campus
closures and whether the Premier can guarantee there
will be none, yes or no. It was a very clear, very simple
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the answer was
relevant to the question asked.
Mr BAILLIEU — Since the budget, the minister
and the department have been working through the
consequences for all vocational providers and
familiarising them with the model and indeed the new
bands of funding. Some of those bandings have
increased levels of funding. They are the courses that
are in demand. They are the courses that fit industry.
Since the announcement the minister and the
department have been meeting with the senior
management of every TAFE in the state, and that will
continue.
A major part of those meetings which has been very
constructive is the discussion of how those particular
TAFEs will manage the changes they need to undertake
to address the opportunities which now present
themselves to TAFEs and to the vocational sector. I am
not going to pre-empt the outcome of any of those
discussions. These questions have been raised in the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings
and with the minister and others, and we will work
through — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition asked his question.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier can answer
the question the way he sees fit.
Mr BAILLIEU — We want to put vocational
education in Victoria on a sustainable footing for the
future. That is absolutely essential and recognised by
everybody in the industry.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should not push it.
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Mr BAILLIEU — TAFE college leaders have
indicated that. Even last year they said that blind
Freddy could see there was a problem — that this
would be an unsustainable model. Indeed the previous
government was warned by the opposition, warned by
TAFE colleges and warned widely across the sector
that it had got it wrong. This has to change. We will put
vocational education on a sound footing, and I am not
going to pre-empt the outcome. There are opportunities,
given the increasing level of support over the budget
that was provided by the previous government. Those
opportunities need to be taken, and those changes need
to be made.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. Can the minister
inform the house of action the government is taking to
protect Victorians from the federal government’s
impending carbon tax, and is the minister aware of
other, alternative policy views?
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Hastings for his
question and for his interest in the impact of the carbon
tax on Victorians. The latest budget handed down by
the Treasurer provided for a new initiative: $9.5 million
over three years to facilitate the low-emission
transition. This funding is to seek to address real
concerns Victoria has about the implications of the
federal Labor government carbon tax on energy
security and mine site rehabilitation. This funding will
assist us to manage the risks to energy supply, manage
the risks to coalmines and review the risk of future state
liabilities, including forecasting energy market
scenarios.
Unfortunately it is quite obvious that the carbon tax is
already having significant impacts on Victorian
employment. On 1 May this year Industrial Energy
Pty Ltd issued a press release entitled ‘Victorian brown
coal briquettes — review’. It states in part:
Industrial Energy Pty Ltd … 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 …

It goes on to say:
The briquetting operation employs directly and indirectly
approximately 200 people within the Latrobe Valley, while
our customers (excluding the power stations) employ over
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2500 people in regional Victoria, South Australia and
Tasmania.

Already we have a briquette manufacturer with
200 jobs on the line and under review because the
company believes the carbon tax will make its business
unsustainable. On top of that we have the contracts for
closure that the federal government is seeking to
conclude by 30 June this year. At the moment we see
that both Yallourn and Hazelwood are in the gun for
those contracts for closure. Hazelwood employs about
840 people directly and indirectly; Yallourn employs
about 520 people directly and indirectly. These jobs are
at serious risk as a result of the federal government’s
carbon tax.
I was watching TV the other night and I saw the glossy
prime time ads the federal government is running. It
turns out it is spending $36 million on carbon tax ads,
but in those carbon tax ads two words are not
mentioned. Those words begin with ‘c’ and ‘t’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I want to hear what the
two words are.
Mr O’BRIEN — They begin with ‘c’ and ‘t’ and
they are not ‘Craig Thomson’, they are ‘carbon tax’.
Thirty-six million dollars of carbon tax ads do not
mention the carbon tax.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, you
previously ruled on a matter from the honourable
member for South-West Coast in regard to anticipation.
I bring to your attention notice of motion 308, which
refers to ‘the carbon tax escalating costs of living and
expected job losses for Victorian families’. The
question being asked and the answer being given are, in
fact, in anticipation of this motion that will be before
the house. I ask you to rule that this question is out of
order and that the Minister for Energy and Resources sit
down.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order on the basis that ‘in anticipation’ relates to
something that will be heard in the near future.
Mr O’BRIEN — Thirty-six million dollars has been
spent on carbon tax ads that do not mention the carbon
tax. It seems that for Labor the carbon tax really is the
love that dare not speak its name. Labor members love
the carbon tax, but they are not prepared to actually
refer to it in their $36 million worth of ads.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, I
again ask you to bring the Minister for Energy and
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Resources back to answering the question on
government business. He is now debating the question.
I ask you to bring him back to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The answer is relevant to
the question that was asked, which was in regard to the
carbon tax and the effect it will have on the Victorian
economy.
Mr O’BRIEN — While the federal government is
spending about $36 million on carbon tax ads, the
Victorian government is spending $9.5 million on real
work trying to secure our energy supplies, trying to
secure the mines and trying to secure the jobs in the
Latrobe Valley and right across Victoria that are under
threat because of Labor’s carbon tax. If those opposite
cared about Victoria, they would stand up against the
carbon tax, which is hurting this state.

POLICE AND EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Before lunch I was
referring to the sham that was the Rush inquiry, whose
only purpose was to increase the temperature on the
campaign against the former Chief Commissioner of
Police, Simon Overland. That was its only purpose. But
there was something interesting that came out of
the — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr MERLINO — The Minister for Roads says we
should get over the campaign run by the Deputy
Premier, his office and other members of the
government against the independent Chief
Commissioner of Police. Well, we will not get over it
until the full details of that sordid affair and of the
involvement of the Deputy Premier, his chief of staff
and members of the Premier’s private office come to
light. Once those details come through, then perhaps we
will move on. But I can assure the minister, the Deputy
Premier and every member of the Baillieu government
that we will not be moving on from this. They are to be
condemned for the campaign run against the
independent Chief Commissioner of Police.
Some interesting comments were made in the Rush
inquiry about unsworn police and job cuts. The Rush
report highlighted that many sworn police are sitting
behind desks doing non-operational jobs when they
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should be out on the streets maintaining law and order.
We dealt with this when we were in government. We
pre-empted this issue in the 2010–11 budget when we
provided $74 million over four years to recruit an
additional 200 unsworn Victorian public service staff
for Victoria Police so that 200 sworn officers could be
taken from behind the desk and put into front-line roles.
This government is axing 4200 jobs from the public
sector and it was revealed through the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee that Victoria Police must find
$68 million in savings by 30 June next year. There was
an article in the Age of 8 January 2012 which referred
to an email from the chief commissioner about the
necessary cuts to the 2740 unsworn police workers and
the creation of two senior executive positions to enforce
the ‘very challenging’ targets set by the government.
The opposition understands that around 350 unsworn
roles have to be stripped from Victoria Police. Given
the cuts to jobs and the reduced police budget it is
inconceivable that there will not be police officers taken
off the streets and asked to perform the work of the
sacked, unsworn Victoria Police staff. So we have
white shirts being sacked and blue shirts being taken
from the front line into behind the desk roles.
There are also amendments in regard to uniform and
appearance. The opposition supports the broad purpose
and intent of the uniform and appearance policy. It is
important that the appearance of Victoria Police
officers should portray a professional and favourable
image. There is broad support for these changes, the
plans for which have been under way for quite some
time. There is broad support from the Police
Association, police officers and the public. I know
Chief Commissioner of Police Ken Lay has made
comments on the public record about the huge array of
configurations of the uniform that are currently
available for police officers, and we think it is a good
idea that there be fewer uniform options, that the
uniform be simpler and that it be more visually
appealing and clearer to the broader Victorian
community.
I now make the point which we made during the
briefing from the Department of Justice that it is
important to ensure that exemptions for sex, gender
identity, physical features and religious belief are
available under this arrangement and are monitored.
This is reflecting the policy and providing the chief
commissioner with this statutory power. I thank the
department and the ministerial office for providing me
with some assurances in regard to those exemptions.
Whether they relate to a kirpan for someone of the Sikh
faith or a headdress for a variety of other faiths, those
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exemptions will be reflected in the policy and in the
spirit of the legislation, and that is a good thing.
I will now move to emergency management and
bushfires, and I think it is important for this debate to be
clear about what was promised before the election by
those opposite. There are a number of quotes in regard
to the bushfire royal commission. The Premier, who
was then the Leader of the Opposition, said on
3 August 2010:
There are 67 recommendations, we accept them and we’ll
implement them.

Again, on 2 August he said they should be accepted
‘lock, stock and barrel’. The current Premier said on
17 August 2010:
The Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition will implement in
government each and every recommendation made by the
royal commission.

The Leader of The Nationals, now Deputy Premier,
said in September 2010:
I emphasise, as I have before in this place … that this is not a
supermarket; the government cannot pick and choose.

The Leader of The Nationals is reported to have said on
1 August 2010:
… the whole of these recommendations need to be taken in
their totality. I don’t believe you can pick and choose.

That is an important quote. The rhetoric that we heard
from those opposite before the election is not matched
by the government’s delivery in implementing the
recommendations of the bushfire royal commission.
The Deputy Premier has not kept pace with the
implementation. I have just a couple of examples. In
relation to the bushfire royal commission
recommendation 4, around neighbourhood safer places,
the current Deputy Premier said on 3 March 2010:
The state government must use every measure possible to
ensure bushfire-prone communities have a place of last resort
to shelter from fires.

Last fire season, in 2011–12, 26 of the 52 most at-risk
townships did not have a neighbourhood safer place
(NSP), and Municipal Association Victoria chief
executive Rob Spence said government funding was
well short of the true cost of establishing NSPs. This is
an issue that I have a deep interest in, representing as I
do the region of the Dandenong Ranges, and I know
that this is an issue that you also have a deep interest in,
Deputy Speaker, as you represent the Yarra Valley in
the shire of Yarra Ranges.
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I will go to bushfire royal commission
recommendation 8 around incident control centres. The
now Deputy Premier said on 6 October 2009:
If ICC —

incident control centre —
staff are not adequately qualified it will again leave Victoria
dangerously unprepared this bushfire season …

Where are we? The bushfire royal commission
implementation monitor stated it:
… is not satisfied with the slow progress in completing these
upgrades.

That refers to the incident control centres and
recommendation 8.
On recommendation 20, in relation to aerial
preparedness, the current Premier said on 2 August
2010 ‘lock, stock and barrel’ in regard to the
recommendations.
The Baillieu government has failed to have the two new
forward-looking infrared cameras capable of being
attached to any available helicopter in place for
operation before the 2011–12 bushfire season. In regard
to bushfire recommendation 22, on radio networks, the
Premier said:
The Victorian Liberal-National coalition will implement in
government each and every recommendation made by the
royal commission.

The interconnection of the Department of Sustainability
and Environment (DSE) and Country Fire Authority
(CFA) radio networks was to be completed by 30 June
last year. The Baillieu government has failed to meet
that deadline and can only say that this will be
completed sometime between 2012 and 2016. These
are just a few examples of this government not keeping
pace with the implementation requirements under the
bushfire recommendations. As I said, there are still
concerns relating to other issues such as shelter options,
township protection plans and evacuation arrangements
for vulnerable people. On vulnerable people, last year
the Minister for Community Services was not aware
that that particular recommendation was her portfolio
responsibility.
I turn now to the detail of the bill and what it does in
terms of the extension of the role of the bushfires royal
commission implementation monitor to September
2014. Given that the bushfires royal commission
recommendations are not yet all implemented, the
opposition does agree that the reporting should be
extended until such a time as they are all implemented.
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Hopefully that will be the case by September 2014. If
they are not all implemented, obviously the monitor
role will need to be extended again. We make the point
that the rhetoric of those opposite has not matched the
energy, the resources and the commitment required to
deliver on the recommendations, and for that they
should be condemned.
We have a concern about the expansion of the reporting
criteria and the minister being the only person allowed
to refer matters to the monitor for further reporting. In
the departmental briefing we were told that the minister
may ask the monitor to deal with, investigate and report
on other matters not directly related to the
recommendations but obviously connected to bushfire
preparedness. We have a concern that it is only the
minister who may refer other matters to the monitor.
An additional two annual reports will be provided as
part of the extension of the monitor, and we are
concerned about the politicisation of those documents
with the minister having the ability to ask the monitor
to report on extra initiatives that may show the
government in a good light — the things that it has
done according to its time lines — and to not report on
things that have not gone to plan but are vital for
bushfire preparedness.
This includes things such as the maintenance of
neighbourhood safer places, which communities will
receive upgrades to their single wire earth return lines
or 22-kilovolt powerlines — and we know the
government has already walked away from its promise
to replace or underground all of the powerlines across
the state — and how the government plans to protect
the surrounding land that it has bought back if the
maintenance of that land falls behind and puts even
more lives risk. We need to know what the
maintenance arrangements are. This is a significant
issue in my local community in the Dandenongs. It
would make the fire risk worse if people moved out of a
residence and all of a sudden there were two properties
with one big property in the middle that was not being
maintained by anyone. This is a serious issue.
There is also the completion and upgrading of all
155 divisional command centres, the equipping of
helicopters with infrared cameras and the delay in
delivering the interconnection between the DSE and
CFA radio systems. We would suggest a whole range
of things should be referred to the monitor to report on.
We have a concern that only the minister has the ability
to raise other matters with the monitor beyond the
bushfire royal commission recommendations.
At the very beginning I mentioned that we would
foreshadow the possibility of an amendment. That is in

2243

regard to recommendation 53. There were four parts to
recommendation 53:
… to require that a vendor’s statement include whether the
land is in a designated bushfire-prone area, a statement about
the standard (if any) to which the dwelling was constructed,
the bushfire attack level assessment at the time of
construction … and a current bushfire attack level assessment
of the site of the dwelling.

The government is only adopting the easiest option,
which is requiring a statement in the vendor’s
statement. We think that is a good thing, and we agreed
with that. Coming from bushfire communities I know it
is important that people moving in use every
opportunity to make themselves aware of the risk of
living in the Dandenong Ranges, the Macedon Ranges
or wherever it may be. There should be a greater level
of awareness, so we agree with that. The issue is that
that is the only thing out of recommendation 53 that the
government is adopting.
The former Labor government also made a
commitment. I refer to the Labor government’s
response to the bushfires royal commission, which
states:
If an assessment of the bushfire attack level has been made
for a property, then the bushfire attack level information will
be included on the section 32 statement.

We committed further with regard to
recommendation 53 than those opposite. In the
second-reading debate we are undertaking now I would
be very interested to hear, and will hopefully hear, from
the minister responsible their response to that particular
issue. I foreshadow that, depending on the debate and
the responses from the government, there will possibly
be amendments moved in the other place to reflect an
expansion of the response to recommendation 53. This
government promised to deliver all the
recommendations lock, stock and barrel. It has not
delivered that with regard to recommendation 53,
which is what this bill is all about. Apart from that, we
do not oppose the bill.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to contribute to the
debate on the Police and Emergency Management
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I commence by
welcoming the fact that the Labor opposition, through
the member for Monbulk, has indicated that it will not
be opposing this bill, whilst it is retaining the right to
move an amendment on one aspect of it. As the
member for Monbulk outlined, there are five purposes
of the bill, which I will come back to. I make it clear
that this is part of the coalition government’s
commitment to implementing all 67 recommendations
of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission and
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our commitment to implementing 24 of the
25 recommendations from the Rush inquiry.
Before I address the bill I would like to respond to
some of the comments made by the member for
Monbulk. First of all, I reject his claim that the Rush
inquiry was, in his words, ‘a sham and a campaign
against Simon Overland’. I have the Rush inquiry
report, and the government’s response, with me. If the
member for Monbulk were to look at the terms of
reference of the Rush inquiry, he would see that it was
to inquire into:
… the effectiveness and functions of the senior structure of
Victoria Police command.
… the extent to which the senior command structure of
Victoria Police provide the future capabilities to deliver best
practice policing.

And thirdly:
… the extent to which Victoria Police has the command
management structure to deliver major IT and administrative
functions.

That is looking forward. If you look at the
recommendations from the Rush inquiry, you will see
that there are many criticisms of the police command
structure that functioned under the 11 years of the
previous government. So I have no doubt that this
inquiry made a valuable contribution to the
improvement of policing in Victoria, and I reject
outright the assertion by the member for Monbulk that
this was a sham. I also reject absolutely the criticisms
by the member for Monbulk of the Deputy Premier.
The Deputy Premier is a man of great integrity, he is a
great leader and he is a man who has demonstrated his
ability to get things done.
In his contribution the member for Monbulk also
highlighted the importance of keeping the state safe.
Yet this is the man who derided the protective services
officers — stooping so low as to refer to them as
‘plastic police’. I have difficulty in reconciling a
member making a statement about the importance of
keeping Victoria safe and being so derisive about our
protective services officers, who are here around this
place protecting our wellbeing. In contrast, the coalition
has made a clear commitment that we are in the process
of delivering on — that is, to deliver an extra
1700 police and 940 protective services officers to keep
Victoria safe.
It was interesting to hear the criticisms by the member
for Monbulk that the coalition government has not yet
implemented all 67 recommendations of the bushfires
royal commission. Clearly there are many complex
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issues associated with the bushfires and the
recommendations that have come out of such an
extensive review. I remind all those in the house,
particularly the member for Monbulk, that during the
11 years of the Labor government there were two
megafires, each burning in excess of half a million
hectares — one in 2003 and another in 2006–07. I am
unaware of many actions taken by the Labor
government during its 11 years to put in place measures
to substantially reduce the risk of the impact of major
fires or improve our ability to respond.
I take for example the issue of fuel reduction. The
constant call from the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission was the need to ramp up fuel reduction
burning to 385 000 hectares a year. Under the Labor
government we did not get within cooee of that target. I
find it hypocritical for the opposition to come in here
and tell us that we are not implementing all 67 of the
commission’s recommendations when in its 11 years,
during which there were two major bushfires, very little
was done to improve our level of protectedness or our
ability to respond.
I now move to the particular purposes of the bill. One
of them is to extend the Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission Implementation Monitor, the powers of
which currently sunset on 30 September 2012. It is
generally agreed that there is more to be done on the
issues raised by the commission and that it is absolutely
appropriate for the powers to be extended for another
couple of years so that the various works that are in
progress, and more that may be identified, can be
completed and so that our recovery is as complete as it
can be.
I will also pick up on a point raised by the member for
Monbulk. Many of us are very aware of the ongoing
suffering of people who suffered during the bushfires,
and our hearts go out to them as they grapple with what
must have been an absolutely terrifying experience.
Obviously many of them are continuing to be haunted
by those experiences and by the recovery process. I
want to make it very clear that my heart goes out to
those people. I know that the Deputy Premier met with
a number of people last night to work with them to
ensure that the maximum support will continue to be
delivered so that we can get them through their very
tough times.
In relation to the operational management of bushfires,
one of the purposes of this bill is to enable the powers
of the chief officer of the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
to be delegated to other people, including the
Department of Sustainability and Environment’s (DSE)
network, emergency organisation partners such as the
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Department of Primary Industries, the Department of
Planning and Community Development, Parks
Victoria, VicForests and Melbourne Water, as well as
interstate and international land management and
firefighting personnel. That is absolutely critical,
because when we have these big fires we quickly
exhaust our capacity to respond. Increasingly we are
working in a cooperative manner with people from
other agencies. We are not just relying on the expertise
of CFA and DSE staff. We are also looking for support
from other agencies, and it is being delivered in a very
expert form, but we are also getting support from
interstate and overseas. That is the way it is heading. It
is working well, and the extension of this power to
people coming in from overseas and from other
agencies will mean that we can respond better.
Similarly in relation to the police, recommendation 16
of the Rush inquiry calls for the removal of the cap on
the number of deputy commissioners, currently set at
four, and assistant commissioners, currently set at 10.
In doing that, this bill will enable the Chief
Commissioner of Police to put in place an appropriate
command structure that embraces the recommendations
of the Rush inquiry and sets the police force up in a
way that can deliver the safety that we require, the
ability to participate in emergency response and the
many other vital roles our police are involved in. Again
this is a common-sense proposition, which is supported
by the opposition.
We note the opposition support’s for the ability to
empower the Chief Commissioner of Police to apply
standards for dress and appearance. If you are going to
be out there policing, it is very appropriate that there be
a standard of appearance and dress that ensures that the
public has confidence and respect for the uniform and
the person wearing the uniform. As has been
mentioned, there is provision for exemption based on
cultural, religious, gender identity and other grounds,
which is a practical, common-sense provision.
The other part of this bill relates to the requirement
under section 32 of the Sale of Land Act 1962 to
declare the bushfire risk to the purchaser. Whilst there
has been some discussion about how that can best be
achieved, we have made a judgement in government
that a declaration of that risk should be provided and
that the prospective purchaser should be encouraged to
make their own inquiries so that they are satisfied that
they are not taking undue risks. I wish this bill a speedy
passage.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Police and Emergency Management
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. From the outset let
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me make it clear that Labor will not be opposing this
bill in the Assembly. However, our support in the upper
house will be contingent on an amendment to
section 32 in relation to the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission, as outlined admirably by our lead
speaker and deputy leader.
Put simply, this is a broad-ranging bill. It makes several
changes to police and emergency services. These
include amendments to the Police Regulation Act 1958
to revoke the caps on the number of deputy and
assistant commissioners of police. The Chief
Commissioner of Police is to be provided with statutory
power to issue standards of dress and grooming that are
acceptable to police, recruits and protective services
officers. This seems fair enough — if it is a uniform, it
should be uniform. Another change is the extension of
the Bushfires Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor Act 2011 to 30 September 2014, which also
seems fair enough. The bill also adds additional
reporting requirements, which again are in the public
interest and should be pursued.
The bill amends the Sale of Land Act 1962 in relation
to recommendation 53 of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission, and it makes changes to the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to grant the Secretary
of the Department of Sustainability and Environment
the power to appoint other personnel to exercise the
powers of the Country Fire Authority chief officer if the
CFA is not present in the area. Most of these changes
are noncontroversial and will be supported.
In my contribution today I would like to focus on the
amendments to the Police Regulation Act 1958. This
amendment is in line with the findings of the Rush
inquiry and also with the wishes of police command.
However, there is a key issue of concern.
Recommendation 16 of the Rush inquiry states:
That the new police act provide that deputy commissioners
and assistant commissioners are to be appointed by the chief
commissioner. The maximum term of appointment should
continue to be 5 years. There should be no limit on the
maximum number of deputy commissioners and assistant
commissioners.

The important principle here is that the Chief
Commissioner of Police be able to decide the number
of deputy and assistant commissioners without
government interference. In this sense the language of
the Deputy Premier and Minister for Police and
Emergency Service in his second-reading speech is of
concern. The speech states:
… the chief commissioner will play a significant role in
determining the reasonable number of deputy commissioners
and assistant commissioners that will be required.
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This must not go beyond an unfortunate choice of
words.

vindication. The opposition awaits the Ombudsman’s
report.

Given the history of the Baillieu-Ryan regime and the
political interference in the office of the Chief
Commissioner of Police, such as the campaign to
undermine Simon Overland that was run out of the
minister’s private office, the appointment of deputy and
assistant commissioners must be beyond the influence
of government.

The Rush report also highlights the fact that sworn
officers were having to occupy too many administrative
and non-operational roles, diverting important
resources from the critical task of keeping Victorians
safe. This finding was pre-empted in Labor’s 2010–11
budget, with the provision of $74 million over four
years to recruit an additional 200 unsworn Victoria
Police service staff, allowing Victoria Police to use up
to 200 sworn police officers in front-line roles. This
was an important initiative. However, the government
is axing 4200 people from the public sector, and it was
revealed at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings that Victoria Police has been
forced to find $68 million in savings by 30 June 2013.
We will scrutinise what impact this has on policing and
the safety of Victorians.

The resignation of former Chief Commissioner of
Police Simon Overland remains controversial and
clouded. It was a deeply disturbing time for force
command because of the political interference being
run out of the police minister’s office, which he claims
he knew nothing about. As the now Chief
Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, is reported to have
said of the time:
… it was almost impossible to be concentrating fully on what
was important, and that was keeping the community safe.

This is the critical issue. You cannot have the force
command of Victoria Police destabilised in this sort of
way. He is also reported to have said:
If I go back to that time … I know Simon said publicly on a
number of occasions that we … were staying focused, but my
recollection was that it was an enormously difficult time.

He is further reported as having said:
As a member of police command I felt under siege. I thought
Simon was under siege.

He is also reported as having said:
It was as hard a time as I can ever remember for a chief
commissioner.
This was a very big part of Simon’s decision (to resign), I
believe.

That is as forthright as you can get to the proposition of
retaining a balance between the influence of politics
into force command and to keep them separate.
The Rush report made no findings against the former
Chief Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland, but
the Baillieu-Ryan government got the result it wanted
in the end — his resignation. After a campaign that
even former Liberal Premier Jeff Kennett said was
unprecedented, one of Victoria’s most highly decorated
corruption-busters was forced to resign. The damning
Office of Police Integrity report entitled Crossing the
Line specifically stated that the OPI had no jurisdiction
to investigate the Minister for Police, but the
government waved this report around as if it were

An article in the Age of 8 January this year referred to
an email from the chief commissioner about the
necessary cuts to the 2740 unsworn police workers and
the creation of two senior executive positions to enforce
the ‘“challenging” targets set by the government’. The
opposition understands that about 350 unsworn roles
will be axed from Victoria Police. Given the cuts to
jobs and the reduced police budget, it is inconceivable
that police officers will not be taken off the streets to fill
the void left by sacked unsworn Victoria Police staff.
For a government that was elected on a platform of law
and order, this will again force sworn police officers
behind desks and deplete front-line operational units,
which will mean fewer Victoria Police officers
available to keep Victorians safe.
I turn my attention to the emergency management of
bushfires. Twelve months ago the Premier and Deputy
Premier had a lot to say about fulfilling their
commitment to implementing all the recommendations
of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission.
Mr Baillieu and Mr Ryan said they would implement
the recommendations of the royal commission in full.
They said they would act urgently to give bushfire
communities clear direction and that they would keep
Victorians safe. These are admirable words, but we
need the actions and deeds to follow them. The member
for Benalla described the Deputy Premier as a man of
action and a man to get things done. That is what we
need; we actually need these promises to be
acknowledged and implemented as the government said
it would do.
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There are 67 recommendations. In August 2010 the
Premier said:
… we accept them and we’ll implement them.

He could not have made it any clearer. He also said that
he would accept them ‘lock, stock and barrel’.
That was 2 August 2010. It cannot be clearer than that.
That is what the government has promised; that is what
the opposition will hold it to account on.
There are other issues of deep concern about what has
happened to some of these communities. Within days
of the bushfires in Kinglake, Colin French rang me out
of the blue — I had never met him — and asked to
come and see me about what they could do to help
rebuild the community. He came along with Daryl
Taylor to the Hume Global Learning Centre in
Broadmeadows. I remember Daryl was there in bare
feet with his daughter, who was also in bare feet. They
basically had just the clothes they were wearing. They
wanted to look at how they could rebuild their
community and build a model for lifelong learning. I
say this beyond partisanship and politics because this
issue is too important.
I remember running into the Deputy Premier when he
was out there at the time — this was way before my
being in here was even a glint in anybody’s eye, if I can
put it that way — and we talked about what was needed
for communities. The issue was: how do you actually
help people who are isolated, marginalised and who
have gone through trauma? I have spoken previously to
United Nations disaster experts, and they say it is the
second and third year after major disasters that are of
the greatest concern. Basically the issue is that agendas
move on, the media moves on and people feel left
behind, because they are still in their grief and are still
dealing with it.
Last night I met Colin French. I ran into Colin and
Daryl Taylor in the vestibule here. They were meeting
with the Deputy Premier to talk about what could be
done. I again put forward for the agenda a scaled-down
version of something like the Global Learning Village,
which provides lifelong learning connections to the
community, which fits their wants and needs and which
can be done according to scale. I put it forward as a
model that could be examined in the public interest to
try to coordinate these things so that we do not have
further reports such as those we have had recently in the
Age about suicides and people feeling desperate and left
behind. These are issues that are beyond partisanship
and beyond politics; they are about the best interests of
Victorians.
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Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — The Police
and Emergency Management Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 amends a number of acts. It amends the
Bushfires Royal Commission Implementation Monitor
Act 2011 to extend the operation of that act and
reporting requirements under it for a further two years.
It also amends the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 by
expanding 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. It amends the Police
Regulation Act 1958 to remove the limitations on the
number of deputy and assistant commissioners that may
be appointed under the act and enable the chief
commissioner to determine standards of grooming and
dress. Finally, it amends the Sale of Land Act 1962 to
require a vendor’s statement to contain disclosure of
whether land is in a bushfire-prone area.
I am going to focus my contribution today on the
improvements this bill will provide to police command,
particularly in relation to managing large-scale natural
disasters such as bushfires. This house needs no
reminding of the horrors of 7 February 2009. It was a
perfect storm of conditions. It was the end of a long, hot
summer towards the end of an almost decade-long
drought. The temperatures were in the mid-40s and
there was a strong wind blowing. I was in Prahran on
that day, but I clearly remember that the intensity of the
heat on that day was like no other. Victoria was
hopelessly unprepared to battle the inferno that was to
engulf parts of the state.
The losses are almost beyond comprehension. There
were 173 people burnt alive on that day, either fleeing
or defending their homes. Of those 173 people, 23 were
children. What a horrible way to die — engulfed by
flames as the fire front passed through town after town.
Three-hundred thousand hectares of land was burnt,
and 200 homes were destroyed. In the aftermath the
community came together as one to assist those who
had been so impacted upon by this disaster. Victoria
certainly has a proud history of doing that, as it did
subsequently following the floods that we have recently
experienced in this state. The then opposition leader,
Ted Baillieu, did not use this disaster to his political
advantage. He worked with Premier Brumby to help
restore the shattered lives across the state and rebuild
the shattered communities.
It was important in the longer term that the community
came to have an objective look at what happened to see
how we coped with that disaster. Could we have done
anything better? What could we have done differently?
Could we have saved more lives? I was privileged to be
a small part of that process. I appeared as a barrister in
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the royal commission which followed. The testimony
and evidence presented to the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission really helped in the investigation of
every circumstance around that day to come up with
some answers to perhaps make any future catastrophic
natural disaster like that not as serious as that one
turned out to be.
The evidence presented to the royal commission was
wide ranging, but the evidence relevant to the bill
before the house today is the evidence that relates to
police command on the day. The testimony and
evidence to the royal commission established that there
was an effective breakdown in Victoria’s senior
emergency management leadership on the day of the
fires. The state’s most senior police officers and the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services were
absent from the integrated emergency coordination
centre (IECC). The minister spent the day at his own
property and arrived at the IECC at around 9.00 p.m. on
the day of the fires, after many people had lost their
lives.
The chaotic and uncoordinated approach to dealing
with who had what responsibility on the day pointed to
a lack of leadership and perhaps negligence on the part
of the then Premier, Mr Brumby. No serious attempt
was made to establish clear lines of command and
communication inside the IECC on that day. As a
result, many of those who perished received no
warnings whatsoever about the fire that was looming.
The 000 services were hopelessly understaffed. Some
10 000 people called 000 on that day as the fire bore
down on them; 10 000 people had their calls ring out —
no-one answered them. Eighty per cent of the calls to
the state’s bushfire information line similarly went
unanswered. It was a disgrace.
While this was going on, the Chief Commissioner of
Police, Christine Nixon, left the IECC at 6.00 p.m. to
have dinner with friends, and this was despite the death
toll already mounting. Chief Commissioner Nixon also
kept a string of personal appointments on that day,
which as I have already detailed was clearly a day like
no other. There was no contact between Nixon and the
IECC between 6.00 p.m. and 9.00 p.m. The emergency
services commissioner, Bruce Esplin, said that he
thought Nixon was in charge but did not know why she
was absent. The deputy police commissioner, Kieran
Walshe, said he only spoke to Nixon after 9.45 p.m.
that night, and as I have already detailed,
Minister Cameron arrived at the IECC at around
9.00 p.m.
During the royal commission, when Jack Rush, QC,
asked the minister to explain who was in charge of the
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state’s emergency response, incredibly the minister did
not know the answer to that question. He was unaware
that under Victorian law the minister is coordinator in
chief of emergency management and that the Chief
Commissioner of Police is his deputy. Both the minister
and the Chief Commissioner of Police were absent for
critical parts of that day. Jack Rush asked Minister
Cameron:
So was there any structure that you understood to be in place
where Ms Nixon, Mr Walshe or Mr Fontana would be on
duty in an active position to make active decisions …

The minister’s answer was no. This shambolic state of
leadership and confusion within police command did
not reflect just on individual negligence, it reflected on
a systemic failure of leadership from Spring Street and
a failure to facilitate adequate police leadership
structures and appropriate methods of dealing with
messaging to the community.
Some time after the royal commission, Jack Rush was
engaged by this government to do an inquiry into police
command, and the report of the inquiry was released on
1 March this year. Mr Rush made 25 recommendations.
The government has committed to implementing all but
one of those recommendations. This bill seeks to
implement recommendation 16 of the Rush inquiry
report, which was to remove the limit on the maximum
number of deputy commissioners and assistant
commissioners that can be appointed. These caps will
be removed ahead of other legislative amendments that
will be required to provide the chief commissioner with
the flexibility he needs to employ staff and set up the
leadership structures that are so important to have in
place well before any other disaster of a comparable
scale hits Victoria.
This bill is yet another example of the Baillieu
government providing the structures and tools for our
police and public service to effectively do their job and
ensure that the leadership and the command structures
are there to make certain that this state is far better
prepared for the next natural disaster that hits Victoria.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to make a few
brief comments in regard to the Police and Emergency
Management Legislation Amendment Bill 2012. I do so
following the distasteful contribution of the member for
Prahran. I would invite him to make his brave
comments on the other side of that door — to take the
same steps towards his heroic denunciation of various
people’s reputations. Then we would see how brave he
is. But we will let those pathetic comments lie for what
they are — the ramblings of a sadly demented
one-timer in this place.
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I will perhaps focus my comments and contribution on
the fact that, as the shadow spokesperson, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, has indicated, the opposition
will not be opposing this bill but has some concerns in
regard to some changes to how the bushfires royal
commission recommendations will be dealt with and
will perhaps float them in the other place.
As we have learnt, the bill amends the Bushfires Royal
Commission Implementation Monitor Act 2011, and as
the minister said in his second-reading speech:
The bushfires … 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 …

This is a worthy goal. It is sad that despite its
commitments to this goal, the government continues to
drag the chain and, in many cases, avoid its
commitments as promised. We need to focus this not
just at a general level because, as we have heard
honourable members on both sides indicate, this is a
real issue for real people. The minister who has brought
this bill before this place is well aware of many of those
real-life circumstances. They have been raised in
correspondence with him and with me, and the minister
has replied to such correspondence.
I could perhaps draw on one particular example in
regard to the issues related to the planned road closure
of Scott Road, Yarra Glen, which I understand is in the
district of Seymour. This road is used by Christine and
Robert Dove, who are farmers in this community.
Christine and Robert Dove escaped with their lives on
that terrible day but not with their property. They
escaped down Scott Road, which has in recent times
been discontinued by the Shire of Yarra Ranges at the
behest of the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change and the Department of Sustainability and
Environment (DSE). It is these very issues — the road
closures, the matters of life and death, access and how
you conduct an operating farm — that are dealt with in
part by many of the recommendations of the royal
commission and by the royal commission bushfire
implementation process that is set out in this bill.
In the case of the Doves, whilst the road closure
appears to be a matter for the minister for the
environment, as it is his department which seems to be
at the root of the issue, it is in fact a matter for the
emergency services minister in regard to how the
wildfire management overlay and its successors relate
to planning decisions and fall within the bushfire
monitor response issues. I know the Doves have raised
these issues with the minister, that he is aware of them
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and has referred to them in his correspondence back to
the Doves and their representatives, so the minister is
aware of the real-life issues around how proposed road
closures, or proposed road discontinuances — as this is
technically referred to — recommended in this case by
the DSE and the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, actually could and will place lives at risk
should there be a terrible repeat of Black Saturday.
It was no surprise to me to learn that in this particular
case the proposed road discontinuance was opposed by
the Country Fire Authority, no doubt knowing firsthand
the consequences of the Dove’s escape on that terrible
day and perhaps having been informed by the majority
of the 100-plus submissions received by the Shire of
Yarra Ranges. It was sad to learn that the DSE, acting
in concert with the shire, seems to have been sadly
misadvised as to what the consequences of this road
discontinuance might be — however well intentioned it
may have been. Ensuring that the wildfire management
overlay has mandatory applications to such road
closures and discontinuances, including those made
under legislation that hitherto required no planning
permit, is one of the issues dealt with by the royal
commission in the implementation and is directly
relevant to the management of the bushfire responses
that are contained within this bill.
Whilst the minister might have to be called in to clean
up the mess made for him by the minister for the
environment in this area, that is of little comfort to the
Doves and those in similar circumstances. It is perhaps
not directly transferable, but certainly in terms of the
general principle this is about how families, rural
properties and productive farms cope in circumstances
such as those of the Doves, who live in bushfire-prone
areas.
In terms of recommendation 40 of the bushfires royal
commission regarding permit applications, this is
directly relevant to how the royal commission and the
bushfire implementation process need to take account
of real-life circumstances. So it was very disappointing
for me to learn that families such as the Doves, who
have sought to play this completely straight and deal
with the processes, have been opposed by DSE, the
minister for the environment and the Shire of Yarra
Ranges time after time to the point where it has caused
considerable expense and discomfort for them.
Whilst it has been disappointing in terms of how the
government has generally responded to the bushfires
royal commission, the fact that we have this
contribution from this bill to continue the bushfires
monitor process at least offers some hope to the Doves
that their particular circumstances will be dealt with on
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merit and that they will not be left in the position that
the Department of Sustainability and Environment and
the minister for the environment seem to have placed
them in. Sadly, they have been cajoled by the Shire of
Yarra Ranges to the point where they have to take their
position to the court to seek injunctive relief so that they
can continue to use what is at the moment a
discontinued road.
Perhaps the friends of the farmers on the coalition
benches, The Nationals, might need to step in to help
the Liberal Minister for Environment and Climate
Change to extract these genuine farmers who live in
this area from the difficulties they now find themselves
in. The material provided to me indicates the issue
might well have bordered on a conspiracy between the
Department of Sustainability and Environment and the
Shire of Yarra Ranges to make it incredibly difficult for
this real-life family living in a bushfire-prone area to
make their farm both productive and safe. These are the
kinds of real-life circumstances that are prone to occur
in such areas as the shire of Yarra Ranges, and the
threats of living in bushfire-prone areas are the
bread-and-butter issues that the bushfire
implementation process and the monitor need to deal
with.
In a very real sense this bill is important, and it is
important that it be got right. So far at least we have
seen circumstances such as those that the Doves were
in, and their matter has been brought to the attention of
numerous ministers and numerous representatives of
the government. Not only do the Doves still not have
access to safe entry to and exit from their property but
they have incurred enormous expense and faced
enormous difficulties as they have sought to implement
the general tenor of the report of the royal commission
into bushfires as it applies to their particular property.
I know that your own community, Deputy Speaker,
takes these issues incredibly seriously because they are
incredibly serious issues. They are issues that should be
above the normal hurly-burly of party politics in this
place because they are issues literally of life and death.
The Doves’ property was destroyed but they escaped
down that discontinued road with whatever was on their
backs. If the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change have their way, that will no longer be
an option open to them.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
others in the government need to take the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change aside and fix this
particular problem and the endemic problems that this
reflects — that is, how elements of the government
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have gone about mismanaging dealing with the real-life
issues that place families like the Doves and
communities such as those in the shire of Yarra Ranges
at real risk. I will leave my comments there.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KATOS (South
Barwon).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TRANSITION) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 April; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Gaming).
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the Gambling Legislation
Amendment (Transition) Bill 2012. I wish to indicate at
the outset that the opposition will not be opposing the
bill. The bill provides arrangements to complete the
new gaming industry structure which will come into
force on 16 August. It does that by amending a number
of acts. They are the Casino Control Act 1991, the
Gambling Regulation Further Amendment Act 2009,
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Act 2009.
The changes made by the bill essentially do three
things. The bill broadens the kinds of cash facilities that
will fall within the prohibition on automatic teller
machines in the casino and approved gaming venues.
The bill also introduces a licensing regime for those
who provide services to a venue operator or the
monitoring licensee for the installation, servicing,
repairing or maintenance of gaming machines. The bill
also provides transitional arrangements and some
consequential arrangements for the new industry
structure once the existing gaming and wagering
licences expire on 15 August.
For members to better understand the reforms before us
in the bill, it is in order to provide some historical
context. When we look at bans on the availability of
automatic teller machines, in 2009 the Labor
government legislated to ban ATMs at gaming venues.
That ban will commence on 1 July. The reason for the
delay between the legislation having been passed and
its being activated was of course to allow venue
operators to adjust to the new arrangements. The ban
allows ATMs to be available only in special
circumstances. Those two particular circumstances are
the actual location or remoteness of the approved venue
or where, through some palpable mechanisms, there is
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clearly a community interest or the community would
suffer some type of hardship without an ATM.
The bill broadens further the ban on ATMs so that new
kinds of cash-dispensing machines that do not require
interaction with a member of the venue’s staff are
captured under the ban. In his second-reading speech
the Minister for Gaming made comments on this
matter. Some of those comments led members of the
opposition to have some concerns, specifically that a
cash-access device that requires staff involvement will
not be prohibited. That seems to be the exception to the
prohibition on cash withdrawal devices. If a member of
the staff of an approved venue is involved or is required
for the transaction to take effect, then for some reason
that device is excluded from the prohibition or ban.
Instead access to cash will be subject to only the
existing EFTPOS rules. I remind the house, because it
is important for members to know, that those rules
allow for a $200 withdrawal limit. It is important also
to state that EFTPOS machines cannot be located on
the gaming floor.
The opposition is concerned that the bill will do very
little or perhaps nothing to halt the very rapid move
towards the use in approved venues of EFTPOS
devices which require staff interaction. The concern
there of course is that gamblers can access those
devices as easily as they would an ATM but for the fact
that ATMs will be prohibited. Members should ponder
that important point, which is that the policy objective
is to make it less easy for gamblers to access cash in a
way that could be harmful to them.
The increased use of that technology acts to avoid the
ATM prohibition and undermines the policy objective.
That really goes to the heart of the concerns of
opposition members. As I said, the policy objective is
to make it harder to access cash withdrawals. The
proposed ban on ATMs will take effect. However,
other electronic cash withdrawal devices, provided they
are staffed by a venue staff member, are totally exempt
from the ban. Opposition members believe that that
could undermine the policy objective. We understand
also that the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation (VCGLR) has before it a couple of
applications from gaming venues to operate
ATMs from 1 July. As I said, there are two criteria by
which venues can be exempted from the ATM
prohibition.
Labor’s changes in 2009 regarding the Treasurer’s
ability to give an exemption for tax payable — this is to
do with the early on-sale of gaming machine
entitlements — were an important check on speculative
bidding in the auction of the gaming machine
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entitlements at the time. It is important to reflect on that
bill and how it dealt with this type of matter. The
legislation was essentially to provide that a 75 per cent
tax could be imposed on the early on-sale of a gaming
machine entitlement within six months of the start of
the new industry structure. The Treasurer could exempt
the venue from the tax if satisfied that the on-sale or
transfer of the gaming machine entitlement was caused
by, say, a refusal of a planning permit for the situation
of the machines.
I think it was an important, healthy and responsible
authority for the Treasurer to have — the ability to
exempt a venue operator from having to pay what is
essentially a 75 per cent tax on the transfer or on-sale of
a gaming machine entitlement. That tax was really
designed to reduce speculative behaviour. It is clear that
where a government authority or agency refuses a
particular application which has a bearing on the
number of gaming machines in the venue, that is not a
question of speculative behaviour, so the tax exemption
was certainly important and very much welcomed.
The bill adds another criterion for the exemption to be
granted by the Treasurer — that is, if the VCGLR
rejects an application to amend a condition or
conditions of a venue operator’s licence in respect of
the number of gaming machines permitted in the venue.
What I say on behalf of the opposition is that it is
concerned that any future decision by the Treasurer to
grant a tax exemption will not be required to be
reported. This is important, because it goes to the heart
of transparency and integrity regarding the exemptions
that may be made. I clearly state that I am not
suggesting for a minute that the Treasurer would make
decisions that were not laden with integrity — certainly
not — but I suggest that integrity could be lacking in
any decision regarding exemptions. It is really a matter
of transparency and of the process being seen to be
above board and full of integrity. That is very
important, because decisions need to be transparent.
Governments are empowered to make decisions of
great consequence, either financially or otherwise, and
decisions such as the granting of tax exemptions need
to be transparent in order for the public’s trust in
government to be upheld. That is an important broad
principle that should have been reflected in the bill.
I ask that the minister put on the record in this chamber
that any future tax exemptions will be fully reported.
He certainly has the ability to provide that assurance in
his summing up of the debate on the bill, if he opts to
do that. I imagine that the minister may not do that,
given that I do not think he has summed up the debate
on any bill he has presented to the Parliament in the
18 months that he has been a minister. But we live in
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hope, and I again extend my request to the minister to
do just that.
I turn to the transitional arrangements for payment of
the health benefit levy. This levy on gaming venue
operators was introduced by the Labor government, and
the transitional provisions in the bill allow for its
payment in the financial year 2012–13. I will touch on
why the health benefit levy is there. Currently a gaming
operator — either Tattersall’s or Tabcorp — must pay a
health benefit levy each year based on a particular
formula. The money that is raised by this is
hypothecated into the Hospitals and Charities Fund.
The gaming operators’ licences expire on 15 August, so
they will no longer be paying the levy. The transitional
arrangements here are important so that we can ensure
the payment of the levy by gaming operators for the
next financial year.
I also wish to go to the matter of the new licensing
regime for gaming machine service providers. Another
broad purpose of the bill is to license certain providers
regarding the amenity and treatment of gaming
machines at a venue. Under new industry arrangements
the venue operators and the monitoring licensee will
undertake an array of technical functions that were
previously the responsibility of the gaming operators.
Third-party gaming machine service providers will no
doubt flourish in this situation, and it is important that
we have a licensing regime that clearly ensures that
gaming machines are treated in a way that maintains
their integrity.
Third-party gaming machine service providers may
enter into arrangements with venue operators to service,
repair or maintain gaming equipment or monitoring
equipment. The bill requires that these gaming machine
service providers hold gaming industry employee
licences, and penalties will apply where unlicensed
personnel are used. This is fundamentally important in
upholding the public’s confidence in the integrity of
gaming machines and how they are maintained and
repaired. They need to comply fully with the public’s
expectations so that if people choose to use gaming
machines for entertainment purposes, they can be fully
assured that there is a very strong regulatory
environment and a set of mechanisms which allows
them to utilise those gaming machines in the full
confidence that there is fairness in the operation of
those machines and any returns. The bill will provide
for these licences and penalties.
However, the amendment in the bill fails to address a
concern that has been raised by venue operators who
have been prevented from engaging installers of their
choice. The reason is that there has been no
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confirmation that a machine installed by an installer
other than Tabcorp would be certain to be connected to
the monitoring system from day one. This assurance is
very important, and the lack of it to date has effectively
handed Tabcorp a monopoly over installations and
therefore the capacity to inflate the price of
installations. Again we are not suggesting that that is
what has occurred, but the bill does not provide for the
necessary competitive environment that really should
have come about. That is a concern we wish to put on
the record, and it is certainly a concern that has been
raised by venue operators who have been prevented
from engaging the installer of their choice.
I turn now to the matter of jackpots. The bill provides
for the payment of any money remaining in jackpot
special prize pools operated by gaming operators at the
expiry of their licences on 15 August 2012 to the
Treasurer for payment to the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation. Jackpots are random — that is
their nature. There is no way though of ensuring that
moneys will be paid out to players prior to this date so
we believe this proposed change is a sensible one.
In terms of transitional arrangements with respect to the
supply of machines, the bill includes a provision
allowing a venue operator who holds entitlements to
install a machine not owned by an existing gaming
operator before the transition date of 16 August 2012.
We understand that venues want their own machines
installed and ready to go. This provision in the bill will
enable that to occur and ensure those machines are
linked to the new monitoring system in time for the
trigger date, if you like, of 16 August. We have had
some concerns expressed to us by venue operators who
are not convinced that these transitional arrangements
will mean they will be able to operate under the new
structure from day one.
A particular concern they have expressed relates to the
installation of new machines. This government has
known of the looming deadline since the industry
restructure was announced in 2008, some four years
ago. It is our understanding that venue operators,
gaming industry service providers and peak bodies
have been making representations to the Minister for
Gaming for quite some months asking him to intervene
and ensure that all venues, including those whose
operators choose their own machine suppliers and
installers, have an equal opportunity to be connected to
the monitoring system in advance of 16 August. The
industry has been seeking that certainty for some
months, but it appears that the minister, instead of
providing that certainty, has chosen to sit on his hands.
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This means that dozens of venues may simply have to
take the deal being offered by Tabcorp. Many venues
have now been put in that position, resulting in them
incurring additional costs of some $1000 per machine.
That is not really good enough. The transformation of
the industry over recent years has been quite significant.
It has been carefully planned for, and many
amendments have been made to various acts of
Parliament, all with a view to, if you like, lining up all
of the ducks so that come 16 August things will fall into
place with the certainty the industry needs for fair and
equal advantage to be provided to all operators. These
are important points that the opposition is very keen to
put on the record.
I want to spend a short time talking about some very
positive highlights of the new structure that will come
into place later this year. Gaming venues will have a
10-year gaming machine entitlement period rather than
Tattersall’s and Tabcorp having those entitlements.
This means that venues with gaming machine
entitlements will own, operate and maintain their own
electronic gaming machines. This is a very radical
change from the duopoly that existed. Keno will also be
operated by a single licensee, and that will be Tabcorp.
That licence will be held for a period of 10 years.
Wagering and betting will also be operated by a single
licensee — that is, Tabcorp — and that licence will
continue for a period of 12 years. The monitoring of
gaming machines operating out of approved gaming
venues will be undertaken by a single, independent
licensee; in this case, Intralot. That arrangement will
remain in place for a period of 15 years. These are very
important changes to the industry.
I hope the minister affords respect to the Parliament,
including this chamber, by providing a summing up of
the bill at the end of the debate and answering some
questions about some of these issues so as to eradicate
doubt and causes for concern. That would inject
certainty in relation to the transition point to the new
structure so that the various stakeholders and industry
could be fully prepared and have a full and fair
advantage afforded to them. This would give them the
ability to manage their gaming machines in accordance
with legislative requirements and other regulatory
requirements and to readily comply with these
requirements so that the various stakeholders, including
those from the industry, are not financially
disadvantaged in a competitive sense in relation to the
way they manage their gaming machines.
Without adding to my contribution and without delay, I
indicate again that the opposition will not be opposing
the bill, but we look forward to the Minister for Gaming
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clarifying issues and providing certainty in relation to
what I have talked about in my contribution today.
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to speak on the Gambling Legislation Amendment
(Transition) Bill 2012. It was pleasing to hear from the
member for Mill Park that the opposition is supporting
the bill. This bill delivers on the coalition government’s
commitment of December 2011 to extend the ban on
automatic teller machines in gaming venues. In
addition, it further strengthens the legislative
framework to ensure a smooth transition to the new
industry structure.
The bill enhances the government’s strong position on
problem gambling and action to be taken in response to
reports that new cash dispensing machines are being
marketed to gaming venues to circumvent the
introduction of the prohibition on having ATMs in
gaming venues from 1 July 2012. The passing of this
bill will mean that Victoria will have the toughest bans
on ATM access in gaming venues in Australia. This
ban covers all forms of cash access inside these venues.
The government understands the social problem created
by problem gambling in Victoria. The ban will cover
cash access devices that do not require customers who
are using gaming facilities to interact with venue staff
before they make any decision to withdraw cash.
Essentially the ban will allow cash withdrawal
transactions to be made at gaming venues where there
is face-to-face interaction with staff as occurs with the
use of traditional EFTPOS facilities.
Research included in the Productivity Commission’s
2012 report about gambling showed that face-to-face
interaction when making a withdrawal is less risky as it
can deter problem gamblers from withdrawing large
sums of money. Making cash less accessible to
gamblers when gambling will help deter problem
gamblers from withdrawing large sums and
perpetuating the cycle that surrounds the problem
gambling issue. Everyone is aware of the temptation of
readily being able to withdraw cash and the problems
that that creates. It creates a supply that would not
normally be available to a person should that access not
be there. This is being dealt with by removing
ATMs from gaming venues from July 2012.
It has been found, and we now know, that the
marketing of non-personal contact devices to
circumvent, get around or undermine the value of the
absence of ATMs at gaming venues is happening. This
undermines, in the very sense of the word, what the
government is trying to achieve. It defeats the purpose
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of removing ATMs in the first place. To allow this to
continue would be irresponsible.
I note the member for Mill Park talked of her concern
about EFTPOS facilities remaining at venues. But the
key to this issue is the human, face-to-face interaction
that will continue through this process. The former
Labor government did not have a desire to remove
EFTPOS facilities from gaming venues in the first
place. They are there, but human interaction is part of a
process that will enable a person to think during the
interaction about the sum they might be withdrawing or
about whether they need to withdraw money in the first
place.
As the Minister for Gaming said in the second-reading
speech for this bill:
The government has consistently said that it would not allow
the policy intent of the ATM ban to be undermined by
devices clearly designed to circumvent the ban on ATMs.

Ultimately that is the importance of this issue — that is,
making sure the policy is not undermined and that the
actual intent of the removal of ATMs is fulfilled. That
gives people who leave a premises to go to an ATM a
chance to think about whether they need to return to
continue gambling. If they have to interact with a
person, that may give them an opportunity to give due
consideration to whether they should withdraw further
funds.
I turn to the transition to the new law. Under the current
legislative structure the two gaming operators have
responsibility for the installation, maintenance and
repair of gaming machines, and they employ
technically qualified people as licensed gaming
industry employees to take on those functions. Under
the new industry structure the work currently
undertaken by the gaming operators’ licensed gaming
industry employees will become the responsibility of
venue operators and of the monitoring licensee. This
will assist in maintaining the integrity of gaming venues
and machines and in maintaining venues free from any
potential criminal activity.
The member for Mill Park talked about great changes
under the former government, and I think the removal
of ATMs from gaming venues is a very positive
change. One thing the member for Mill Park failed to
discuss, however, was the absolute inability to manage
a program of sale of gaming machine licences and the
fact that this state lost $3 billion — $3000 million — as
a result — —
Ms D’Ambrosio — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the member is straying well and truly from the
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contents of the bill. I remind the member that greater
discretion is afforded the lead speakers on bills. I
request that the member be returned to the contents of
the bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
point of order and ask the member to come back to the
bill.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms RYALL — Yes, it was an important point —
absolutely.
From a problem gambling perspective, I wonder how
much of that $3 billion could have been invested in
problem gambling and could have helped deal with the
problem gambling issue on top of the initiatives we are
instituting with this bill. To tackle problem gambling
requires responsible government, and the loss of that
$3000 million on the watch of the former member for
Mitcham and the former government has taken away
the ability to put those funds into dealing with problem
gambling, which is very much what this bill is about.
As I said, it requires responsible government to manage
such a thing, and a responsible government is exactly
what the Baillieu government is.
I respect choice, and I have no problem with somebody
making a choice to use a gaming machine. Where I
have a problem is where it is no longer a controllable
choice, when it tips over into a problem that a person is
unable to consciously control. That problem becomes
society’s problem. It can impact on the family unit, on
social networks, on law and order, on the person’s
ability to remain in employment and on mental health.
In addition it can result in the loss of homes and savings
and can have an impact from a family breakdown
perspective. It can also be an issue in domestic
violence. The cost can be very substantial, and not just
to the person or their family: the economic cost can be
substantial, because the problem turns from an
individual one into a societal one.
The government is acting to take away the ease with
which funds can be withdrawn from ATMs and from
alternative cash-dispensing machines and thereby
requiring face-to-face contact. We have 227 machines
in the Mitcham electorate, and in the first half of this
financial year just short of $10 million was lost by
players, so I stress the importance of making sure we
have responsible government and responsible gambling
legislation. I commend the minister on taking this
opportunity, one that was lost by Labor when the
former minister was alerted to this issue back in June
2010 and refused to act. There was no action. I
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commend the minister on taking action, and I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am pleased to be
speaking on the bill before the house this afternoon, the
Gambling Legislation Amendment (Transition) Bill
2012. As other speakers have mentioned, in essence
this bill puts in place what are hopefully the final
arrangements required prior to the new gaming industry
structures commence on 16 August. Of course, as we
have heard, the new structures were initiated by the
former Brumby government back in around 2007–08.
Through that time there was much consultation and
discussion with the industry. In Geelong I had a lot to
do with my clubs, as you, Acting Speaker, would have
had in the Bendigo and Echuca areas. The Geelong
clubs are well-managed clubs, I can assure you, that
provide not only a terrific social outlet for local people
and visitors alike but also what are probably thousands
of jobs across the Geelong region, especially for young
people, for example, coming into and being introduced
to the hospitality sector.
In my electorate the Buckleys Gaming Centre in the
eastern suburbs of Geelong is very much a community
club and one that is professionally managed and well
run. I get out to Buckleys a couple of times a year, and I
know it is a great social venue for many locals. For the
information of the house, Buckleys is operated by the
Geelong and District Football and Netball League, and
many of the profits go directly back into the football
and netball clubs. Buckleys is of course just one
example.
In speaking on this bill I appreciate that pubs and
especially clubs run legitimate businesses and are
important to local areas in that they create jobs and are
a great social outlet for many people, especially elderly
people. In saying that, however, I add that it is also well
and truly known that gaming machines — that is, poker
machines — create terrible problems for those people
who become addicted to gambling on them. It is this
type of legislation we need to be addressing, as we are
today, to ensure we address that concern. You would be
well aware, Acting Speaker, as would most members of
this house, of the problems particular people have with
gambling addictions. I am well aware of individuals
who have had their lives absolutely destroyed by a
gambling addiction and the devastating effect this has
on not only themselves but also their families.
With that in mind, it is vital that governments at all
levels — local, state and federal — and of all colours
ensure that initiatives continue to be rolled out to
minimise the harms of problem gambling. Given that, I
am pleased to be a board member of the new Victorian
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Responsible Gambling Foundation. I am looking
forward to working in a bipartisan manner with other
members of this house, including the member for
Caulfield and the member for Murray Valley, in that
new foundation.
In relation to the specifics of the bill before us today, I
note that the opposition is not opposing the bill. As I
said, it implements the final pieces of the new gaming
industry structure that is being introduced as of
16 August this year. The new structure will bring some
substantial changes to how the industry has operated,
probably since the early 1980s. For example, gaming
venues will now have 10-year gaming machine
entitlements, which means they will own, operate and
maintain their own poker machines. Keno will be
operated by Tabcorp for a period of 10 years. Wagering
and betting will be operated by a single licensee, that of
course being Tabcorp, for a period of 12 years. The
monitoring of gaming machines operating at approved
venues will be undertaken by Intralot for 15 years. As I
said, the industry will see significant restructuring after
16 August 2012.
Other speakers, including the lead speaker on this side
of the house, have raised our concerns with some of the
points in the legislation, so I will not go over those
except to say that there are issues that are still to be
addressed by the minister. I know they are of concern to
clubs in my electorate in the Geelong region. I urge the
minister to get off his hands and ensure that these issues
are effectively addressed prior to 16 August. In saying
that, as I said before, we are not opposing the
legislation.
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise in support of
the Gaming Legislation Amendment (Transition) Bill
2012, and I note that the opposition is supporting this
bill. The bill has two major purposes. The first purpose
is to extend the ban on ATMs in gaming venues and the
second is to further enhance and strengthen the
legislative framework to facilitate a smooth transition to
the new industry structure. This government has led and
overseen a smooth transition in gaming since that
important day in November 2010. We are moving from
existing gaming licences to new industry arrangements.
We have issued new licences for Keno monitoring,
wagering and betting. We are moving from the
Tattersall’s and Tabcorp duopoly of gaming in a venue
to a venue-operated system. We will not gamble
$3 billion on pokie auctions.
Many of these changes were enacted through the
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Act
2011, and this bill builds on what we have previously
done in the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
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Liquor Regulation Act 2011 and the Liquor Control
Reform Further Amendment Act 2011. Those acts
helped to untangle Labor’s great big knot of red tape in
the gaming and entertainment industries, they are
helping to make the streets safe again after the
bloodbath created by the Labor Party and they put
liquor and gaming under one authority to end Labor’s
wasteful double-up. This bill keeps the transition rolling
by delivering on our commitment to ban ATMs in
gaming venues and by strengthening the legislative
framework.
Last December the minister announced our
commitment to extend the ban on ATMs in gaming
venues. This was done for a very good reason. We all
know the harms that problem gambling can do to
people in our society. This government recognises
those harms, and this bill will go towards harm
minimisation. New prohibitions on ATMs in casinos
and gaming venues will begin on 1 July, meaning that
Victoria will have the toughest rules on gaming venue
ATMs anywhere in Australia. There will be no
ATMs in venues except where the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation
(VCGLR) authorises them, and this can only be done in
very limited circumstances. The bill also goes a step
further by banning other cash-access devices from both
gaming venues and casinos. These new devices have
started to appear, basically to circumvent this
legislation.
This bill ensures that gamblers can only access money
through interaction with qualified staff, as the rules
currently apply to EFTPOS. Gamblers tend to shy away
from risky, large withdrawals when they have to
disclose the idea to a staff member. Generally they will
have to leave the gaming venue to access money, which
provides them with some thinking time, and they may
reconsider what they are going to do. This is consistent
with the Productivity Commission’s report of 2010. In
fact this bill goes even further than that report. Sums of
up to $200 will be accessible through an EFTPOS
transaction with a staff member. We are committed to
the fight against problem gambling, and we are
demonstrating that through this legislation.
In addition to the ATM changes and legislative
framework changes, from 16 August the industry
structure will change as Tattersall’s and Tabcorp lose
their duopoly and the market changes. At the moment
only Tattersall’s and Tabcorp can install, maintain and
repair gaming machines. Their installation and
maintenance staff must undergo a series of checks by
the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation. From 16 August the venues can employ
installation maintenance staff or contractors. A chain of
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hotels can use technicians across several of their sites,
but the technicians must undergo the same VCGLR test
to receive a licence and go on the roll of manufacturers,
suppliers and testers.
This bill also includes additional amendments to
facilitate the changes in August. The previous
government legislated in 2009 that a venue operator
who sold their gaming machine entitlements within six
months of the new industry structure would have to pay
75 per cent tax on the profit. That was designed to stop
speculative investment in Labor’s great pokie auction,
which came up $3 billion short. As the previous
speaker said, there is a lot that could have been done
with that $3 billion, especially on harm minimisation in
the gaming industry. Currently the Treasurer can grant
an exemption where the actions of a government
agency have made the machines unviable — for
example, when a liquor licence is not granted. This bill
extends those exemptions to cover situations where the
VCGLR refuses machines in a venue. It is not fair to
tax a venue for selling entitlements it expected to use
but finds it cannot.
Under the new structure venue operators will not pay
the health benefit levy; the gaming operators will, and
the alignment of the dates for calculating the levy will
change to allow the levy to be calculated should an
operator leave the business prior to the current annual
designated date. It can now be varied where the
operator’s status changes. The changes are not designed
for the levy to increase, just for the timing of the
calculation to be varied in particular circumstances.
The gaming operators are currently responsible for all
aspects of the operation of jackpots. From 16 August
venue operators will take over that responsibility. This
includes accounting for the jackpots and payment of the
winnings. Where an operator ends an operation there
will be money remaining in jackpots. Whilst the
preference is for the jackpotted money to be won by or
shared amongst gamers, this will not always be
possible. In that instance the bill directs those remaining
funds to the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation to be spent on responsible gambling
campaigns, counselling services et cetera.
The bill provides for a transitional arrangement from
commencement to 15 August so that the existing
restrictions on the authority conferred by the act on
venue operators licences and gaming operators licences
do not prohibit the supply of gaming machines by
venue operators to gaming operators. This is to allow
for preparations for 16 August.
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This bill also ensures that outgoing gaming operators
meet their obligations right up until the changeover,
including the payouts of jackpots and payments to the
state, foundations and the relevant authorities. Finally,
the bill makes minor technical amendments to the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to allow this transition.
In summary, the bill has two major purposes: to extend
the ban on ATMs in gaming venues and to further
enhance and strengthen the legislative framework to
facilitate a smooth transition to the new industry
structure. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to speak
briefly on the Gambling Legislation Amendment
(Transition) Bill 2012. This bill basically finalises
arrangements to get the new structure in place by
16 August this year. The structural changes are that
gaming venues will have a 10-year gaming machine
entitlement to own, operate and maintain their own
electronic machines in their own facility. Tabcorp will
still have the licence to operate Keno for the next
10 years and will also have the licence to operate
wagering and betting for the next 12 years. A single
entity, the independent licensee, being Intralot, will
have responsibility for the monitoring of gaming
machines for a period of 15 years. That new structure
will be in place by 16 August this year. These structural
changes were announced in 2008 by the previous Labor
government. This bill is another piece of legislation that
is mandatory if those initiatives are to be delivered.
Therefore the opposition will not oppose this bill.
The key proposals in the bill are to extend the types of
cash facilities that are captured by the proposed
prohibition on ATMs in approved venues and the
casino and to license persons who provide services to a
venue operator or the monitoring licensee for the
installation, service, repair or maintenance of gaming
machines. A change the bill provides for is that a
licensed person will now be required to provide those
services. The bill also makes a number of transitional
and consequential amendments in relation to the expiry
of the gaming and wagering licences on 15 August.
In 2009 Labor legislated for the ban of ATMs at
gaming venues to commence on 1 July 2012, unless
there are special circumstances, such as remoteness or
the causing of hardship to a community around those
venues. The bill seeks to extend the ban to apply to any
cash access device that does not require the customer to
interact with venue staff before any decision is made to
withdraw their money from the cash dispenser. This is a
good measure in the bill, which provides that the
customer will have an interaction with the gaming
operator so that the customer will have a moment to
think twice about withdrawing their money. This
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change is in response to new cash dispensing machines
that are designed to get around the bans on ATM
machines in venues that were introduced in 2008.
The second-reading speech specifically notes that a
cash access device that requires staff interaction will
not be prohibited but will be subject to existing
requirements of EFTPOS, which has a $200 withdrawal
limit. Although it is a reasonable measure to have an
interaction, it will not completely eliminate problem
gambling or help with problem gambling issues. The
bill will not do anything to halt the proliferation of
EFTPOS technology because the cash dispensing
machines have taken their place to a certain extent. The
bill to introduce mandatory precommitment legislation
in the federal Parliament is a first step in the right
direction, coupled with the other measures to address
problem gambling issues.
The previous government took some measures to
combat problem gambling, such as introducing posters
and requiring that cash entered into the machines be
displayed and credits used be displayed. However,
problem gambling issues still prevail in Victorian
society. Under Labor’s 2009 changes the Treasurer
may exempt a venue operator from the requirement to
pay a 75 per cent tax on the profit of the early — within
six months — on-sale of a machine entitlement. This
exemption will be granted to venue operators who have
their entitlement but who, due to other issues such as
planning matters, will not be able to prosecute that
entitlement and install gaming machines. However, this
was also to deter speculative bidding in the auction. The
gaming venue operator could speculate and buy more
entitlements than they were entitled to install so that
they could get a resale value. That was the reason these
measures were introduced, but exemptions may also be
given because there are other issues associated with
installing gaming machines.
This bill extends the exemption to issues which are
associated with the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation, which could also
refuse to extend or vary the licence agreement. This is a
worrying change to a certain extent, because a venue
operator can buy more entitlements in an auction than it
is entitled to. An operator can apply for a change to the
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation, and if it refuses to vary the licence
entitlement be entitled to get a 75 per cent tax
exemption. This is what is happening with the Royal
Hotel in Benalla, which is permitted to operate
20 machines but has purchased 30 entitlements. It has
unsuccessfully applied for a variation of the licence
agreement and has challenged the decision at the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. If VCAT
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upholds the original decision, then the question is
whether, under the legislation once it is enacted, the
hotel will be able to enjoy the 75 per cent tax
exemption.
The opposition is concerned that the Treasurer will
apparently be able to grant exemptions, because this bill
does not provide for disclosure statements and these
exemptions do not have to be publicised. The
opposition has a concern that the government can grant
exemptions but that they will not be publicised and so
will not be on the public record. That is a concern with
the bill.
Currently a gaming operator, such as Tattersall’s and
Tabcorp, must pay a health benefit levy each year to the
Treasurer, which will be deposited into the Hospitals
and Charities Fund. The gaming operators licence and
the gaming licence expire on 15 August this year, so
this levy will no longer be paid. That is the unfortunate
outcome of this arrangement. The bill only provides
transitional arrangements for the payment of the levy
by gaming operators during the short period starting
from 1 July and finishing on 15 August, when the new
structure kicks in.
Under the new industry arrangements venue operators
and the monitoring licensees will undertake a range of
technical functions that were previously the
responsibility of the gaming operators. Third-party
gaming machine service providers may enter into
arrangements with venue operators to service, repair or
maintain gaming equipment or monitoring equipment.
The bill requires these gaming machine service
providers to hold a gaming industry employee’s
licence, and for penalties to apply if unlicensed people
install the gaming machines. This amendment fails to
address the concerns raised by venue operators who
have been prevented from engaging an installer of their
choice. The reason is there has been no confirmation
that the machines installed by installers other than
Tabcorp — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — The
member’s time has expired.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CRISP
(Mildura).
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HEALTH (COMMONWEALTH STATE
FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Health
(Commonwealth State Funding Arrangements) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Health (Commonwealth State Funding
Arrangements) 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 bill is to implement the funding
arrangements set out in the national health reform agreement
between the commonwealth and the states and territories that
was agreed to by the Council of Australian Governments on
2 August 2011. The bill establishes the office of the
administrator of the national health funding pool, a state pool
account and a state managed fund.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not engage any human rights protected by the
Charter Act.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not engage any of the human rights protected
by the charter act it is unnecessary to consider the application
of section 7(2) of the charter act.
Conclusion
I consider the bill is compatible with the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does not raise
any human rights issues.
Hon. Denis Napthine, MP
Minister for Ports

Second reading
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Debate adjourned until later this day.
In August 2011, the Council of Australian
Governments agreed the national health reform
agreement. The agreement will deliver major reforms to
the organisation, funding and delivery of health services
in Victoria and across the country.
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The national health reform agreement supersedes the
national health and hospitals network agreement, and
protects the unique and valuable features of the
Victorian health system whilst securing additional
funding from the commonwealth.
This bill provides for the implementation of the
funding, payment, accountability and transparency
arrangements which underpin the agreement. The bill
includes provisions which have been agreed with the
commonwealth and all other states and territories and
which will appear in complementary legislation in all
jurisdictions, as well as Victorian-specific provisions.
The administrator of the national health funding pool
will be a new independent statutory office-holder,
distinct from commonwealth and state departments.
The provisions relating to the administrator are
common to all jurisdictions.
Currently the commonwealth provides funding to states
and then funding is allocated to health services. Under
the new arrangements established by this bill, the
commonwealth and state will channel funds through
state pool accounts to health services, with the
payments to be managed by the administrator on the
advice of the state.
The administrator will be a single individual appointed
in all jurisdictions by the health minister following
agreement by the Standing Council on Health. The
appointment of the administrator in all jurisdictions will
ensure that only an officer of the state will deal with
state money. The administrator also carries out
functions in his role as the commonwealth
administrator. These functions are specified in the
commonwealth National Health Reform Bill.
The administrator will be responsible for calculating
and advising the commonwealth Treasurer on amounts
to be paid into state pool accounts, overseeing
payments of commonwealth and state funding,
reconciling estimated and actual volume of service
delivery, and publicly reporting on funding paid out of
the state pool and state managed fund accounts and the
delivery of public hospital services.
The administrator may not delegate any of his or her
functions, although the national funding body has been
created by commonwealth legislation to assist the
administrator in carrying out his or her functions. The
bill also contains a set of provisions intended to ensure
the constitutional validity of these arrangements by
conferring powers on the staff of the national funding
body (as commonwealth employees) to enable them to
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provide administrative assistance to the Victorian
administrator.
The provisions provide for the chair of the Standing
Council on Health to suspend the administrator from
office in all jurisdictions at the request of the
commonwealth minister, or three state or territory
ministers. This suspension lapses after 60 days unless
the council agrees to continue it, or else to terminate the
appointment of the administrator.
If the council agrees to terminate the appointment,
whether following a period of suspension or otherwise,
all ministers must act to remove the administrator from
office in their jurisdiction. The administrator may
resign in writing to the chair of the council, who must
then notify all other council members.
The chair of the council may also appoint an acting
administrator when required, drawn from a panel
consisting of people agreed by the council.
The state health ministers will direct the administrator
to make payments from the funding pool, but cannot
alter the distribution of commonwealth funding from
that which was calculated by the administrator. No
commonwealth minister is able to direct the
administrator in the performance of his or her functions,
however, the administrator is required to comply with
directions from COAG.
The administrator must provide the health minister with
a copy of the advice to the commonwealth Treasurer on
the calculation of commonwealth payments, and may
provide other relevant information to all state ministers.
In addition, the administrator must provide information
to state ministers on request. Under the related
commonwealth legislation, it is intended that the
commonwealth government will make regulations
prescribing the national health funding body as an
inter-jurisdictional agency under part 6A of the
commonwealth’s Financial Management and
Accountability Act 1997, to ensure that state ministers
will have the same level of access to information about
the operations of the funding body as the
commonwealth minister.
State pool account and state managed fund
Consistent with the terms of the agreement, the bill
establishes two separate trust accounts for Victoria for
the purpose of receiving and distributing
commonwealth and state funding for hospital and
public health purposes: the state pool account and the
state managed fund. The state pool account will be
maintained through a separate bank account at the
Reserve Bank of Australia and is to be managed by the
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administrator appointed concurrently by each
jurisdiction, acting solely on the direction of the state
Minister for Health, for the purpose of distributing
funds to health services. Funds in this account, while
still forming part of the public account, will not be
within the Consolidated Fund but, rather, reported on
by the administrator separately and treated in the state
accounts as a trust account.
The state managed fund is established as a trust account
in the trust fund for the purpose of distributing funds for
block funding for health services and grants for
teaching, training and research as well as
commonwealth public health funding. The state
managed fund is to be managed by the Department of
Health for the purposes of financial management
reporting and audit.
Any moneys standing to the credit of these accounts
will constitute state moneys and will form part of
Victoria’s public account.
Financial management arrangements
The usual financial management schemes of the
commonwealth and the states (including the Financial
Management Act 1994 of Victoria and the Financial
Management and Accountability Act 1997 of the
commonwealth) will not apply to the administrator.
Instead, he or she will be required to develop and apply
appropriate financial management policies and
procedures in accordance with a customised financial
management scheme which has been agreed by all
jurisdictions and any COAG directions which are
agreed. This will ensure that the administrator is not
required to have reference to nine separate financial
management regimes in undertaking his or her
functions.
Under these customised arrangements, the
administrator is responsible for preparing monthly
reports on payments into and out of state pool accounts
and state managed funds, including the basis on which
the payments were made. The administrator is also to
prepare special purpose financial statements on the
operation of the state pool account, which will be
audited by the state Auditor-General and then included
in the administrator’s annual report.
Similarly, to ensure the administrator, as an officer of
nine jurisdictions, is not subject to nine different
administrative law schemes, the bill also disapplies the
Freedom of Information Act 1982, the Health Records
Act 2001, the Information Privacy Act 2000, the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, the Ombudsman
Act 1973 and the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 to
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the office of the administrator and adopts the relevant
commonwealth laws, as modified by the
commonwealth regulations. These regulations may
only be made with the agreement of all relevant state
ministers.
Audit arrangements
With respect to audit arrangements, the functions of the
administrator will be subject to financial and
performance audit by the Victorian Auditor-General.
Financial audits will be on the basis of financial
statements prepared by the administrator, as provided
for in the bill.
Performance audits can be conducted at any time by the
Victorian Auditor-General, consistent with the
provisions of the Audit Act 1994.
The Department of Health will continue to be subject to
the usual financial and performance audit arrangements
as provided for under the Audit Act 1994. This includes
in relation to the state pool account and the state
managed fund.
Under current accounting standards, the state pool
account will be an administered account of the
Department of Health, while the state managed fund
will be a controlled trust.
These audit arrangements ensure an equivalent level of
audit coverage as under the previous arrangements,
where the commonwealth provided its funding on the
basis of the national health-care specific purpose
payment.
The commonwealth administrator will be able to be
audited by the commonwealth Auditor-General. This
will include financial and performance audits of the
commonwealth administrator’s functions, including the
advice provided to the commonwealth Treasurer
regarding the commonwealth funding contribution.
This bill will commence on proclamation.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HOLDING
(Lyndhurst).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 6 June.
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RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs)
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 Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill
2012 (‘the bill’), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill amends the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to clarify
the consequences of a third successive breach of a duty
provision. In particular, the bill clarifies that a person who has
issued two previous breach of duty notices has the capacity to
issue a notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate (as
the case may be) on the instance of a third breach of the same
duty provision.
The bill also makes amendments to improve the
administration and repayment of bonds, including
amendments to improve the payment and payment out of
bond loans provided by the director of housing on behalf of
private tenants.
Human rights issues
Section 13 — privacy and reputation
The right of a tenant or resident not to have the tenant or
resident’s home unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with may
be engaged when a notice to vacate is issued. The
amendments proposed by this bill clarify that a person may
only serve a notice to vacate for a breach of a duty provision,
if the tenant or resident has previously been served with two
successive breach of duty notices for a breach of the same
duty. Therefore, any interference with the tenant or resident’s
home or family will be lawful.
If a notice to vacate is issued and the tenant or resident
remains in the rented premises, the person seeking eviction
may only regain possession of the rented premises if the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (‘VCAT’) grants
a possession order. VCAT may only grant a possession order
if VCAT is satisfied of a number of factors, including that the
person was entitled to give the notice to vacate. Therefore,
while the right is engaged, any interference with the family or
home will not be arbitrary or unlawful and will be subject to
review. Accordingly this right is not limited.
Conclusion
In my opinion, the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill
2012 is compatible with the charter act.
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Hon. Michael O’Brien, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs

Second reading
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This is a bill to amend the Residential Tenancies Act
1997, to improve its operation and efficacy. The bill
will clarify the operation of provisions that enable
individuals to serve a notice to vacate or a notice of
intention to vacate following successive breaches of a
duty owed to them. The bill also makes a number of
changes to provisions relating to the lodgement and
paying out of residential tenancy bonds.
A key component of Victoria’s residential tenancies
legislation is the concept of duties that are owed by
parties to an agreement regulated under the Residential
Tenancies Act. These duties may differ depending on
whether the agreement relates to a rented premises, a
room in a rooming house, or a site located at a caravan
park or a part 4A park. In general, the duties cover
issues that may arise from the use and maintenance of
rental accommodation, including, for example, duties
not to cause damage to the premises, duties not to cause
a nuisance or interference, duties to provide certain
information, and duties to ensure quiet enjoyment.
Under section 208 of the act a person to whom a duty is
owed under a duty provision may give a breach of duty
notice to a person in breach of that duty. The notice
must, amongst other things, specify the breach, give
details of loss or damage caused by the breach, and
specify the actions that the person must take to either
remedy the breach or compensate the person to whom
the duty is owed.
The breach of duty notice must also include
information about the consequences of non-compliance
with the notice, including that a notice of intention to
vacate or notice to vacate may be given if a similar
breach is committed in the future.
Therefore, the act envisages that successive breaches of
the same duty will provide a person with grounds to
issue a notice to vacate in the case of a landlord,
rooming house owner, caravan park owner or part 4A
site owner, or a notice of intention to vacate in the case
of a tenant or resident. However, it is currently unclear
how many breach of duty notices are required before a
person gains the right to serve a notice to vacate or
notice of intention to vacate.
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The intent of the legislation is that such a notice can be
served at the point of a third breach of the same duty.
However, recently the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal has interpreted the legislation
as requiring the service and expiry without compliance
of a third breach of duty notice before a notice to vacate
or notice of intention to vacate can be served.
The amendments introduced by this bill make it clear
that a notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate
may be served by a person who is owed a duty,
provided that the person has served a breach of duty
notice for a breach of the same duty on two previous
occasions.
While there is no need for a third breach of duty notice
to be issued, it should be noted that the bill specifically
preserves the option for a person to elect to issue a third
breach of duty notice, rather than proceeding with a
notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate. Should
this option be pursued, the bill states that the third
notice will need to expire without compliance before a
notice to vacate or notice of intention to vacate can be
subsequently served.
The bill also makes a series of amendments to part 10
of the act, which establishes the Residential Tenancies
Bond Authority and sets out requirements for the
lodgement and repayment of residential tenancy bonds.
Section 406 of the act places a duty on a landlord, upon
receipt of a bond from a tenant, to lodge that bond with
the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority, which will
hold the bond in trust for the landlord and the tenant.
The bill makes clear that this duty includes any
instalment payments or part payments of a bond which
may be made by a tenant. Some landlords have taken
the view that the bond need only be lodged once all
payments had been received, a practice that can lead to
the tenant being disadvantaged if a dispute arises and
the bond instalments have not been lodged with the
bond authority.
The bill also removes another area of conflict between
landlords and tenants in relation to the repayment of
bonds. A key component of the bond system is that all
parties have an equal say on the amount of bond to be
paid to each party at the conclusion of a rental
agreement. The bond authority has received complaints
from tenants who have signed blank or incomplete
bond claim forms and have subsequently received an
amount of bond that was different to the amount
verbally agreed with their landlord or agent. The bill
addresses this by making it an offence for a landlord to
request or obtain a tenant’s signature on a bond claim
application form if the form does not specify the
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amount of bond to be refunded and the apportionment,
if any, of that amount. A maximum penalty of
20 penalty units applies to this offence.
The bill simplifies and improves processes relating to
bond loans made by the director of housing. In
recognition that finding the money for a bond may be
difficult for those on low incomes, the director of
housing has the capacity to provide a bond loan in
certain circumstances. Such loans may cover the entire
bond or a partial amount of the bond.
Sometimes a tenant who is eligible for a bond loan may
pay the bond in advance of receiving a loan from the
director of housing, in order to secure the tenancy.
While there is a process by which the bond authority
can substitute the bond paid by the tenant with the bond
loan, this process requires the signature of the landlord.
The bond authority has received many complaints from
tenants who have been unable to obtain their landlord’s
signature for a variety of reasons ranging from the
inconvenience of additional paperwork through to
concerns that to do so might be contrary to other
provisions of the act.
The bill places an obligation on the bond authority to
refund an amount of bond paid by a tenant and
substitute that bond with an equivalent amount of bond
provided by the director of housing. This amendment
removes the need for a tenant seeking a bond
substitution to obtain the landlord’s signature before
lodging the necessary application. The landlord will
still be alerted to the substitution, as the bill requires the
bond authority to notify the landlord of the substitution.
The bill simplifies the process by which the director of
housing can be reimbursed the amount of a bond loan
following the conclusion of a rental agreement.
A joint application from the tenant and the landlord is
generally required in order to release a bond loan at the
conclusion of a tenancy. Often there is little incentive
for either the landlord or the tenant to make such an
application if neither party is to receive any direct
monetary benefit. For example, a tenant may have little
incentive if the money is to be refunded to the director
of housing. Similarly, a landlord may have little
incentive if he or she is making no claim on the bond.
As a result, the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority
currently holds over $740 000 in bond loans that are
effectively frozen as it has no legislative capacity to
directly repay any of these moneys to the director of
housing.
The bill enables the bond authority to make direct
payment to the director of housing if it receives a new
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bond for a different tenancy in the same premises and
no application for a refund of the previous bond has
been made within 12 months of the date of receipt of
the new bond.
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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 bill

Direct payment to the director of housing can only be
made in circumstances where no application for a
refund of the bond has been made within 12 months of
the date on which a new bond for the premises is
received by the bond authority.
Importantly, this amendment will have a direct impact
on private tenants on low incomes by ensuring there is
over $740 000 in additional money available for bond
loans to assist low-income renters to secure access to
rental accommodation.
The bill also simplifies the process for repayment of a
bond to the director of housing via application, by
removing the requirement for a joint application to be
made by a landlord and tenant. Instead an application
may be made for repayment of the director of housing
solely by the landlord.
Finally, the bill makes an amendment to ensure that the
Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment (Reform)
Act 2010 is not automatically repealed before all of its
provisions have come into operation.
The introduction of this bill will result in practical
improvements and alleviate specific areas of confusion
and dispute in the administration of residential
tenancies legislation.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HOLDING
(Lyndhurst).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 6 June.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (BRIMBANK CITY
COUNCIL) AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Local
Government (Brimbank City Council) Amendment Bill 2012
(‘the bill’).

The purpose of the bill is to:
a.

enable the council to continue to be constituted by
a panel of three administrators, until the next
election; and

b.

provide that the next election for Brimbank City
Council will be held in 2015 rather than in 2012.

This will extend the present term of administration for the
council, which commenced in 2009. The term is otherwise
due to expire at the first meeting of the elected council
following the municipal general elections (including at
Brimbank) scheduled for late 2012.
However there are sound reasons for extending the
administration beyond this date, until March 2015.
Human rights issues
Section 18 of the charter act establishes a right for an
individual to, and to have the opportunity to, without
discrimination, participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives. Section 18
also provides for every eligible person to have the right to
vote and be elected at state and municipal elections that
guarantee the free expression of the will of the electors, and to
have access, on general terms of equality, to the Victorian
public service and public office.
Clause 4 of the bill limits the right under section 18 of the
charter act by postponing elections for a further two and a half
years. During this period, the right of voters to participate in
the Brimbank City Council election is suspended, as are the
rights of candidates to stand for election, and to occupy public
office.
However, the limit is reasonable and justified for the
following reasons.
Three years ago, the Brimbank City Council was dismissed
by the Local Government (Brimbank City Council) Act 2009.
This followed findings of profound failures of governance by
the Ombudsman, and a recommendation to remove the
council by an inspector of municipal administration appointed
to monitor and evaluate council’s capacity.
Removal of an elected council is a last resort, and undertaken
only in exceptional circumstances. Brimbank was one of
those very rare cases, in which the government had a
responsibility to protect communities from misgovernance by
their local representatives.
A panel of three administrators was appointed to constitute
the council until the next scheduled elections in 2012. Among
the administrators’ core responsibilities are the development
of strategies to improve council’s decision making and
governance processes to ensure consistency, fairness and
transparency and to improve accountability. These include
frameworks for finance and governance, risk management
and community engagement. Effective implementation of
these strategies is critical to embedding robust governance
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practices and restoring the confidence of the Brimbank
community in the capacity of elected representatives to
govern responsibly in the interests of the entire community.
While much progress has been made towards the
development and implementation of these strategies, it is
apparent that a number of key projects central to the
realisation of improved governance will reach a critical stage
during 2012, and some will not be fully realised for at least a
further two years.
An important part of the administrators’ task has been
working with the Brimbank community to establish a broad
understanding, acceptance and ownership of the reforms in
contrast to the divisive manner in which previous councils
had operated. Representations from the Brimbank community
indicate that serious concerns still remain in relation to
council governance should elections be held in 2012. It is
critical that the reform process be thorough and complete, to
avoid a repeat of the previous division between council and
community.
Under the bill, return to elected representation for Brimbank
City Council is scheduled for March 2015.
Conclusion
On the basis of the above reasoning, I consider that the bill’s
limitation of the right to participate in public life is reasonable
and proportionate and that therefore, the bill is compatible
with the charter act.
Jeanette Powell, MP
Minister for Local Government

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

The Local Government (Brimbank City Council)
Amendment Bill 2012 will amend the Local
Government (Brimbank City Council) Act 2009.
The purpose of the bill is to extend the period of
administration at Brimbank City Council, in order to
complete the restoration of good governance to that
municipality.
The recent history of Brimbank is well known, and will
be only briefly recapped here. It is instructive to recall
the state of affairs when the Brimbank City Council
was sacked by an act of Parliament.
In 2009 the Ombudsman found that the council was
seriously dysfunctional, riddled with infighting, subject
to improper influence and misuses of power, and
generally incapable of providing good government to
the community.
The former government responded by appointing an
inspector of municipal administration to monitor the
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council’s progress in addressing issues raised by the
Ombudsman’s report. The inspector found that despite
the election of a new council, little had changed with a
continuing culture of factional conflict and favours, and
seriously poor governance.
Consequently, the former government rightly dismissed
the councillors and replaced them with a panel of three
administrators.
The panel faced a daunting task — to rebuild
dysfunctional governance processes and structures
within the council, and to restore seriously damaged
relationships with the local community.
Three years later, much progress has been made, and
the panel are to be congratulated for their achievements
to date. The administrators have been indefatigable in
their efforts.
Governance processes are being rebuilt, council
finances are being strengthened, and a range of projects
are under way to revitalise community infrastructure
and build local capacity.
The Brimbank community is reaping many benefits
from this period of administration. This is not only
apparent from the annual reports, council plans, budgets
and progress updates from the administrators, but it is
also the clear opinion of community members.
A range of residents have written to express their
approval of the efforts of the administrators. In the
words of one, the panel ‘have delivered an outstanding
level of professionalism in the performance of their
role’, and they have closely engaged with the
community.
While it is pleasing to acknowledge how much has
been achieved, it is important to be clear that much still
remains to be done.
In June last year the process began of reviewing the
administration’s progress to date and its forward
program of reforms, in order to assess the council’s
readiness to return to elected representation.
On the basis of all the available information, it is clear
that it would be in the best interests of the community
for the period of administration to continue for a further
two and a half years.
It is also clear that a premature return to elected
representation would create unacceptable risks and set
back the impressive reform program now under way at
Brimbank.
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Responding to the weight of evidence, this bill provides
for a continuation of the period of administration, until
the return of a democratically elected council on the
fourth Saturday of March 2015.
March 2015 has been chosen to ensure there is
adequate time for key programs and reforms to be
properly implemented.
In particular, there are a range of major projects, which
would be vulnerable to politicisation. These include
major community facilities, and it is notable in this
context that the Ombudsman was particularly scathing
about the misuse of such facilities by the previous
council.
In addition to this bill which extends the period of
administration to allow the renewal program to
proceed, the administrators will also be asked to focus
on facilitating a smooth transition back to an elected
council in 2015.
This relatively short extension will give the people of
Brimbank the best chance of having a council which
delivers effective and stable local government in the
long term.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HOLDING
(Lyndhurst).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 6 June.

MONETARY UNITS AMENDMENT BILL
2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — Being in opposition
presents one with very few pleasures, but one of the
few pleasures is watching acts of breathtaking
hypocrisy. The Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012
currently before the house is one such act. I say at the
outset that the opposition will be opposing this bill.
This bill, as I have just said, is one of breathtaking
hypocrisy. We oppose this bill, firstly, because it
exposes the hypocrisy of those opposite in the
comments and contributions they made back in 2004
when the original Monetary Units Bill 2004, the now
Monetary Units Act 2004, was introduced into this
house.
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Secondly, we oppose this bill because when in it was in
opposition the current government railed against
automatic indexation and all of the features of
automatic indexation that were contained in the
Monetary Units Act that was passed back in 2004.
Then opposition members railed against what they
described as the outrageous and unjust imposts of
indexation — often only in line with the CPI — being
imposed on Victorian families and claimed that such
increases were an outrageous burden on those families
and that Victoria’s fine regime was merely a
revenue-raising exercise to enable the then government
to shore up its budget bottom line. The government has
introduced the bill we are debating today in this
Parliament despite the rhetoric it subjected Victorians to
and the implied commitment that was involved in that
rhetoric.
Thirdly, we oppose this bill because it reveals the abject
incompetence of the Treasurer, the member for
Scoresby, who is in the chamber as I speak. He gazetted
increases in fees and fines — essentially the rebasing of
the fees and fine units — in the Government Gazette in
March this year, and yet he brought into this Parliament
a little over a month later a bill which substantially
changes and increases the base amount for a fine unit. It
may have been an act of breathtaking cynicism in trying
to deceive Victorians in the lead-up to the budget by
saying that the increase to fees and fines would be in
the order of only 2.5 per cent when in fact the
government intended to do something substantially
different in the budget itself by significantly increasing
the base of a fine unit through this act.
Alternatively it is an act of breathtaking incompetence
in, firstly, gazetting arrangements under the existing
monetary units legislation for an increase of around
2.5 per cent, and secondly, deciding, presumably only a
couple of weeks later in the expenditure review
committee process or whatever the government’s
equivalent process is, that it needed to rake in yet more
millions of dollars from Victorians and that the increase
for a fine unit would need to be larger than that which
had been gazetted on, I think it was, 29 March of this
year.
This bill declares a fine unit at significantly more than
that: the increase once it is added to the 2.5 per cent is
more in the order of 15 per cent. I think, frankly, that
when Victorians reflect on this legislation, on what was
in the Government Gazette back in March and on what
the government said when in opposition about
automatic indexation each and every year when it was
exercised by the former government, and when they
consider the comments made by so many members of
the current government when they were in opposition at
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the time of the introduction of the Monetary Units Act
2004, they will be appalled. They will be appalled at the
act of breathtaking hypocrisy that has led this
government, firstly, to increase both fee and fine units
through the Government Gazette process, as they have
already done, and secondly, and most staggering of all,
to bring into Parliament this legislation, which proposes
an increase in the fine unit in the order of 15 per cent
when read in conjunction with the increase that was
gazetted in March of this year. It will be for Victorians
to judge this government against the things that it said
in opposition and the action it has subsequently taken
upon coming to government.
To reiterate, the opposition does not support the
Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012. This bill
rebases the value of a fee and penalty unit to $12.53 and
$140.84 respectively. The bills also sets the annual
indexation increase for the financial year 2012–13 at
2.5 per cent. Following these amendments the
provisions of the original Monetary Units Act 2004,
which this bill amends, relating to the indexation of fee
units and penalty units will continue to operate as
before in subsequent financial years — that is, the
annual indexation will continue to be set at a level the
Treasurer determines, via the Government Gazette,
unless he fails to do so, when it will then be the rate that
was determined in the previous financial year.
The reason I set out not only the amounts themselves
but the arrangements is that when one goes to the
arrangements that this bill effectively endorses, being
the current arrangements for setting a base amount for
fee units and penalty units and then a process for annual
indexation, one has only to reflect on the comments that
honourable members opposite made when they were in
opposition at the time of the original Monetary Units
Act being passed by this Parliament back in 2004 to see
what an act of unbelievably staggering and spectacular
hypocrisy the measure that is being considered by this
house is. If we go back to that debate we see that the act
to establish the arrangements for automatic
indexation — the act which this act seeks to amend —
was introduced by the former government, passed by
this house back in 2004 and fiercely, stridently and
strenuously opposed by those opposite, who were at
that stage, as I recall, not in coalition with The
Nationals. However, as I will point out in my
contribution, it was also opposed by The Nationals at
the time.
What did honourable members who are certainly
members of the current government and who in some
cases are members of the cabinet say during the
second-reading debate on the Monetary Units Bill back
in 2004 when the arrangements were made that this
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government is now endorsing through the passage of
this bill in this house today? Firstly, the lead speaker for
the opposition was none other than the member for Box
Hill, the now Minister for Finance. What did they do
when the then government was introducing a bill to
enable automatic indexation to take place — indexation
which this government when in opposition described as
an outrageous and unjustified impost on Victorian
families? What did they do?
They opposed the bill from the opposition benches,
saying:
The opposition strenuously opposes this bill for two reasons.
The first is that it —

automatic indexation —
is an attack on fundamental constitutional principles of
responsible government — principles that date back to the
Bill of Rights of 1689.

In 2004 a bill to establish a process of automatic
indexation was described by the then opposition’s lead
speaker, now the Attorney-General, as an attack on the
fundamental tenets of parliamentary democracy not
only as we understand it in Australia but going right
back to the Bill of Rights of 1689.
You have to admire the chutzpah of members of the
government in bringing this bill into the chamber today.
They described the bill that established this framework
of automatic indexation as an attack on the basic
principles and most fundamental tenets of
parliamentary democracy going right back to the Bill of
Rights, yet they can bring this bill in today with straight
faces. I admire them for having more front than Myer.
The second ground for the then opposition opposing the
Monetary Units Bill 2004 — which became the
principal act that this bill seeks to amend — was that
the legislation was an unjust attack on Victorian
families. The member for Box Hill said:
The bill purports to provide for the annual indexation of fees,
charges and fines in line with inflation, but in fact it sets no
limit whatsoever on the amount of the annual increase which
the Treasurer may impose under it. The government is thus
seeking for itself the power to increase fees by any amount it
likes and to turn fees for service into unashamed
revenue-raising devices. To make sure its power to do so is
unfettered it is specifically excluding any right of Parliament
to either review or disallow the increases it imposes.

That is what the member for Box Hill said at the time
the act establishing this framework was put in place.
The then opposition said not only that automatic
indexation was an outrageous attack on parliamentary
democracy but also that the fact that it did not enable it
to occur within the context of the consumer price index
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was in fact a device that the government could use to
raise revenue beyond the normal increases in costs and
charges that occur from time to time.
What do we find in this bill before the Parliament
today? Lo and behold, we find that the increase is not in
line with CPI. It is not anything like CPI — the
proposed increase in penalty units is in the order of
14 per cent to 15 per cent. That is what will occur as a
consequence of the passage of this bill, as a
consequence of the very framework that the former
government put in place and the then opposition so
fiercely opposed in 2004.
It was not just the member for Box Hill but also
members of The Nationals who stood in this place and
railed against the measures introduced by the 2004
bill — now an act of Parliament that Liberal members
seek to amend — and against the principle of automatic
indexation as an attack on parliamentary democracy
and Victorian families because it potentially gave the
Treasurer the capacity to increase fees and fines beyond
the level of the CPI. Standing shoulder to shoulder with
members of the then opposition were their great allies
in The Nationals, who lent their support to this
campaign.
What did the Leader of The Nationals say in his
contribution to the second-reading debate? He said:
The Nationals are opposed to the bill.
We see it as an absolute assault upon the families of Victoria
and the businesses that operate in the state.

He went on to say:
For all those reasons The Nationals oppose this legislation. At
the time the budget was introduced last year we opposed this
aspect of it. We did not oppose the budget — that would be
an extraordinary thing to do — because there were some
elements in it which we thought were good initiatives, but we
have always opposed this element of it. It is a miserable thing
for a government to do, and its reputation in such things is
becoming increasingly miserable.

Members of The Nationals stood shoulder to shoulder
with their allies in the Liberal Party to say that the
process of establishing automatic indexation was an
outrageous, miserable thing for a government to do and,
further, was an attack on parliamentary democracy.
What did the member for Kew say in his contribution to
the second-reading debate back in 2004? He also railed
against this measure, saying it was a breach of the
SARC — the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee — processes to enable changes to statutory
rules and increases above the CPI without a regulatory
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impact statement. He too basically said this was
outrageous. He said:
… those individual statutory rules are subject to a regulatory
impact statement. Irrespective of all those machinations,
SARC in its broad powers can recommend disallowance of
that statutory rule fee increase under the current operation of
the legislation or this Parliament can disallow that fee
increase under the current regime.

For the member for Kew the inability of the Parliament
to have a vehicle for disallowing these instruments,
these statutory rules or whatever they were was why the
bill — now an act — needed to be opposed. He stood
here railing against it, like so many other members of
the Parliament.
I mean no disrespect, Acting Speaker, but I wish the
then member for Mornington, the Honourable Robin
Cooper, were still in this Parliament so that he could
stand here and, no doubt, support the opposition. We
are a little bit glad that he is not here, but on the basis of
what he said at the time I am sure he would have my
back in terms of making sure the opposition’s points
about the bill could be compellingly made. What did he
say? This was his attack on members of the Labor
government who stood up and defended the principle of
automatic indexation:
What a load of rubbish … What we are saying here — and let
me express it quite clearly for the thickheads who are
debating this issue on behalf of the government — is we
believe there needs to be some transparency in this
arrangement.

According to the then member for Mornington,
opposition members were thickheads because they
were unable to get it through their heads that the
principle of automatic indexation, according to him,
was so completely outrageous. We heard from speaker
after speaker, current government member after current
government member, then member of the opposition
after then member of the opposition. The member for
Bulleen, the current Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship, said ‘This bill is just the start’. He was
right about that, because we have the next step in it
before the Parliament. I cannot wait to hear from the
minister. He must be rushing in from his office now to
make sure that this reprehensible attack on
parliamentary democracy — I do not know what he
said in cabinet; we will never know — is stopped
forthwith, because in opposition he said:
One would say that it is the embryonic stage of legislation; it
is just the beginning. The government will start putting its
hands into our pockets and will not stop. There is only one
decent thing to do, and that is to oppose this legislation.

I am sure that the minister is rushing up to defend
himself as we speak, because he knows that the only
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decent thing to do is to oppose this legislation. He
knows that, so we can only guess what he said in the
cabinet discussion around this bill and the budget
himself, because he must be outraged. I do not know
how he can possibly sleep at night, because maybe not
all members of the government get it. They were not all
here in 2004, but those who railed against this
legislation must know. Let Hansard record the dripping
sarcasm in my voice. Government members must know
the only decent thing to do is to oppose this miserable
piece of legislation, as the continuing Leader of The
Nationals said at the time.

about when in opposition since they have found
themselves ensconced on the Treasury benches.
Victorians are not fools; they will remember that when
in opposition these people opposite railed against
automatic indexation and voted against the Monetary
Units Bill, the now act of Parliament they are seeking to
wrap themselves in with these amendments today. The
Victorian people will remember these acts of members
of the now government when they vote in November
2014, and they will judge them harshly. They will
judge them harshly because this is an act of
breathtaking hypocrisy.

The truth is the introduction of the Monetary Units Bill
2004, which is now an act of Parliament, was a
completely legitimate and reasonable thing to do. The
government said so at the time. The hypocrisy of the
opposition, the current government, in standing up,
opposing that bill and pretending to Victorians that
somehow the bill represented an attack on
parliamentary democracy was an outrageous fabrication
to peddle to the people of Victoria. The evidence that
the government knows it was a fabrication peddled to
the Victorian people is the fact that this bill is before the
Parliament today. It is before the Parliament today
because members of this government accept the
principle of automatic indexation. They accept that it is
the right of the government of the day to set fees and
fine units at the level they see fit, provided they are
willing to defend those increases to the Victorian
people. The reason these increases are indefensible to
the Victorian people is that government members said
when in opposition this is something they would not do.

If it were just an act of breathtaking hypocrisy, we
would oppose the bill and say, ‘That is this government
acting true to form. What do you expect? As on so
many other things, its members said one thing in
opposition and are saying the opposite in government’.
But it is not just an act of breathtaking hypocrisy; it is
also apparently an act of spectacular incompetence. It is
either an act of spectacular incompetence or an act of
frightening cynicism. I refer to the fact that under this
legislation the appropriate way for the Treasurer to set
fee units and fine units and establish the percentage for
automatic indexation, the indexation rate in each year,
is to publish a notice in the Government Gazette. That
is how this process is supposed to work, and the
Treasurer knows that, because on 26 May 2011 through
a notice in the Government Gazette he said:

That is what is outrageous in this bill and that is why
the opposition opposes it. We oppose this bill because it
is dripping in hypocrisy. In an article in the Herald Sun
of 23 June 2008 the then state political editor, John
Ferguson, reported the comments of the now Treasurer
of Victoria, then shadow Treasurer, on the principle of
automatic indexation. This is what the current Treasurer
is reported as saying:
‘The unjust burden of automatic tax indexation will hit
Victorians at work and play, whether driving to work,
walking their dog, registering their new bundle of joy or
trying to start a small business’ he said.
‘There is no justification for these outrageous increases when
Victorian families are battling to make ends meet …’

Obviously the Treasurer believes Victorian families are
no longer battling to make ends meet, because the
process of automatic indexation can continue as far as
the member for Scoresby is concerned. The Treasurer
of Victoria and the now government have been
spectacularly silent on the many things they banged on

I, Kim Wells, Treasurer of the state of Victoria, under
section 6 of the Monetary Units Act 2004, by notice fix the
value of a fee unit and a penalty unit for the financial year
commencing 1 July 2011 as follows:
(a) The value of a fee unit is $12.22; and
(b) The value of a penalty unit is $122.14.

The Treasurer used the proper process last year. He
published it in the Victoria Government Gazette. I have
to say all of us — including me, the Victorian media
and Victorian families — assumed that he understood
the process again this year, because back in March of
this year he was again setting the fee and fine units for
Victorians in the lead-up to the budget. The
Government Gazette of 29 March 2012 says:
Notice under section 6, fixing the value of a fee unit and a
penalty unit

I will ignore the purfling and cut straight to the chase. It
says:
(a) The value of a fee unit is $12.53; and
(b) The value of a penalty unit is $125.19.
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This notice is dated 16 March. It was published in the
Government Gazette on 29 March. There it was.
Victorians were told on 29 March that that is what the
increase would be. Then a month later on 1 or 2 May
the Treasurer was in this chamber presenting the
second-reading speech for this legislation and outlining
a new base level for fees and fine units, being $12.53
for the fee unit and $140.84 for the penalty unit. There
it is.
It would have been probably less than two weeks. If the
government’s budget process was as shambolic as we
understand it to have been, it would have been about
two weeks later that members of the budget and
expenditure review committee would have been sitting
around and the Treasurer would have said, ‘Guys, we
need more cash and the best place to get cash is straight
out of the pockets of Victorian families’. What does he
do? He ignores the Government Gazette and the
proclamation notice that was duly published in it in
accordance with section 6 of the Monetary Units Act
2004. He comes in this chamber with this bill which
substantially increases penalty units and rips into the
pockets of Victorian families, and he does exactly the
opposite of what he said he would do when the
government was in opposition.
This is exactly contrary to all of the Treasurer’s claims
about outrageous and unjust burdens on Victorian
families. He has used the very framework — the
Monetary Units Act — put in place by the former
government which the now government railed against
when in opposition. Members opposite who are now
members of the government said that act was a
fundamental attack on parliamentary democracy and an
attack on Victorian families and businesses. Now we
are in here with this bill before the Parliament and we
are being asked to support this proposition which would
see the legislation that we put in place and that
government members opposed in opposition being used
to increase penalty units above the level announced in
the Government Gazette in March of this year. The
Treasurer is acting against his own process. He has
brought in a bill that acts against his proclamation
published in the Government Gazette only a month
beforehand.
The ink would not have been dry on this Government
Gazette notice when the Treasurer raced into this
Parliament, introduced this bill and asked us to support
it. There are not many things I admire about the
Treasurer, but I admire his chutzpah because it takes
enormous front to come into this chamber and
introduce a bill like this knowing what government
members said when in opposition, knowing what they
said when the Monetary Units Bill 2004 was originally
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debated in the Parliament and knowing the sorts of
things they said in the lead-up to this situation.
I have a question for the Treasurer. I ask him when he
sums up this debate to tell us when the government
took this decision. Did the government already know
when the Government Gazette was published on
29 March that this bill would be coming into this
Parliament and that the increase in the value of the
penalty unit would not be 2.5 per cent but actually
15 per cent? Did the Treasurer know this when the
Premier was saying, ‘If you don’t speed, you don’t have
to pay fines’? What a difference and what a change in
attitude government members have to fines compared
to what they had, and what they said, when they were in
opposition.
We remember a former member for Mordialloc saying
when Labor was in office that every Victorian who got
a speeding fine in the mail was being presented with a
Liberal Party how-to-vote card. That is what he said
about the penalty regime in Victoria. He basically said
that it was a campaigning device for the Liberal Party.
Fining Victorians for speeding too much was a device
that the Liberal Party could use to vacuum up votes
around Victoria. Do not worry about the road safety
implications of it and do not worry about public
education and the compelling actions that we put in
place to reduce the road toll. Just look for the political
advantage — that is the attitude that the government
took when it was in opposition.
We say we will vote against the Monetary Units
Amendment Bill not because we are opposed to
automatic indexation, because we are not. We are
opposed to this bill because it is such a fundamental
breach of faith with the Victorian people. When you
judge government members by what they said when
they were in opposition and what they did when they
were in opposition when they voted against the original
bill, you realise that no Victorian could have expected
this government to introduce such a breathtakingly
hypocritical bill. No Victorian could have expected this
Treasurer to have behaved so cynically or
incompetently when he published that notice in the
Government Gazette in March and when he brought
this bill in the chamber and asked us to endorse a 15 per
cent increase in the level of penalty units in Victoria.
We do not support the bill; we do not support the
hypocrisy of government members asking us to do so.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to make a contribution to the debate on
the Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012. The
Monetary Units Act 2004 determines how the value of
penalty units and fee units is set and calculated. These
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values are used in relation to Victorian acts and
regulations to determine fines for unlawful behaviour
and the value of fees set for government services. The
act allows for the indexation of fees and penalties. This
figure is required to be set by the Treasurer by 1 March
each year. It is later published in the Government
Gazette.
The main features of this bill include the fixing of
penalty and fee units at nominated values for 2012–13,
clarifying the annual rate for the 2012–13 year and
repealing some transitional sections of the act that were
required when the act was implemented. Obviously the
act has been in operation for several years now; hence
those transitional sections are no longer required.
The main objective of the bill is to increase the value of
the penalty unit by 12.5 per cent above the published
value for the 2012–13 financial year. Section 5(7) of the
act provides that the amount of a penalty unit that is
fixed by the Treasurer must not exceed the amount that
is the product of the value of the penalty unit in the
previous year multiplied by the annual rate, hence an
amendment to the act is required to increase the value
of a penalty unit exceeding this statutory calculation.
The bill also clarifies that the fee unit will remain equal
to the published value, hence apart from normal
indexation there will be no additional rise in the fee unit
set to determine charges for government services. The
published value of the penalty unit will be set at
$140.84 and the fee unit will be set at $12.53 from
1 July. We are not putting up fees for government
services apart from normal indexation.
This situation reminds me of one of the first meetings I
attended as a councillor at the City of Greater Geelong.
I recall that in my very first briefing, debate raged about
whether we should put up parking fees in the CBD or
whether we should put up fines. I remember a Labor
councillor in that meeting quite vigorously saying we
should put up fees for parking in the CBD, but I came
in and said no, we should put up fines and penalise
people who did the wrong thing — that instead of
people who put their money into the meters paying
extra, those who wished to break the law by not putting
their money in the meter should be penalised extra.
As I said earlier, the Treasurer is required to set the
indexation amount by 1 March of each year for the
following financial year. The indexation amount is
normally based on the CPI. This year the calculated
CPI was 2.75 per cent, but the Treasurer has approved
an increase of 2.5 per cent. The government is therefore
introducing an index rise of less than the CPI.
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The Baillieu government was elected on a strong
platform of getting tough on crime. We consider law
and order to be one of our main priorities. This is
reflected in our commitment to an additional
1700 police officers and to placing 940 protective
services officers on metropolitan and selected regional
railway stations. Waurn Ponds police station, which is
funded by this year’s budget, is a measure — the State
Emergency Service is also involved — clearly showing
the commitment to law and order in the South Barwon
electorate and Geelong region. By the end of the
financial year 2012–13 we will have brought in
34 additional officers in Geelong since we came to
office. As the Treasurer said in his second-reading
speech, in order to back up the government’s
commitment to additional police resources there need to
be commensurate initiatives to deter unlawful
behaviour. The 12.5 per cent increase in the penalty
unit will create that deterrence. It will send a strong
message that unlawful behaviour will not be tolerated
and that if you break the law you will be penalised.
In the area of road safety, for example, we need
stronger deterrence for speeding motorists, drink
drivers, hoon driving, something on which the Baillieu
government has been very strong, and mobile phone
use, where drivers speak on or text with their mobile
phones. These are really important deterrence
measures. You can have as many demerit points as you
like for certain offences, whether it be disobeying a red
light or stop sign or exceeding the speed limit, but
nothing hurts more than that fine, affecting the hip
pocket. It is a very strong deterrent. As I said earlier, we
are increasing fees only by the indexed amount, so this
is a strong message that unlawful or unwarranted
behaviour of such sort will not be tolerated. This also
involves antisocial behaviour, specifically individuals
being drunk and disorderly and engaging in violent
behaviour. As we have seen in the past in the Geelong
CBD, we need to have strong deterrents, not only jail
terms but also monetary deterrents. It really does stamp
it home when you are paying a large fine in the sober
light of morning — when you realise what you have
done and that there is a fine as well.
It is important to ensure that this bill has a speedy
passage through the Parliament. We need sufficient
lead time for government departments to make these
administrative adjustments for the new values to take
effect. Also, importantly, if the bill does not receive
royal assent by 30 June there could be two fee
structures in place for the next financial year, which
would be very confusing.
I will comment on the contribution of the member for
Lyndhurst, who spoke of hypocrisy. I recall that in the
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lead-up to the 2006 election members of the then
Bracks government scoffed at the coalition wanting to
build a desalination plant.
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cabinet that it would place an unjustified burden on
businesses and families to help a cash-strapped
government? I suspect the answer to both questions is a
big, fat no. That is why this bill stinks of hypocrisy.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KATOS — They absolutely scoffed. The
member for Lyndhurst spoke about hypocrisy, about
not being able to sleep at night and about taking money
straight out of the pockets of Victorians. What is the
$2 million a day for the next 27 years doing to the
pockets of Victorians? It is 27 years and just under
$2 million a day, if you want to talk about hypocrisy.
We could then talk about the north–south pipeline,
which involved the greatest hypocrisy of all time.
Those opposite said, ‘We will never take water from
north of the Divide’. It was a promise that was
categorically broken.
In summary, on 1 July the penalty unit will increase by
approximately 15 per cent — with a 12.5 per cent
increase in the published value plus the 2.5 per cent
indexation. The fee unit will rise by only 2.5 per cent,
which is the normal indexation. We are sending the
message that if you do the right thing, you will not be
penalised. If you are going to go out there and break the
law, there will be a heavy penalty. We are sending that
stronger message. With that, I am more than happy to
commend the bill to the house.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I was just amazed to hear the
previous member’s contribution. You can see from his
body language that he did not even believe what he was
saying. He is very wimpish, and he knows he is wrong.
I am just amazed; he used to be so boisterous and
forthcoming, yet he has made such a wimpish
contribution. Those on that side of the chamber know
that this is an awful, dishonest bill, and that is an
understatement. Let me start with this quote:
The opposition strenuously opposes this bill for two reasons.
The first is that it is an attack on fundamental constitutional
principles of responsible government — principles that date
back to the Bill of Rights of 1689. The second is that it is yet
another unjustified burden being imposed on Victorian
businesses and families by a cash-strapped government that is
desperate for more revenue to cover its spending blow-outs.

I would love to take the credit for those words, but I
cannot. They belong to the member for Box Hill, when
he was speaking in this house in March 2004 in the
debate on the principal act, the Monetary Units Act
2004, which this bill amends. Presumably he will be
voting against this bill, but I wonder where he was
when the bill was before cabinet. As Attorney-General,
did he advise the cabinet that the bill breaches
fundamental constitutional principles? As Minister for
Finance, did the member for Box Hill advise the

Turning to fundamentals, when any legislation is
brought before the Parliament both the Parliament and
the community are entitled to a decent explanation of
the need for it. In the 2004 debate the Leader of The
Nationals, the now Deputy Premier, who is not in the
chamber at the moment, complained about the length of
the Treasurer’s second-reading speech. He said:
It is a sure sign the government is in trouble in relation to a
given piece of legislation when the second-reading speech
that brings it before the house is one page in length.

In the same debate the Leader of The Nationals also
complained about the lack of scrutiny and public
consultation, saying:
… this bill is a cop-out, because what the government is
doing is imposing these increases in fees and fines without
any justification in the sense of allowing any objective
examination of whether they are justified or not. It is doing so
in an environment where it wants to remove itself from the
public scrutiny which should properly apply in relation to
matters of this nature. They should be put out into the public
domain so that people have the opportunity to comment on
them.

Presumably the Deputy Premier was silent at the
cabinet meetings, just as he and The Nationals were
silent throughout the last Liberal-dominated
government. However, it is not just the brevity that is
the problem with the second-reading speech; it is the
government’s downright dishonesty. The Treasurer
gazetted the increase to penalty units in March at
$125.19. This bill now applies a substantial further
increase of more than $15 per unit by fixing it at
$140.84. The government has cloaked this increase in
the mantle of law and order. No one believes that for a
moment, no more than we believe in leprechauns or
fairies at the bottom of the garden. So much for the
Premier’s promise that there would be no spin by his
government.
The real reason for the increase is revenue driven. We
all know that, and that is why it is so dishonest to say it
is about making Victoria safer. It is as though the
government has briefly woken from its slumber and
said, ‘Oh, dear me, Victoria is slipping into recession.
We had better have a fine-led recovery’. Maybe it is
Victoria’s version of austerity, but it will not work. The
tragedy for Victorians is that this government has no
vision, no drive and no energy. Projects have
languished at a time when the government should have
been driving them to encourage investment, economic
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activity and employment. That is what is needed — not
slugging Victorians.
I will briefly give two examples to demonstrate how
warped the hike in penalty units is. Firstly, while
increasing penalty units the government is slashing the
road safety budget. Think about it! So much for making
Victoria safer. Secondly, last month in the debate on the
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 I
made the point that the penalties for some offences had,
without explanation, been more than doubled to
5 penalty units. So while in some cases there is a double
whammy, it provides a hint of what should have
happened. If the government believes there are
problems with particular offences that require a greater
deterrent in the form of increasing penalty units, then it
should do the hard work to identify those offences and
make the necessary amendments to the appropriate acts.
Instead the government has chosen the lazy option, and
in doing so its hypocrisy is on display for all to see. I
oppose this bill in the strongest terms possible.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise and speak about the Monetary Units Amendment
Bill 2012 and the Monetary Units Act 2004. There are
two parts to this bill — fee units and penalty units. The
previous speaker was talking about hypocrisy and all
sorts of other things I could not quite get my head
around at the time, but this bill is about fee units and
penalty units and about increasing those calculated
costs.
Certainly this will do that by providing a fee unit and a
penalty unit for the financial year, which will start on
1 July this year. Fee units are used in the act to calculate
the cost of a certificate, registration or licence that is set
out in the act. To avoid any doubt, the Monetary Units
Amendment Bill 2012 clarifies that the value of a fee
unit is exactly $12.53 for the 2012–13 financial year.
In terms of penalty units, the bill sends a clear message
about our policies of law and order and making our
community safer. This is another example of ‘If you
want to commit the crime, you will pay the fine’. That
goes hand in hand with stronger policy, on which the
government has come to office. Penalty units are used
in Victoria’s acts and regulations to describe the
amount of a fine, as we have heard earlier this evening,
and the act sets out the way that these penalty units are
calculated. This bill raises the value of a penalty unit to
$140.84 for this financial year, starting on 1 July. This
is over and above the annual indexation increase of
2.5 per cent for the 2012–13 financial year.
The maintenance and promotion of law and order is a
top priority for the government, as I have said before in
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this chamber. Significant achievements of the
government include the progressive introduction of the
1700 front-line police and protective services officers
that opposition members claim they do not want. But
then all of a sudden when we are rolling them out they
are putting their hands up to say, ‘Pick me, pick me;
we’ll have some at our train stations’.
The government intends to complement these and other
initiatives by deterring unlawful behaviour through the
imposition of adequate fines. This government is clear
that people who offend against the laws of Victoria
should be punished and that these offences should have
unwelcome consequences for those who commit them.
As I say, as we roll out this law and order platform
people are comfortable with the fact that we are doing
something about our streets, which were getting out of
control, and about the fact that people were feeling
unsafe in their communities. It will take some time, but
we are steadily getting there one step at a time. The
situation has been ignored for too long now. It is the
intention of the government to increase fines so that
people are further deterred from this behaviour.
The bill proposes to amend the act, as I said, by
increasing the amount of a penalty unit. The
amendment will provide for the published value of a
penalty unit to be increased to $140.84. Following these
amendments the provisions of the act relating to
automatic indexation of fee and penalty units will
continue to operate as before.
Let us not forget that these are voluntary contributions.
If people are paying fines it is because they have done
something that they should not have been doing.
Members of our community always resent speeding
fines or getting caught on mobile phones while they are
driving, but there are so many other fines that people
are very glad about — for example, fines for assaults.
These fines need to stay in place and we need to be
harsher in dealing with assaults. Whether it is littering,
cruelty to animals, drink-driving — all of those sorts of
areas — we need to make sure that we are sticking to
our guns, and we are going to roll out these policies.
We will not be deterred. If that is what it takes to get the
desired outcome, we will do it. I commend the Premier
and the Treasurer for rolling out these policies because
it is vital that we have strong policies.
I would be delighted if no-one had to incur any fines
because that would mean we were sending the right
message to people. There would obviously be flow-on
savings in other areas if we did not have to spend
money on the collection of these fines. If people do
offend, one of the punishments they may receive is a
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fine, and the amendments set out in the bill will
increase those fines. These changes are one part of the
longstanding commitment by the government to reduce
offending within our communities. The bill clarifies
that the annual rate of increase for the 2012–13
financial year is 2.5 per cent. New section 11 of the act
deals with transitional provisions relating to the
2004–05 financial year which are now spent. The bill
repeals those provisions.
Certainly in my electorate of Murray Valley we are
starting to see changes in behaviour taking place.
Whether it is due to hoon laws, drink-driving penalties
or other harsher penalties being rolled out, we are
starting to see evidence of a change in behaviour and a
feeling of being safer in the community.
As I said, no-one likes to receive speeding fines, and
particularly those fines issued when people may be only
a small amount over the limit. We all get frustrated that
it costs us money, but if the shoe is on the other foot
and it is a member of your family who has been hit by a
car while someone has been texting or doing the wrong
thing, speeding or drink-driving, you see things in a
different light. It depends on which side of the river you
are standing when you are faced with this issue.
Recently in my electorate we have witnessed the impact
of road trauma and road deaths on country roads. The
Labuan Road and Katamatite-Nathalia Road
intersection has been heavily criticised, with people
continuing to drive through give-way signs and stop
signs because heavy fines have not been in place. We
will start to see these penalties making a difference
because people will feel they need to be careful about
what they do. The hip-pocket nerve is the one that
seems to get a response from people. We have had
12 accidents there since 2006 and 4 serious crashes, not
to mention the near misses. I am attending community
meetings and working with VicRoads to try to assist
with changing these intersections from give way signs
to stop signs, but despite this I still see people who fail
to heed those warnings, and when they fail to heed
those warnings they will be hit in the hip pocket.
In some cases what hurts the most is a fine, and for that
reason I support the bill and its provision to increase the
amount of a penalty unit. If a speeding fine changes the
behaviour of motorists in my electorate, it will be a
worthwhile step for both the Murray Valley electorate
and Victoria. If it makes people think twice before
offending, it is certainly a step worth taking.
In summary, the principal objective of the bill is to
increase the value of a penalty unit under the Monetary
Units Act 2004. The amendment fixes the value of a
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penalty unit at $140.84 from 1 July this year and
clarifies that the value of a fee unit will be equal to the
published value of $12.53 again from 1 July 2012. The
bill also repeals transitional provisions related to the
implementation of the monetary units amendment
(MUA). While the legislative fixing of the values of fee
and penalty units by the bill effectively overrides the
annual rate for 2012–13, it is important to clarify the
annual rate in the event that the Treasurer does not set
an applicable annual rate in the following financial
year.
We have consulted on this bill, which we always do. It
is important that the Department of Treasury and
Finance consult with the Department of Justice at a
senior executive level in relation to the proposed
amendments. The Premier has exempted the bill from
the requirement of coordination comments due to the
urgency with which the proposed amendments to the
MUA will need to take effect. That will enable this
initiative to commence on 1 July, as I first said.
I maintain that this is voluntary spending. Those who
want to break the law and commit the crimes will be
paying a higher rate for that and will need to heed these
warnings. We are providing plenty of education in our
communities these days, and there are plenty of signs to
let people know what they should or should not be
doing. Being sorry after the event is not always the best
way. This bill is about showing the community that we
mean business and are serious. The message is clear:
heed the message or pay the fine. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to
address the Monetary Units Amendment Bill 2012 and
state, as has been said by previous opposition speakers,
that the opposition will be opposing this bill because we
recognise the hardships it will cause for many
Victorians who are already struggling with the rising
cost of living or have suddenly found that their
employment is not secure and have joined the growing
line of unemployed in Victoria. The bill is about
revenue raising in a hopeless attempt to help the
government’s budgetary figures. Penalty units were set
by the Treasurer in March but will now be increased
again, and this legislation is required for that to be done.
This is a cynical and hypocritical exercise by a
government which in opposition consistently attacked
road safety programs that issued fines and penalties to
those breaking the law — programs such as red light
and speed camera operations that supported campaigns
to reduce the death toll and injuries on our roads. They
were belittled and ridiculed by the current government.
Today we see legislation to increase the monetary value
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of penalty units. On the one hand the government is
increasing the costs of fines that are issued to
Victorians, and on the other hand it is spending less and
making cuts to road safety programs. As we can see,
this is purely a cynical exercise to raise money without
any interest in the benefits for Victorians or in keeping
them safe.
The previous Labor government used the revenue
raised from fines and penalties to fund education and
road safety programs and to provide a holistic approach
to reducing death and destruction on our roads. This
government is increasing fines but cutting those
programs. What does this mean? It means we have a
sneaky, dishonest government that is raising penalty
units and fines just to help the budget position. Penalty
units and fines are completely unrelated to road safety.
This is a cynical revenue-raising exercise, just like the
raiding of workers compensation funds. No-one likes to
pay fines or have increased fines, but there is an
acceptance if the revenue raised from those fines is part
of an overall strategy and will be put to some sort of
good use that will benefit Victorians generally, such as
improving safety on our roads. In this case that is not
happening.
Residents of the Thomastown electorate would love to
see the government having a proactive and concerted
campaign to reduce hoon driving, for example. In the
last eight months one resident and her family have
twice been subjected to frightening accidents. Two cars
have rammed through her front fence as a result of
dangerous driving. There are things that can be done
about this, such as using real-time cameras to catch
hoon drivers. This is expensive, but it is something the
government could be doing instead of the revenue
raising it is attempting now.
During its time in opposition the coalition managed to
produce only negative comments about the Monetary
Units Act 2004 and vehemently opposed its
introduction. With the introduction of this bill we
witness a government that does not even believe its
own words and is using policy set by the previous
Labor government to help its budgetary position while
blatantly neglecting to create a plan for Victorians and
their future welfare.
In comparison, the previous Labor government
recognised that government services are a necessary
part of creating and maintaining a fair society for all
and poured its efforts into facilitating this through
careful planning — something we are yet to see this
government do. Four years ago the then shadow
Treasurer and many others now on the government
benches snarled at automatic indexation as per the
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terms of the 2004 legislation. They said that increases
in automatic indexation were outrageous and went on to
pretend to care about families and households who
were battling to make ends meet. But just a few years
from when those comments were made, this
government now seeks to amend the Monetary Unit
Act to rake in more money for itself. The value of the
fee and penalty unit was adjusted by the Treasurer in
March this year, and now just a couple of months later
we are looking at it being jacked up again. Is it
incompetence, or is it just a desperate action by a
desperate government that cannot balance its books? I
am not surprised at how quickly this government has
been able to turn its back on its responsibility to the
people of Victoria, as it cares only about money and not
welfare.
We have heard the Treasurer and other government
speakers say in relation to this bill that it is a law and
order issue and that law and order has top priority. This
is a far cry from what they were saying when
legislation was originally introduced in 2004. We can
see that the priorities of this government are quite
questionable. It seems to be increasing fines and
allocating funding for more prison beds than it wants to
provide for hospitals, and it is looking at fining people
more, even though there is no jobs plan and no plan to
bring Victoria forward.
I question why this government continues to target,
punish and take away from those who have the least,
including by increasing fines not for the purpose of
increasing awareness or trying to reduce carnage on the
roads but for a purely cynical exercise in money
grabbing, rather than trying to put programs into place
that support campaigns to educate people about being
more careful on the roads, not driving dangerously, and
ensuring that we live in a safe community rather than
one that worries just about money.
As previous speakers have said, this is an amendment
to existing legislation. It is really just about increasing
the amount of the fees and monetary units that apply.
The original act of 2004 was really at the forefront of
making a modern system around fines and penalties. It
was about making sure that there was a consistent
approach to all fines and penalties, whether for a person
who parked their car in the wrong place, for a traffic
offence on the road or for running through a red light.
The penalty system allowed for weightings to be put on
the severity of offences. This was seen as a transparent
way in which all people, if they looked into it, would be
able to understand why there was so much to be paid
for a parking fine versus so much to be paid for a red
light offence.
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Again we see that this government is just tinkering
around the edges of a lot of Labor legislation. It is not
really looking at introducing any of its own legislation
to make Victoria a more progressive and proactive state
and a state that we can all be proud of, one that is
moving forward well ahead of the other states. That is
not what this government is about. This government is
really about reaction, plotting and hypocrisy. When
coalition members were in opposition they vehemently
opposed pieces of legislation like this as if these bills
were bringing down democracy. Now we hear
government members bleating and see them puffing up
their chests about how important it is to have this
legislation because it is a law and order matter and we
need to make sure that people in the Victoria follow
and do not mess with the law.
However, this is not always the best way for things to
be progressed. There also need to be education
programs. People need to understand why it is that
these fines are necessary and why they should not be
committing such offences. That is why we also need
education programs around road safety and things like
that, which of course this government is not looking at
doing.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debated adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 6.27 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 1 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me pleasure to rise
to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013)
Bill 2012. Labor will not oppose this bill but we wish to
express our concern about the impact of the cuts that
have been made to the parliamentary budget and the
consequential ability of the Parliament to hold the
executive to account, which is of course a very
important part of the role of the Parliament in the
Westminster system.
First of all, I hope I will be joined, in spirit at least, by
all members in expressing my thanks to those persons
who work for the Parliament. Parliamentary democracy
fundamentally resides with not just MPs but also those
who work for the Parliament. That does not just include
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the people who work here; it also includes the people
who work in our electorate offices who are often the
faces of their members of Parliament, particularly those
who are ministers — and I note the minister at the table,
the Attorney-General — —
An honourable member — A lot better looking
faces than we have.
Mr SCOTT — Yes, as was just noted: they have a
lot better looking faces then we have. It reminds me of
an old saying: ‘In the land of the blind, the one-eyed
man is king’. That is a small hurdle for anyone to
jump — to better our good looks. But quite seriously,
people who work in electorate offices often tirelessly
help constituents with problems. On all sides of politics
they serve the community well by assisting people to
access government services where they have had
difficulties or with problems they are having with either
the actions of the executive government or how the law
operates in this state. It is important to place on the
record our acknowledgement of their work.
I recently became aware of a very unfortunate incident
involving an electorate officer who was injured. Often
electorate officers work despite personal risk. There are
a large number of people in the community who are
mentally ill, and it is often electorate officers who are
on the front line who deal with them on behalf of
members of Parliament. So I think it is important to
place on the record our gratitude to electorate officers,
and not only to electorate officers but also to the people
who work for the Department of Parliamentary
Services, the library staff, the catering and facilities
staff, the attendants, the table office and Hansard staff,
the clerks and other assisting staff, those who work for
the committees, and all the various staff who
assist — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
Could we have a little less chat in the house while the
member for Preston goes through the roll call of
thanks?
Mr SCOTT — All those who work in assisting the
Council and the Assembly in their various roles deserve
our thanks and gratitude. This is an appropriate time to
do so because all of our work is dependent on the
contributions they make in the various forms they take.
I would just like to acknowledge that members of
Parliament can be proud, truculent and difficult people
to work with, and I think it is important to note the
patience and forbearance that is shown by staff in the
Parliament in dealing with the various concerns of
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members of Parliament from across the political
spectrum, because without that work the Parliament
that we love so dearly and which we are so grateful to
serve could not function.
There are a number of issues in the budget that I think
deserve some attention — I feel like I am returning to
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. On
page 326 of budget paper 3, the output summary details
the expenditure for the parliamentary departments. It is
important to note that parliamentary investigatory
committees have had a reduction in funding of
$200 000 from $6.9 million to $6.7 million. Particular
issues that exist in this year’s budget were in fact
highlighted by the Presiding Officers when they
appeared before the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, and they relate to the duties that the
Parliament’s committees perform and the additional
responsibilities that are being thrust upon those
committees.
As members would be aware, two new committees —
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Committee and the Accountability and
Oversight Committee (AOC), which relates to freedom
of information — have been created. The Presiding
Officers made a submission to the budget and
expenditure review committee for funding of, I think,
$1.168 million, which was not approved, and there was
also a submission for funding of $758 000 for the
Council standing committee system, which was also
not approved.
This is a really important issue. The parliamentary
committees play a critical role. Additional
parliamentary committees have been created by the
actions of this government and the Parliament will be
required to undertake additional duties in relation to
those committees. I think it is important to understand
that there will be necessary compromises made in the
operation of parliamentary committees, and I would
hope that all members would regard the parliamentary
committee system as an important cornerstone of the
democratic process within this Parliament.
The committees enable an inquisitorial process, as
opposed to the more confrontational process that exists
on the floor of a house like this. They allow the
Parliament to ascertain important facts and insights into
the operations of our community, which in turn allows
for better laws to be passed. In fact in some cases they
will have oversight. Both the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Committee and the AOC
committees will have important oversight functions in
additional areas of government. So these are areas
where the Labor Party is quite concerned that where
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there has been a reduction in committee budgets
compromises will have to be made, and we would be
concerned to ensure that the important work the
committees currently undertake and the additional
responsibilities of committees are not compromised by
these budget reductions.
This is particularly important because of the
responsibilities that the Family and Community
Development Committee has been given in relation to
the inquiry into child sex abuse in religious and other
institutions. I note that the evidence given at the budget
estimates hearings of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee by the Attorney-General, who is
at the table tonight, was that additional resources would
be provided, so this is a bit of an unusual debate in
terms of how it relates to a parliamentary appropriation.
The successful undertaking of that committee’s work
will require additional resources from executive
government, and that offer was made. However, my
understanding of the process is that the committee itself
would seek to form a view about the requirements that
they would need for that inquiry and that therefore a
request would be made to government.
The concern that I would raise is that obviously that
would require something beyond the debate here today.
I would hope that all members would wish the
committee success in undertaking that very important
work about such an important issue and that resources
are made available commensurate with the necessities
of that committee’s requirements. I would hope that all
members would regard the work that will be
undertaken in this financial year by that committee as
being as serious a venture as any committee undertakes
on behalf of the Parliament. I obviously wish that that
committee will do its work in a sensitive and caring
manner that gets to the heart of some very difficult
issues and that the appropriate resources will be
provided to that committee. As I said, we are concerned
about the cuts to the budgets of all of the committees,
but again I note the comments that were made relating
to those matters at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, and I hope that those resources are
forthcoming and that the committee can undertake its
really important work. I would hope that all members
would have a sensitive eye to the necessities of those
particular issues.
There were other matters that were raised by the
Presiding Officers in relation to the Parliament’s
budget, where they were concerned about the impact of
a series of matters relating to the $4 million of cuts that
they face this year and also other issues faced by the
committee. One of the matters raised was the funding
of the parliamentary officer and electorate officer
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enterprise bargaining agreements. Earlier I placed on
the record my appreciation for the work of both the
electorate officers and the staff of the parliamentary
offices. However, there is an important issue that will
impact on the level of expenditure, which is the
industrial rights of those persons, particularly the
parliamentary officers, to undertake normal industrial
action.
Members may not be aware but the bargaining process
is a little more complex when it comes to the
Parliament. My Latin is not fantastic, but the Parliament
has exclusive cognisance over its proceedings. For
instance, there are some actions which could be taken
in other industrial disputes which cannot be taken, for
instance, on the floor of the house, and I cite the
example of the Legislative Council. I note that in the
Legislative Assembly the right to wear badges has been
accorded to staff, but this is an important matter and I
would hope that common sense would prevail and that
members could exercise their normal rights under
federal legislation, which there are some limits to
insofar as the operations of the Parliament and the
rights of the Parliament to govern its own affairs
interact with the federal law relating to industrial
relations. Obviously I would hope that matter will be a
subject that is covered by these appropriations, but I
would hope that those rights can be dealt with in a
sensible manner that respects the rights of employees to
lawfully conduct their industrial bargaining process in
accordance with the rights that are held by other
members of the community. I think that would be a
sensible way forward through a fairly complex issue.
There are other issues that were highlighted by the
Presiding Officers, including the funding of the regional
sittings. As members would be aware, the Presiding
Officers made it clear that no funds have been provided
for the additional costs of the regional sittings. They are
also concerned about the committee issues that I raised
previously. There is also the issue of the waterproofing
of the front steps. This raises some fundamental issues
in this Parliament of occupational health and safety.
Members would be aware, but the broader community
probably less so, of the fairly parlous condition of
Parliament House in many cases and the requirement to
undertake works not just to prevent water leaks on the
front steps — there have been a number of serious
illnesses of persons who have offices down in that area
and masonry has literally been falling in offices — but
also there are issues relating to the stonework on the
cladding of the building. Large sections of the
stonework have actually fallen off, which raises
occupational health and safety issues for persons who
work at the Parliament or who visit the Parliament.
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I would say that there is not going to be a lot of
sympathy in the community for MPs, but I remind all
that it is not just MPs who work here; there are persons
who make their living coming to the Parliament. There
are also people who visit the Parliament to experience
the democratic process. All those people deserve to
have a safe environment. There are issues relating to the
current state of the Parliament and the requirements,
which were ably explored by the Presiding Officers, to
undertake remedial work. There are issues that will
potentially arise in that if the work on the stonework is
ceased, there will be additional costs to restart that work
at a later date. Those costs will be accrued by there not
being a continuous program of works, because there are
specialised skills involved in that particular work that
will not necessarily be available if the work is stopped.
That is an important issue that was the subject of
discussion in particular by the President of the
Legislative Council when the Presiding Officers
appeared before the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee.
As I said, the opposition is of course not opposing this
legislation, but we do have significant concerns. I will
return to the committee process in some detail, because
the IBAC Committee and the AOC, which as I said,
relates to freedom of information, are oversight
committees. They will have statutory duties to perform,
which are important for the operations of those
particular areas. Particularly with IBAC there is always
the question of who watches the watchers. A
parliamentary committee has been created in part to
fulfil that role. It is important to understand that without
the adequate resources to perform those functions, that
cannot take place.
I have been a member of a number of parliamentary
committees, including the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and the Electoral Matters
Committee. There are a number of statutory functions
which accrue for committees. The Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee is a good example. That
committee has responsibilities related to the
Auditor-General that go beyond the ordinary inquiry
process that is undertaken by parliamentary
committees. Even the Electoral Matters Committee,
although these are not statutory requirements, has
developed a fairly important role in liaising with the
Electoral Commissioner.
The relationship between parliamentary committees
and the independent statutory office-holders, such as
the Electoral Commissioner with the Electoral Matters
Committee and the Auditor-General with the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee — the
Ombudsman does not have a parliamentary
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committee — are important additional functions. We
will be concerned to ensure that with a reduced budget
for parliamentary committees those functions could be
carried out properly, and additionally that the two new
committees, the IBAC committee and the AOC, could
conduct their duties in an appropriate manner,
providing oversight in those two important areas of
public policy.
I made a pretty quick run-through of all the staff and
various areas of staffing, but I would like to pay
particular tribute to those who work in the library. Most
members would know that if you go to the library and
seek assistance, you could not find a more willing
group of people. With very limited resources they are
able to meet the needs of members in their work in
participating in parliamentary debates. There really is a
proactive attitude taken in providing with very limited
resources compared to other parliamentary libraries a
very wide range of services that serve members well.
I would also like to touch on the staff who interact with
the public. There are many times when highly
disturbed, often severely mentally ill individuals, who
can be quite dangerous to put it very bluntly, interact
with electorate officers. It is a sad truth of the role that
is played. The people who have to deal with these very
difficult situations are in large part the electorate
officers. There are also the staff and the protective
services officers of the Parliament, but electorate
officers often have to meet people who have many deep
problems in their lives and are often, as I said, facing
quite serious mental illness. They may have very deep
issues they are dealing with and they can sometimes be
literally quite violent. We should realise that electorate
officers often shield members of Parliament from
having to deal directly with those issues, and that is a
service which is often undertaken at some personal risk
to the electorate officers.
I would state that the Department of Parliamentary
Services has gone quite some way to improving
security. I can remember what security in members of
Parliament’s offices was like over 10 years ago; it was,
frankly, fairly rudimentary. Electorate offices were not
a safe environment, particularly when dealing with such
individuals. There has been a lot of good work done.
But I think it is worth placing on the record the
appreciation I am sure we all feel for the hard work that
is done by the electorate officers of Parliament, often
with very difficult individuals and, sadly, sometimes in
personally dangerous situations because of the highly
disturbed individuals they may have to deal with. These
individuals are often as frightened as the electorate
officers themselves due to the nature of their mental
illness. These can be very challenging situations, and I
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think it behoves all of us to realise the good work that is
done on our behalf and on the community’s behalf,
because all of these functions allow the Parliament to
operate.
As I said, I will not take up the Parliament’s time. I
know there are a number of bills and there are a number
of people who wish to speak on this particular bill, and
I would like to say that the opposition of course will not
be opposing this bill. But we are concerned that the cuts
to the parliamentary budget, particularly the cuts that
take place over a number of years — I think it is
$4 million for the upcoming budget, $4.1 million in
2013–14, $4.2 million in 2014–15 and then
$4.3 million in 2015–16 — do not impact on the
important functions of Parliament, particularly relating
to parliamentary committees, especially with the
additional responsibilities that will be held by two new
committees and the important work that will be
undertaken by the Family and Community
Development Committee. We are concerned that those
budget cuts not impact on the important role that the
Parliament plays in the Westminster system in ensuring
the executive is held to account.
If you really want to stretch back in history, the primacy
of Parliament stretches back to the turbulent period of
the 17th century of English history, and, though it is not
felt potentially in the modern terms, it is the Parliament
in the Westminster system that is supreme, not the
executive. Parliament has a critical role to play in
ensuring the accountability of the executive, and we are
concerned and would hope that the cuts that have been
imposed, particularly to the parliamentary committees,
would not curtail that scrutiny role and the various other
functions I have outlined.
On that note, I would just like to reassert that we are all,
I hope, as members of Parliament very grateful to
everyone who works for the Parliament and for the
work they do on our behalf.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is with a sense
of privilege and pleasure tonight that I stand up to speak
on the Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012,
and I am glad to hear that the member for Preston and
the opposition are supporting the bill. I would like to
congratulate the member for Preston on his
contribution, particularly in acknowledging the number
of fine workers and contributors to our Parliament and
the parliamentary system and process. We would all
agree that our jobs would not get done without the
support of the people around us, and we should
certainly not take that for granted or take it lightly.
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But we would all agree that these are tough economic
times and in tough economic times people look for
leadership from their elected representatives. Our role
as MPs is to show leadership, and that is why it is
important to ensure that we lead by example and that
what we do in this place reflects what is done in the
wider community. Certainly when we are producing a
budget that is tight, where every dollar is absolutely
crucial, the last thing that the people of Victoria would
expect us to do is to splash money around when it
comes to our own house, our own system and our own
processes.
I will just touch on the fact that the budget was a
challenging one and there were significant factors
impinging on it, including $7.6 billion over four years
of GST money which was pulled out of the budget and
taken by our federal counterparts. That has meant that
we need to ensure that we have a managed budget. We
have said on several occasions that it is important for
confidence that we deliver a budget surplus, and that is
what we have done. What that means in terms of this
particular bill is that when we are appropriating the
people’s money for the Parliament — that is, the
expenditure of running the Parliament itself — we are
prudent when it comes to that expenditure. There are a
number of things that have been done, and I commend
the Premier for showing leadership. Our salaries have
been limited to a 2.5 per cent increase over the next
12 months, just as a number of other salaries in the
public service have been limited. This is something we
have done because we felt that if we expect others to do
it, then we should do the same.
We are also reviewing salaries and allowances and
arrangements right across the board to ensure that
everything has an equal and fair balance, so allowances
paid to the Premier, ministers and parliamentarians will
be fixed at the current terms and conditions for the next
12 months, which is in line with what we are proposing
in the broader budget to ensure that we are consistent in
what we do. We have delivered a budget that will result
in $4 million of savings being applied to the overall
budget of Parliament per year, so that is a $4 million
saving. Of course that means that we need to look at
areas where we can save.
I note that in certain areas in the Parliament we have
already been prudent. The member for Preston spoke of
the great work that the committees do. There is no
question that the committees do some terrific work. We
have some 14 joint parliamentary committees.
Certainly nearly all the committees that I have been in
touch with have come in below their budget, so they
have not spent what was allocated to them. I commend
the committees for being prudent already and achieving
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that saving. We need to continue to do that in the
coming year, but for those committees to have
demonstrated that in the past 12 years they have
operated within their means and not spent all the funds
that were allocated to them clearly demonstrates that
the members and staff of the committees understand the
process.
It is important that people outside Parliament get an
understanding of the work of the committees and what
they do. The committees provide a conduit between the
public and the Parliament. I am sure all members will
agree that to be a member of a committee and have
members of the public being given the opportunity to
have their say by appearing before a committee or
providing a submission is special. The Education and
Training Committee, which I chair, has had a number
of witnesses appear before it. It is special for them to
have their say. Sometimes it is a bit overwhelming for
them to appear before a committee, with Hansard
reporters and others present, but certainly the people
who have appeared have known that they have been
able to make the contribution they wanted to make in
the area in which they have an interest. The committee
system is an important part of the process and a
responsibility that we do not take lightly. I am sure that
tradition of Parliament will continue for many years.
I note in particular that one of the current committees
has been given the reference to inquire into the
handling of child abuse by religious and other
organisations. That is an important inquiry, as the
previous speaker said. The work of that committee will
again enable members of the public to have their say,
and that will ensure that we move forward in a very
important direction to assist the most vulnerable. The
committee process is an important element of the
Parliament, and the committee staff ought to be
commended, as they work tirelessly.
Many people contribute to this Parliament, including
electorate officers. All members are supported by their
electorate officers. They do not have 9-to-5 jobs; they
work different hours, and when something needs to be
done, they are there for us.
Ms Barker interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Sometimes it is not about
overtime; it is about doing the job that you are
passionate about. That is why a lot of electorate officers
take the job and why members of Parliament are here:
they take it up to make a difference. I think members
will find that most of the people who work for the
Parliament do it because of a passion and because it is
something that they believe in.
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Turning my attention to the attendants who run this
Parliament, they are passionate about what they do. I
am sure that many members will have been here when
school groups have been through the building. You can
hear some of the attendants passionately describe the
building, what it is comprised of and what goes on in
this place and watch the eyes of some of the
schoolchildren when they are having the parliamentary
process explained to them. They are absolutely
enthralled by that, and that is an important part of the
job that the attendants do.
I want to briefly single out a particular attendant, Dave
Robertson, who organised an Oxfam walk and
managed to get a number of parliamentarians to go on
the walk. The members for Ferntree Gully and
Gembrook and I did a 100-kilometre walk to raise
funds for Oxfam. That was something that showed just
how well this place can work, when you have members
of Parliament taking part in an activity to support
charity. That was done outside this house and outside
our normal working hours, including overnight. We had
the opportunity to spend 271⁄2 hours walking together,
which was a long time. People say members of this
place can talk under water. You need to talk a bit in
271⁄2 hours to keep yourself awake, because it was a
long time to walk. Such things show the passion of the
people who work here. They have lives outside, and
they include helping others and the community
generally.
The library staff, who have been mentioned before,
have an important job. Members on this side can ask for
a particular brief, and a couple of minutes later
opposition members can ask for something else. The
library staff must be absolutely nonpartisan in their role
of providing information to members of Parliament.
They do it exceptionally well. Quite often they are
given the shortest possible notice to research
something, but they always pull through.
I want to touch briefly on this building. We see that
$3.6 million has been allocated to improve the
surrounds of the building. That is very important.
Members have heard about the occupational health and
safety issues with the building and some of our offices,
with bricks and other material falling off and stairs that
are not quite right. As I said before, people see the great
parts of the building that we operate in, but not many
members of the public get to see the offices that we
work in and the effective dungeon under the building
where people work — and the odd rodent that might
come for a visit in the middle of the night.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr SOUTHWICK — I am not talking about
members of the opposition, no. The hardest thing to
spend money on is yourself and your own house. I note
that in 2006 a forum was held to try to come up with
some ideas on how to upgrade the building. Some
pretty bizarre ideas came up, including putting the
planned dome on the building and creating an open
park in it. The ideas included establishing an
amusement centre and a public garden dotted with
rain-measuring sticks topped with solar collector discs.
The people at the forum were saying that just spending
money on finishing the original design of the
Parliament would not be considered by the public
important enough to do that — that is, to spend money
on ourselves. They were saying that we need an excuse
to spend money on the building.
It is a shame that we need an excuse to spend money on
Parliament House, because, as I said earlier, every
single visitor to this building is absolutely in awe of it.
When I leave this building to go to my electorate, come
back a few weeks later and walk into the building, it
takes my breath away every time. I think about the
history of the building; the people who have been here
before us; the fact that the first federal Parliament sat
here and did so for 27 years; that 11 prime ministers sat
in this building; and that some of our federal laws,
including the constitution, originated in this building. It
has such a history and character that we must do
whatever we can to preserve, maintain and upgrade this
building. I consider that that is absolutely paramount
and that we would not be spending that money on
ourselves. Whatever we can put aside to invest in this
building will be not for us but for the generations who
will come after us. As I said, it is imperative and
important to spend any money we can on upgrading
and fixing this building.
As I said earlier, we are in tough economic times —
and not just in Victoria. If we are compared with other
states, we are in pretty good shape, but globally we are
all struggling in difficult financial times. That means
that we need a sensible and prudent government that
watches its spending, ensures that it leads by example
and that when it is spending money on procurement and
appropriation for Parliament it does so wisely and
sensibly. The best way to lead by example is to make
sure that the government is not spending willy-nilly but
that the committees, our staff and electorate allowances
are all addressed sensibly. We might all need to take a
bit of pain to ultimately ensure that we have good times
ahead and that we set Victoria up as the place to be and
the place where people want to live and enjoy this
wonderful state. I commend the bill to the house.
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Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Appropriation (2012/2013) Parliament Bill
2012. As indicated in the explanatory memorandum,
the bill provides for the ongoing operations of the
Parliament. This Parliament is a busy place, and not just
in terms of the support offered to all MPs when the
house sits. Important support is also offered in our
electorates, and the two previous speakers have rightly
praised the work of our electorate officers, who do so
many good things for the people they see on a daily
basis.
The Parliament contains the Department of the
Legislative Assembly, which is capably led by the
Clerk, Ray Purdey, assisted by the Deputy Clerk, Liz
Choat, the Assistant Clerk Committees, Anne Sargent,
and the Assistant Clerk Procedure and
Serjeant-at-Arms, Bridget Noonan. Anne and Bridget
have interchanged roles in the last 12 months, and
Bridget is now doing a wonderful job as
Serjeant-at-Arms. As I said, that is an important part of
this bill and part of the work that goes on in this
Parliament.
It is probably something that is not talked about a lot,
but certainly if you read the annual report of the
Department of the Legislative Assembly — and I think
I got to know a little bit about this work when I was
Deputy Speaker — you see that a very important part of
the work of this Parliament, and in particular the work
of the Department of the Legislative Assembly, is the
assistance and training it offers to other parliaments,
especially those in the Pacific region and particularly
our twin Parliament, the Tuvalu Parliament. That
arrangement is made through the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association. I have witnessed that, if you
like; I watched it happen.
As is noted on page 30 of the 2010–11 annual report,
during that year we provided a range of assistance to
Nauru, Tuvalu and even the Scottish Parliament. The
Scottish Parliament is held up as one of the more
modern, contemporary, forward-thinking parliaments,
and I am pleased to see that the clerk to the finance
committee of the Scottish Parliament actually visited
this Parliament to get advice. I am sure he received very
good advice.
As the member for Caulfield and others have said, the
Department of the Legislative Assembly will receive
less under the 2012–13 budget than it received
previously. While I suppose you could say it is only a
small reduction, I hope it does not reduce the
department’s capacity to continue its progressive work
in assisting other parliaments as well as working
towards our own progression to a modern
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Parliament — for example, I understand that the
department is now into social media and doing it very
well. We need to always be conscious of our own
progression and modernisation as a Parliament.
Others have talked about the Parliament House
building, and I will as well. I note that, as stated in the
explanatory memorandum to the bill, page 213 of
budget paper 5 contains a table — I actually asked
about this because I was a bit concerned about the
funding that could be available to continue the upgrade
and other work on this very old and historic building —
which lists an appropriation figure of $4 270 000 for the
2012–13 budget. I understand that that is to commence
the work on the front steps, which is very important,
because there are enormous problems with them. We
all know that work has been under way on the
sandstone on the outside of the building for a
considerable amount of time — for many years — to
ensure that the fabric of the building is renewed and to
ensure the building’s viability into the future.
It is always difficult to find funds for the actual
building, but we need to be cautious and aware so that
this important renewal work — and particularly the
sandstone replacement — can continue. The funding
does not appear to be there to continue that. We also
have many issues regarding disability access and
occupational health and safety. Recognising that it is
always difficult to get those funds together, I cannot
emphasise enough the importance of ensuring that we
find the funds to ensure the continued renewal of this
important building.
On behalf of many members of this chamber, I also
want to place on the record my thanks to the staff. My
thanks go to the chamber staff — I know we are
supposed to call them ‘tour guides’ but I cannot say
that — who are just fantastic and always of great
assistance to us. I also thank the library staff, the garden
staff, all of those who help us, such as Brian Bourke
and his team — they are always around when we have
a problem with our offices — and the dining room staff.
My thanks also go to the Hansard staff. There has been
a change of Hansard reporter in the box just now. I did
ask a Hansard reporter before if they needed more
money, and they said yes, so I place that — and my
support for that — on the record.
I must say I have noticed a few missing faces around
the place. While there are probably many who come
and go in this place, I want to particularly note a couple
of them. I think all of us miss very much the happy and
smiley face of Shirley in the dining room. Shirley has
moved on, and I miss her. She always had a smile and
was very efficient. I also miss Jamie, who worked in
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the dining room and who was always very helpful to
me.
I was in my great electorate of Oakleigh the other
day — in the great Eaton Mall, where there are some
very nice cafes — when I bumped into John Lovell,
who was there to catch up with a friend. John informed
me that he has left IT services. I want to record my
thanks to John for always being of assistance to me and
my staff. He always offered good advice to me in terms
of IT, which is never an easy area. We all have
problems with our IT. I thank John for his many years
of service to the Department of Parliamentary Services.
I was also contacted recently by Rod Espie, who told
me that he has left his employment with Parliament.
Rod had been with us for some years as the senior
education project officer for education and community
engagement. I have spoken previously about the work
undertaken by Rod and Suzie Luddon in the
development of educational material for schools — the
books, the videos and the DVDs. They are fantastic and
have been really well received in schools. They are
easy to read and understand, and they talk about the
work of the state Parliament, not just the very pretty
building we are in.
Finally, I refer, as others have, to the budget allocation
to the parliamentary investigatory committees and the
reduction for 2012–13. All members are very aware of
my interest in the establishment of an inquiry into
clergy sexual abuse and therefore the recent reference
to the Family and Community Development
Committee of the Parliament by the Attorney-General.
While I have been very clear in my expressions of
concern that this type of inquiry is far too limited, I
have also clearly indicated that this is the inquiry we
have been wanting, if you like, and we must work as
hard as we can to ensure that as much evidence as
possible is put before and gained by this committee to
start building a path to justice and an end to the
covering up of crimes — and they are crimes — against
children and vulnerable adults.
I note, however, that this committee has a very limited
time in which to conduct its inquiry. It must report in
April 2013, and we are already one month past the time
the referral was given to it. We do not yet have any
clear indication of how this very important inquiry will
be undertaken, and most importantly, we do not have a
clear indication of what resources the committee will
require — not what it will be given but what it will
require. I, along with many others who have been
working with me for a fair period of time in regard to
the call for this statutory independent inquiry, remain
very concerned about the adequacy of resources that
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may be made available, but we understand that the
Attorney-General and the Premier have indicated that
this committee can make a separate application for
funding. The Attorney-General, who is at the table,
nods. We are pleased about and heartened by that.
This is a very complex and detailed matter. The term
‘religious organisations’ is a very wide one. If you
google those words, you will come up with thousands
just in Victoria. The committee will have to initiate a
very detailed investigation in just 10 to 11 months, and
I can just about guarantee that there will be many
hurdles placed in its way in terms of the production of
documents, just in the Catholic Church alone across
dioceses and religious orders. Documentation may even
need to be obtained from the Vatican. In Ireland that is
what had to be done. Some documentation had to be
obtained from the Vatican to cross-check who knew
what and how they did what they did. To find the
systemic issues you need the documentation. I wish the
committee a lot of luck. I am sure it will consider very
carefully the huge amount of resources it will need and
put that case up for funding separate to the
parliamentary appropriation bill.
Looking at the types of things that will be required,
such as forensic audits of documentation, just in the
Melbourne process alone there are some 350 cases that
are known about. They have been dealt with through a
so-called independent process. That documentation
must be obtained. The committee must find out why
and how the decision was made that that victim could
then be sent to a so-called compensation panel. How
was the compensation determined? What are the
restrictions placed on that person gaining some
compensation? All of those documents need to be
examined forensically to look at how that compensation
process was undertaken. Just getting those files for
proper examination and tests will be a test in itself.
There are a number of other issues the committee will
need to determine in terms of its resources. The
member for Caulfield said in relation to other
committees that it is sometimes very difficult for people
to turn up to a committee and give evidence. That is
correct; it is. Sometimes people get a bit nervous about
what they are saying. Imagine somebody turning up to
the committee who has been sexually abused by a
member of a religious organisation and may have never
told their story before. It would not be just difficult; it
would be severely traumatic. Therefore I would ask
members of the committee to also consider resources
they may need in terms of how they might — not
themselves offer counselling, although I suspect that
some of them may also need counselling themselves —
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be able to adequately and quickly refer such a person to
a counselling service.
All of those sorts of things need to be considered in
terms of the resourcing and financing that the
committee will need. How will people travel to
hearings? What support will they get when they get
there? All of these things need to be very carefully
considered. As I said, we are heartened by the fact that
the Attorney-General has indicated that outside of the
parliamentary appropriation bill this committee will be
financed and resourced to undertake this inquiry.
I will conclude by saying that I have had and continue
to have a great deal of advice and assistance given to
me by Colm O’Gorman in Ireland, who wrote a book.
He made it sound very simple, but it is not simple. In
his book Beyond Belief, which is the story of the boy
who sued the Pope, he said when he was taking a case
against the church:
I want the truth. It’s that simple. I want to know what they
knew, when they knew it and what they did or didn’t do
about … abusing me and other kids. They won’t tell me, so I
want to make them tell everyone. I want this exposed and
dealt with.

So do I and so do many other people. Good luck!
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2012/2013) Bill 2012. The purpose of the bill is to
make provision for the appropriation of certain sums
out of the Consolidated Fund for Parliament in respect
of the financial year 2012–13. I support what members
before me have said. This is an evening of reflection on
those who support us and the environment we work in.
I think we probably need to state thankyous right
up-front. The Department of Parliamentary Services
provides behind-the-scenes services. These services
include those provided by the staff in the library, IT,
finance, catering, human resources, buildings, grounds
and maintenance. There are also products in the public
domain such as educational resources and Hansard,
which are so vital to the running of our Parliament.
There are also people in Parliament, such as our friends
the clerks who guide us, the attendants who look after
us and all of those people who ensure the running of
services in the building. I will talk a little bit about them
later. I notice our maintenance staff are here in the
building until we leave — this tells us this place is
precarious in some aspects.
I will talk about this marvellous building. I quote from
the Treasurer’s second-reading speech. It states:
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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.

As the Treasurer noted, the total appropriation sought in
the bill is $101 175 000 for the year. That is the cost,
one could say, of democracy. The democratic system
we live under is wonderful. It affords a lot of
protections for our community and society, but there is
a cost to running it.
I note a number of issues have been raised. The
maintenance of this building is an ongoing challenge.
From my recollection, the stonemasons have been here
as long as I have, and they will be here after I am gone.
I recall asking when visiting Queensland many years
ago where the Queensland Parliament was, and I was
instructed to just follow the stonemasons. Their
presence is something not peculiar to this Parliament.
The building has been a challenge. There is a major
refurbishment of the building under way. The figure
involved in the refurbishment is around $3.6 million. I
will talk a little bit more about that later.
I need to put a number of things on the record about this
year’s parliamentary budget. Our budget for 2012–13
has been particularly challenging. It has really
challenged the government’s capacity to maintain a
strong financial position, as our GST take, stamp duty
revenue and land transfer revenue have been reduced
by $7.6 billion over the four years of the forward
estimates. Unfortunately the global financial crisis
appears to have caught up with our revenues.
However, there are decisions that will impact on
Parliament and parliamentarians. They are about the
legislative nexus between the salaries of
commonwealth parliamentarians and those of Victorian
parliamentarians, which has been severed.
Parliamentarian and ministerial salaries will be limited
to a 2.5 per cent rise in the next 12 months. A review
will be conducted of the salaries, allowances and other
arrangements of parliamentarians. Allowances paid to
the Premier, ministers and parliamentarians will be
fixed at the level of the current terms and conditions for
the next 12 months. Savings of $4 million a year will be
applied to the overall operating budget of the
departments of the Parliament.
However, the budget demonstrates that there is a
commitment to the continuation of the restoration of
this great landmark. There is a $3.6 million
parliamentary precinct program. These funds will
enable the continuation of the restoration. We have
heard some talk about the front steps and works that are
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required there. I also note there has been a bit of work
done, but alas when I walked past one of the offices
during some heavy rain the other day I noticed that a
leak has proved to be quite a difficult problem. I can see
why major works will be required. However, I note that
in the last few months there have been some new office
works undertaken here to allow for the relocation of
staff members from those offices. I congratulate the
department on that.
I also need to mention at this stage the investigatory
committees. They conduct investigations and make
recommendations about topics that are particular to
Parliament. Some committees have ongoing functions
to scrutinise legislation and finances; others conduct
inquiries into subject matters. The key feature is they
take the evidence from the public and expert witnesses
and submit reports to the Parliament. As other members
have noted, we have two extra committees in this
Parliament that need to be funded. On that matter I
comment that we have to cut our cloth to suit our
budget. I think everybody will be restrained in order to
do that.
I will now turn briefly to the issue of the building. The
waterproofing of the dungeons is no doubt going to be a
major project as renovations continue. There is so much
history here in this building. But I also note that
although we have this marvellous facility, some of the
office space — and we found this in the dungeons — is
a bit wanting. I am appreciative of all the work that has
been done, and I know the work will continue to take
place. I know this is a difficult year. Members and
everybody else are cutting their cloth to a difficult
budget. The restraint that we are asking the community
to exercise starts at home. We are leading by showing
that. I thank all the various staff members who
contribute to democracy by supporting this Parliament.
I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I am very pleased to
join the debate on the Appropriation (Parliament
2012/2013) Bill 2012. I am pleased that the leader of
my parliamentary party has come into the chamber
specifically to listen to my contribution on this
important bill.
This appropriation bill is about the funding of the
Parliament. I eagerly put my name down on the very
large list of Labor MPs who want to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. We have all got a
lot to say on that particular bill, but I will probably have
to probably wait until tomorrow or next week to have
my say on it. In terms of the context of my contribution
on this bill, there is no doubt that the priority of
members on this side of the house relates to services for
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Victorians: hospitals, schools and making sure people
have jobs. However, there are important aspects of the
running of the Parliament that are worth mentioning. In
particular there are concerns about the amounts that
have been provided to the various parliamentary
departments in this appropriation. The Legislative
Council is receiving less money this year than last year;
it is down to $2 861 million. The amount for the
Legislative Assembly is also down, as is that for
parliamentary investigatory committees, which I will
come back to. The amount for the Department of
Parliamentary Services is down as well, and that will
lead to an impact, as outlined at the recent Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings, involving
serious issues affecting both this building and the
functioning of parliamentary democracy in our state.
I want to mention in particular some of the issues that
were raised at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings not by members of the opposition
but by the Presiding Officers themselves. In particular I
refer to issues such as the waterproofing of this
building. This building is a historic building, one that
around 200 000 people a year visit. It is an important
part of our history. There are always many schoolkids
coming through here; I had a group of kids from
Bundoora Primary School come through recently. They
were thrilled to come through both the chambers,
through the library — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BROOKS — No, they were not here during
question time. They probably would have marvelled at
some of the rulings handed down during question time
if they had been. It is important that when people come
into the building they both see it in its historical context
and know that it is being protected by the current
government. Given the reduced funding, the Presiding
Officers have raised concerns about the ability to
adequately waterproof this building, to protect it
and — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BROOKS — That’s right. We do not want
leaks coming from Parliament! Also there is the serious
issue raised by the Presiding Officers about chunks of
stonework falling off the outside of the building. They
tabled a photograph of large chunks of stone that had
fallen off the building. I would hate to think that one of
the schoolkids who come in from areas around Victoria
to see the Parliament could be hit by one of those
chunks of stone. The Presiding Officers themselves
raised some serious safety issues around the works on
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this building, and it is important that those works to
preserve the building and make it safe continue.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr BROOKS — That’s right. We need someone to
do a runner to the hardware store, come back in their
parliamentary car and provide the hardware.
The other issue I want to raise is in relation to
committee funding. Despite the press releases that have
come from the government in relation to a couple of
committees in particular — my favourite was,
‘Coalition government delivers freedom of information
commissioner’, with a little ‘Policy implemented’
stamp on it — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BROOKS — Yes, the red stamp; the red brand.
We had the announcement that the government had
delivered on its commitment in relation to a freedom of
information commissioner, even though it was watering
down freedom of information laws. The government
also said it was going to set up an oversight committee.
The same goes for the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission legislation; there was a
heralding of a new parliamentary committee to
oversight that body. However, there is no funding for
those committees in this budget.
That leads me to make the point that either the
government is not intending to have those bodies
operational in the next financial year, meaning they will
not require the funds, or the government is expecting
them to do the job with no money. That would be an
important matter for the minister to respond to in
summing up the debate on this bill, and I am sure he
will respond to the comments I have made.
The other matter I want to raise relates to the resourcing
of the Family and Community Development
Committee’s important reference into alleged child
abuse in religious and non-religious organisations. I
understand that the Attorney-General has made a
commitment that that committee will be appropriately
resourced, and I will wait with anticipation to see that
happen. We will hold the government to account on
that commitment. This is a serious issue. The comments
of the member for Oakleigh displayed a great deal of
dignity and gave the government the opportunity to
come good on that commitment. This side of the house
will be watching the government very carefully on that
matter and making sure it delivers on that promise.
In closing, I would like to thank all of the fantastic
parliamentary staff who cooperate with members of
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Parliament and make our jobs so much easier. I
mentioned before the tour groups and the kids who
come through and get great tours from the attendants.
There are also the people in the library who help with
research and other matters; the Hansard staff, who have
to work long hours and always make us sound a lot
better than we probably did; the properties unit; the
accounts people; the dining room people; the grounds
and building staff; and the fantastic people we work
with on our parliamentary committees who provide
great assistance to us in carrying out and discharging
our duties to the people of Victoria.
I am concerned about a number of aspects of this bill
and the reductions in funding. We will wait to see how
the government responds to those matters, and we will
hold it to account.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am also
delighted to rise to speak on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2012/2013) Bill 2012 for the Parliament’s
appropriation for the coming 12 months. This bill
provides the authority for payments from the
Consolidated Fund to the Parliament for the 2012–13
financial year. Schedule 1 of the bill outlines the
relevant figures relating to the appropriation and the
running of Parliament, and I will discuss this further as
I go through the bill. It is also worth noting that this is
the legislative instrument that allows for the ongoing
funding of the Parliament. There are also special
appropriations which do not necessarily expire or lapse
annually as this one does.
This bill contains the usual provisions relating to
unapplied appropriations, and the Financial
Management Act 1994 comes into play with respect to
those matters. The bill provides funding for both the
Legislative Assembly — this place — and obviously
the other place as well. As other members have
mentioned, the bill provides the funding for the joint
parliamentary investigatory committees, for the whole
operation of the Department of Parliamentary Services
and for the Auditor-General as well. In terms of
operations, this place and, I believe with my limited
knowledge, the other place, work very well.
Regarding the joint investigatory committees, I note the
budget to run these has been reduced. When you
consider the costs represented by the consumer price
index in all areas of our community, a reduction against
last year’s figure is certainly a significant reduction. As
a member of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee, I understand firsthand the enormous work
that these bipartisan committees perform, the benefits
that we agree upon and the outcomes that we come to.
Difficult decisions need to be made, and I am
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comfortable that all committees will work within these
restraints. I believe the proposed $6.678 million should
be made available to the committees; they provide
extraordinary value in terms of the contribution they
make to the legislative process and to the workings of
Parliament. As committee reports come through I often
take the opportunity to read them and speak on them in
the chamber, as I have today. The committees are a
vital part of the many roles that Parliament plays.

Mr Andrews — What is the purpose of the bill?
Does it concern Murray Valley?

Another area being funded is the Department of
Parliamentary Services. That funding provides for a
whole range of things, including our private staff and
electorate offices. As years go by our communication
needs change, both within our electorates and
externally, and we are required to be more efficient and
more accountable and to work within tighter time
frames than ever before. The Department of
Parliamentary Services provides a whole range of
services to support the operations of members in their
electorates and in the wider community. The people in
Parliamentary Services do an extraordinary job when
you consider that they have to deal with the
requirements of more than 120 members. The network
of electorate offices right across the state is a large-scale
operation in anyone’s terms, but transparency and
connecting with constituents is a vital part of a
successful democratic system.

Mr McCURDY — That is a prime example of
democracy at work.

The final item in the schedule is the appropriation for
the office of the Victorian Auditor-General, which is
very important to not only the Parliament but also the
community of Victoria in general. The office has a
history basically as long as the history of the
Parliament. It has progressed from having a purely
financial audit function, ensuring that money allocated
has been spent correctly and as it was intended to be
spent, to also having a performance audit function. It
does very useful work in informing the Parliament and
the public about the performance of both the budget
sector agencies and outer agencies, which now include
local government.
The Parliament is the centrepiece of democracy in
Victoria. It is imperative that we have a system
supported by bureaucrats that can provide for the best
democracy that can be realised in this state. This
parliamentary precinct, as members of Parliament
know, is over 150 years old.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — That might be news to some
members.

Mr McCURDY — The purpose of this bill is to
provide resources and money to make sure that this
system works properly. But now that you mention
Murray Valley, I will say — —
Honourable members interjecting.

We need to ensure that Parliament and its surrounds are
well respected and maintained. We heard the member
for Bundoora say that the building is beginning to fall
down and part of the stonemasonry is starting to fall out
of place. Maintenance is certainly high on the agenda. I
note that the government is allocating $3.6 million to
ensure that the parliamentary precinct program
continues. These funds will enable the continuation of
stone restoration works and will address the ongoing
maintenance needs of the building. This building
belongs to everyone who frequents it. It is not just for
us; it is for all Victorians. I am grateful to the staff of
the parliamentary precinct: to those who work in
various roles in both the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council; to those who work in the
parliamentary dining room, the library, Hansard and the
gardens; and to those performing maintenance roles.
They all do an excellent job, and I thank them for the
work they do. It is important that this bill is passed so
that they can continue their fine work.
Many constituents around the state contact their
members of Parliament to deal with a range of issues.
Most MPs are not in their offices on a day-to-day basis
to deal with all those issues and concerns, whether they
are contacted by phone or by email. I believe this is a
very important part of our system, and I commend the
bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT
(SALARY RESTRAINT) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of Ms ASHER
(Minister for Innovation, Services and Small
Business).
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak on the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill 2012. My
contribution to this bill will be brief. The state
opposition does not oppose the bill. However, in
indicating that position let me be clear that it does not
come out of a sense of acceptance that this bill reflects,
as is stated in the second-reading speech, the
government’s commitment to responsible fiscal
management. Rather, this bill is about politicians
awarding pay increases to politicians, and in those
circumstances, recognising that harsh reality, in the
absence of any alternative measure or mechanism or for
that matter justification, members of Parliament should
not afford to themselves wage increases higher than the
wage outcomes being imposed on the Victorian public
sector.
Those outcomes are the result of a mandated and, might
I say, inflexible state government wages policy. We
could argue about whether 2.5 per cent reflects the
expectation of the community — I do not believe for
one moment that it does — or indeed the outcome of
wage bargains struck to date, but quite frankly we on
this side of the house would prefer to spend this
Parliament’s time debating matters of more pressing
concern to the Victorian public.
The opposition supports the proposition stated in the
second-reading speech:
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.
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.

Let us hope this is the last time this Parliament has to
indulge itself in talking about the isolated level of wage
increases politicians intend awarding to themselves.
Using legislation to set wages on a regular basis not
only consumes the time of this Parliament but is also
ultimately an act of self-absorption and introspection,
when the community expects members of this place to
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direct their energies and efforts beyond our own
fundamental concerns.
I acknowledge that this is not the first time and neither
is this government the first government to propose to
deal with politicians’ pay in this manner. Nevertheless
it is an unsustainable mechanism that should not reside
within our control. No other section of the community
indulges itself with mechanisms managed by itself to
remunerate itself. The opposition supports the concept
of an independent review to provide the government
with options for transparent and accountable
governance arrangements.
The wages of members of this place are in an uncertain
situation following the findings of the initial report of
the Remuneration Tribunal concerning members of
Parliament dated December 2011, which stated that any
federal linkage should be severed. Consequently, and in
the absence of any alternative independent mechanism
or arrangement, salary adjustments of 2.5 per cent
would seem the only reasonable and appropriate course
available to this place. On that basis the opposition does
not oppose this bill and hopes never to have to see the
Parliament’s time devoted to one-off, ad hoc wage
adjustment legislation in the future.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation (Salary Restraint) Bill 2012. This bill
will limit pay rises for all state MPs to 2.5 per cent for
2012–13. This salary restraint measure demonstrates
the government’s commitment to responsible financial
management and is in line with the government’s pay
policy. As members of Parliament we are trusted to
bring in laws which are fair. In dealing with our own
conditions and pay we have to be seen not to breach
that trust, especially given the current pressures on the
state budget.
The majority of those who come into this place to do
what we are doing do so for reasons other than the
remuneration it attracts. Honourable members will
know that for many years, by law, the salaries of
Victorian MPs have been linked to the salary of a
federal member of the House of Representatives, minus
a monetary amount. If this Parliament did not act, that
increase would by force of law flow on to Victorian
MPs, which would see a very significant salary
increase — over 30 per cent. This would be completely
out of step with current public sector wage restraint in
Victoria. By introducing this bill the Baillieu
government is taking action to ensure that Victorian
MPs receive an increase in line with public sector
wages policy.
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In addition, as was outlined in the second-reading
speech, a new mechanism will be established for future
adjustments following an independent review to assess
alternative methods for determining the salaries and
allowances of Victorian MPs. I personally support this.
Any change to our pay and conditions should be done
at arm’s length from the Parliament. I will be a little bit
tongue in cheek and say that those responsible may be
more generous than the Treasurer is being at the
moment. Other states have evolved or are evolving their
own methods of dealing with parliamentary salaries and
conditions, and I trust that the independent review will
take these into consideration.
It is always invidious for anybody to be involved in
making a decision about their own remuneration.
Historically members of Parliament have not always
been paid. Prior to 1870 only ministers and
office-holders were provided with a salary. This in
effect meant that members had to be wealthy enough to
support themselves before seeking election to
Parliament. In 1870 the Victorian Parliament provided
for the reimbursing of members in relation to their
expenses in attending Parliament. In fact a salary for
members of the Victorian Parliament was first passed
as a temporary measure and later became permanent.
The act provided for a payment of £300 per annum to
those who did not already receive a salary, which
would equate to approximately $39 000 in 2011 terms.
The thrust of those debates and that decision was that
members of Parliament would be provided with
remuneration to enable people from all walks of life to
take up the role of member of Parliament rather than it
being practically restricted to those with independent
means who were able to attend the Parliament without
remuneration. At that time the proposal to provide for
remuneration of members of Parliament was seen as
pro-democratic and pro the broadening of
representation.
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apply can actually afford to devote their working life to
being a member of this Parliament or any other
Parliament in the country. I am always very much
aware of the privilege it is to be here and that someone
such as me could come into this place after arriving
here as a £10 Pom all those years ago and be able to
stand and be elected as a member of Parliament — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs FYFFE — The best 10 quid I ever spent! It is a
privilege to come here as a member of Parliament to
represent the community I love and do what I
thoroughly enjoy.
The relevant regulations were due to expire in January
2013 under the 10-year rule relating to subordinate
legislation. That expiry will now be delayed until the
independent review reports and the Parliament has put
in place a new formula for the future. Most states have
adopted the same, or similar, percentage increase as this
bill sets out. One state has decided to link MPs’ salaries
to an equivalent level in the state public service.
Options for setting the salary into the future are what
should be properly examined by the independent
reviewer, who can provide objective advice.
Victoria is facing a range of economic pressures. We
are affected by global trading changes, especially with
some of our major trading partners. Our economy is
also affected by the cessation of the national partnership
payments from the commonwealth and by what, by any
measure, is an inequitable share of the GST cake. It
affects the way the budget is run and the way we look
at pay increases for all those employed in the public
service and all the various roles. It is important that we
are seen to have the same restraint on our salaries as we
expect in relation to the salaries of others who work for
the public and serve in Victoria.

It was quite interesting when I was researching this bill
to discover that Sir Henry Parkes, who has been
described as the father of Federation and the grand old
man of Australian politics, who served five times as
Prime Minister and had a long and distinguished
political career, to his own financial detriment was
never paid. He suffered a lot of problems over the years
because he did not receive a salary. He was a man who
when he came to this country was described as
uneducated and unlearned, yet he went on to develop
and to command a presence, so we have come a long
way.

It is never easy for a government to have to make these
decisions. The argy-bargy that happens outside in the
general public service with the public service union is
not something that happens in here, because I think we
are very conscious of the fact that we stand here as an
example, and for us to argue that we should have more
than 2.5 per cent at this time would be wrong. It would
be seen as going completely against what we stand here
and vote for on our budget deliberations. I support the
bill as an appropriate measure. It is consistent with the
government’s public sector wages approach and
community expectations, and I commend the bill to the
house.

We understand that when we see that now anyone who
wishes to can aspire to become a member of
Parliament, and with the salary and conditions that

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
rise to support the Parliamentary Salaries and
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Superannuation Amendment (Salary Restraint) Bill
2012. I was pleased to have heard that it will be
supported by the opposition and therefore by all
members. It is a fairly straightforward bill of only four
clauses, but I do not think there is any doubt that it will
have a significant impact. Clause 3, being the main
clause, will have an impact on the way we are
remunerated. It will clearly have a significant impact on
us as members of Parliament, but it is appropriate that it
will have an impact because it is important to set an
example to the community and the public sector,
particularly in view of the public sector pay
arrangements that have been put in place.
We are currently part way through the debate on the
appropriation bills, and members are certainly aware of
the circumstances, in an economic sense, in which we
and the state find ourselves. There are significant
external pressures on the state economy. We have a
situation where we have falling revenue, both our own
source revenues as well as revenues from the
commonwealth through the GST; falling income,
insofar as the GST is concerned, reflecting a slowing of
the economy; and of course the impact of changes to
the manner in which it is apportioned as well. There are
significant challenges on the revenue side of the budget.
Any responsible government under these difficult
circumstances would find it necessary to make these
difficult decisions.
Members are aware that a number of measures have
been introduced to bring expenditure into line with
revenue. One of the important initiatives pursued by the
government has been the adoption of a standard and the
entirely reasonable starting point of 2.5 per cent for the
enterprise negotiations that are occurring across the
public sector. Given the necessity for this measure,
2.5 per cent provides a slight premium on the CPI
figure of 0.25 of 1 per cent. The projected rise of CPI
over the next four years contained in the budget papers
is 2.5 per cent each year for the period of the forward
estimates. My reference is budget paper 2, page 14,
which contains the economic projections for the state as
a whole, including the other standard measures: gross
state product; employment; CPI; CPI adjusted for the
carbon tax for the first time; the wage price index; and
population.
As most members are aware, by law salaries of
Victorian members of Parliament, as is the case with
members in a number of other jurisdictions around the
country, are linked, and have been for many years, to
the salaries of members of the House of
Representatives. By my recollection the original
differential was something like $1000 — probably
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many years ago, when $1000 was worth, in real terms,
considerably more than it is now.
Dr Napthine — When I started it was $500, the
differential.
Mr MORRIS — The Minister for Ports suggests
$500. Even so, I am sure it was worth considerably
more than $500 now. The current differential stands at
$5733. I was interested that in her contribution the
Deputy Speaker was reflecting on the fact that in days
gone by members were not paid, and certainly the
advent of paid parliamentarians has made the pursuit of
this vocation accessible to all. That is a good thing. But
I am reminded that it is such a relatively recent
innovation — I am not sure what the situation was in
Australia — that in the United Kingdom up until less
than 100 years ago if you were appointed to office as an
undersecretary or a minister and had not previously
held office, your seat had to be vacated and fought all
over again as a by-election because it was an office of
profit under the Crown. Thankfully we have moved on
a little bit with arrangements since then.
Members are also aware that the salaries and conditions
of members of the commonwealth Parliament were
renewed by the commonwealth Remuneration Tribunal
last year; I think the report was delivered in November
or December last year. The review recommended, and
the Parliament and the government accepted, that a
substantial increase in salary was warranted. The
suggested changes were subsequently enacted by the
federal Parliament. If this Parliament were not to take
action, the rise would flow through and see an increase
in excess of 30 per cent in the salaries of members of
this place and members of the other place.
In the absence of any other factors which might impact
or have a bearing on that, it would clearly not be
appropriate to have a wage rise of more than 30 per
cent flow through to members. In my view a rise of
such magnitude would probably not be appropriate
under any circumstances — as I say, in the absence of
any other factors that might have a bearing on it — but
certainly under the current circumstances it would be
entirely inappropriate, particularly as others in the
public sector are required to comply with public sector
wages policy.
This is a measure that I certainly support, my
colleagues support and I note the support of the
members on the other side as well, and clearly the bill
will succeed in its passage through this house. I also
note that the allowances paid under regulation, under
the subordinate legislation, which I believe would
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normally have sunsetted in January of next year —
certainly in 2013 — will also be extended for a period.
In the second-reading speech the minister flagged that it
was in her view appropriate to consider a mechanism
under which the remuneration for MPs might be
determined, and I also note the member for Tarneit’s
comments in that respect. The recent decisions that I
referred to are clearly based on the specific
circumstances of members of the House of
Representatives and senators. It is clearly not
appropriate, given that change of focus, to continue to
base the salaries of Victorian members on
determinations of the Remuneration Tribunal.
I support the intention of the government, which is
outlined in the minister’s second-reading speech, to
establish an independent review of the remuneration of
members of both houses. A number of other
jurisdictions have either already addressed the issue or
indeed have bills before them at the current time.
However, I believe it is appropriate that a person or
organisation quite separate and independent from the
Parliament should examine the circumstances and
provide objective advice and ultimately perhaps an
objective determination in terms of remuneration.
We are in difficult times. The government has set in
place what I think is an appropriate public sector wages
policy. This bill makes sure that the rules that are
applied to others are the same rules that apply to
members of this place and the other place. I think that
approach is entirely consistent with the circumstances,
and I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I was on my feet yesterday in relation to
this Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012, which is
known as the budget. I was highlighting the fact that
this budget is shaped by the economic challenges of the
present. We know there are many challenges: they are
real and they are substantial. It is all about rebuilding
our state’s finances, and we are securing the future of
Victoria.
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I was just about to talk about the fact that the member
speaking before me yesterday was the member for
Albert Park. He spoke about the State Athletics Centre
at Lakeside Stadium. That is another one of the Labor
bungles that the previous government left us with. It
was underfunded, it was a real mess and we had to find
another $15 million just to finish the project. It was
supposed to cost $65 million, but the previous
government had included only $50 million for it in the
budget, so again this was another black hole for which
we had to find money. That $15 million could have built
two small schools in my electorate. We have many
challenges in education, health and other areas, but
again it just shows you how Labor can fritter away or
burn money.
This is the second budget we have delivered as a
government. Importantly our first budget was the first
budget in 11 years that was delivered on budget — in
other words, we were delivering to our budget. If we
had continued the Labor settings that we inherited we
would have had a recurrent budget deficit of $4 billion.
Again we can see that Labor squandered money, and
we know that it cannot manage money.
I want to talk quickly about a couple of things, firstly
from my electorate. Agriculture has a big bearing on
the economic and employment fortunes of my area.
This budget injects another $61 million into a new
agriculture and food industry plan. This is about
maximising the opportunities for our farmers,
particularly with hopefully improving prices and also
favourable climatic conditions. Last week, on
Wednesday, 16 May, I went to a breakfast where the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security was a guest
speaker. He highlighted the importance of agriculture.
We know that Victoria accounts for 28 per cent of
Australia’s food and fibre exports from only 3 per cent
of the country’s arable land base. The food and fibre
sector employs about 142 000 Victorians and accounts
for one in six jobs in rural and regional Victoria. As I
said, in my electorate of Lowan it has a big bearing on
our opportunities.
The minister last week also announced, on top of the
$61 million from the budget, another $3.4 million to be
invested in research and development in the red meat
industry and to establish a new red meat innovation
centre at Hamilton. Red meat was one of Victoria’s
major agricultural exports in the last year, generating
$1.6 billion, so it is very important, particularly to the
south-western area of my electorate. There is also
money going into research for the grain industry in
Horsham. In both areas of my electorate we have
dollars coming from this budget, and I thank the
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Minister for Agriculture and Food Security for the work
he is doing there.
But this budget has more important things for the
Lowan electorate. We are finally getting new rolling
stock for our rural and regional railway network. We
are putting another $172 million into regional rail
maintenance, and that is critically important to continue
the work that has been done in this area. Forty-two
million dollars will help construct further duplication of
the Western Highway. Again we are doing more,
particularly in the transport sector, which has been
crying out for this for many years.
There is support for businesses. WorkCover premiums
will be reduced by an average of 3 per cent from 1 July.
This will improve Victoria’s competitive position and
particularly help create jobs here in Victoria — —
Mr Holding interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for Lyndhurst
wants to know what the score is between New South
Wales and Queensland. I can say that just before I came
in here Queensland was 12, New South Wales 10, and
that was just after half-time. I was down there for
dinner, and it was a packed house. It is good to see that
we are bringing a State of Origin match to Victoria.
Going back to the budget and its impact on the Lowan
electorate, we are doing more work for not only
business but also families. There are new measures to
protect the most vulnerable of Victorians. We are
meeting community needs in health, education and
community safety. We have put aside $336 million in
the budget for child protection services. I know some of
the workers from the Department of Human Services,
and I think they do a fantastic job under very difficult
circumstances. They will be getting more support from
the coalition government in this budget. The Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development has
also announced a new capital funding round for early
childhood services, so we are doing some more work in
relation to early childhood services, and that will be
welcomed in my electorate, particularly in places like
Casterton.
I have to say, and the people of my electorate would
know, that I am disappointed there was no funding for
three schools in the Lowan electorate: Horsham
College, Bainbridge College in Hamilton and Dimboola
Memorial Secondary College. I have 52 schools in my
electorate, and I compliment the Minister for Education
on visiting my electorate and many of its schools. It
was the first time in 11 years that we had a Minister for
Education visit Horsham College. Despite all the
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problems the college has had, we did not have a
minister visit that school during that period. The
Minister for Education has visited, and again I
commend him for the work he has done in that area.
We also know the previous government frittered away
$750 million on the north–south pipeline.
An honourable member — Frittered away?
Mr DELAHUNTY — Frittered away. The reality is
that the Labor government said it would not build it and
would not take water from north of the Great Dividing
Range, but straight after the election it built it. It built it
and wasted $750 million.
Mr Holding interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — That was a good one! The
reality is, as the member for Lyndhurst knows, that
$750 million was wasted. We delivered over $7 million
for the special school — which we promised and
delivered in the first budget of this coalition
government — for which the community was crying
out for many years. The reality is that with the
$750 million that was wasted on the north–south
pipeline we could have built another 10 schools like the
special school in Horsham. With our first budget we
delivered the special school. We know the desal plant is
costing nearly $2 million a day — —
Dr Sykes — What would that buy?
Mr DELAHUNTY — What would that buy? That
is a good question from the member for Benalla. Every
week we could have built a large school. Every week
we lose $14 million that could have been used to build
a large school.
I will just finish off by talking about the Lowan
electorate. I am very proud to represent that area. We
have done reasonably well out of the budget in difficult
circumstances, and I commend the ministers on the
work they are doing in delivering on those projects. I
will go now to my portfolio of veterans’ affairs. We
have delivered $22.5 million for the galleries of
remembrance at the Shrine of Remembrance, which
have been talked about for many years. As we head
towards the centenary of Anzac, with celebrations
starting in 2014, we will deliver and build the galleries
of remembrance, which will mean a new gallery,
education and exhibition space and an underground
area.
We have also delivered $8.9 million for the Anzac
centenary strategy. In fact today I met with David
McLachlan, chair of the Returned and Services League,
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Chris Spence, chair of the shrine, and retired
Major-General Peter Haddad, chair of the Victorian
Veterans Council, to talk about a strategy for the Anzac
centenary. As we know, the Anzac centenary will
highlight Anzac Day in 2015. That is when we will
have completed the galleries of remembrance.
In the last couple of minutes I have I want to talk about
my sport and recreation budget. This budget includes a
range of new strategic investments. I can see the
shadow Minister for Sport and Recreation is here. I will
give him some more information. He does not know
how to read the budget. I think we need to teach him
how to read the budget. This budget builds on the
extensive new initiatives that were announced in last
year’s budget. My focus is to work as part of a team in
government to implement key priorities in sport and
recreation. We want to see active and healthy
communities. We want facilities for active
communities. We want to make sure that we have
major sporting infrastructure projects. We want
sporting events for Victoria, and we particularly want to
encourage Victorians to reach their potential.
Initiatives in this year’s budget include $2.4 million
over two years under the Significant Sporting Events
program. It is a great program that delivers a lot of
events in rural and regional Victoria and also here in
Melbourne. You can look on the website; we have
supported about 70 sporting events in the last
12 months. We have $1.4 million to extend the
Strengthening the World Game program. I made
10 announcements in the last week about the support
for soccer here in Victoria, which is growing at an
enormous rate and getting enormous support from this
government. Even Football Federation Victoria has
commended the coalition government for its support for
soccer. We have also put $5.5 million towards the
commencement of the design process and to inform the
business case for stage 2 works at Melbourne Park. We
want to ensure that the Australian Open stays in
Victoria and in Melbourne until 2036, and the money
we have put aside will make sure that that happens. We
have also put into the budget $3.5 million for capital
and operating requirements for the State Sport Centres
Trust. There are about 32 sports that operate out of the
Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre, Lakeside
Stadium and the State Netball Hockey Centre. These
are fantastic facilities for Victorians and fantastic
facilities for both grassroots and elite sportspeople.
If we had not had Labor’s legacy, we could have done a
lot more. This is a great budget for the times, but there
was $2 billion worth of budget overruns from the Labor
government, and we are still counting a lot of others. I
congratulate the Treasurer. I congratulate the leadership
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team. I congratulate my cabinet colleagues and our
staff, who have done a fantastic job in putting together
this budget in difficult circumstances. All the
Liberal-Nationals team are really behind this budget in
a strong way, because it delivers for Victorians.
As we know, Labor cannot manage money. We can
look at the other states. If we look at New South Wales,
we see that it has a debt bigger than Victoria’s. If we
look at Queensland, we see that its debt is $80 billion
and still counting — that is $80 billion in a
resource-rich state. Labor has a history of not managing
money. The coalition can manage money. As I said
before, the last budget was the first budget in 11 years
that was delivered on budget. Again we have shown
our colours. The coalition government can run a
budget, and we will do it this time. Victorians now
know that they have a responsible government. They
now know that we have a fiscal and economic strategy
that will deliver things for them today and into the
future. This strategy is focused on securing Victoria’s
future. Well done to the Treasurer.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am very pleased
to be able to add my contribution to this budget debate.
It is interesting that after having listened to the member
for Lowan, who has just completed his speech on the
budget, you would almost think that I am about to
speak on a different budget than the one he spoke
about. The fact is that it is one and the same budget. It
is quite remarkable that somebody who represents a
rural electorate like Lowan would get up and try to
make something of this budget, which clearly tears
away so much of the structure from regional Victoria
that the Brumby Labor government spent so much time
setting up.
Let us look at what has happened to the TAFE system
and consider the news the University of Ballarat has
shared with the community in this last week after
meeting with the minister responsible for TAFE,
Minister Hall, and after hearing about what the budget
will mean for TAFE, which of course operates courses
in Horsham, Ballarat, Ararat and a number of other
towns in regional Victoria generally and in western
Victoria in particular. The University of Ballarat has
said in relation to TAFE that whereas it had a budget of
just under $50 million — $49 800 000, I think it was,
last year — its budget for next year, its income, when
state funding drops by $20 million, will be $29 500 000
or thereabouts. These are huge reductions which will
see the University of Ballarat cutting, as we know, 30 to
40 per cent of its courses. Where will that hurt most? It
will hurt in those smaller communities out in Horsham,
in Ararat and in other communities, as well as in
Stawell and Ballarat.
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The member for Lowan must really be concerned that
this government has not delivered a budget that is going
to be in the interests of rural Victoria and the area that
he represents just on the basis of those vicious TAFE
cuts alone. Among the TAFE courses that the
University of Ballarat has been developing strongly
over recent years have been the ones that relate to the
racing industry. The university has been running them
out of Horsham, I understand, as well as in Ballarat.
That is one of the first areas that it acknowledges will
have to be cut. Its horticulture courses are going to have
to be slashed, if they continue to exist at all. I will come
back to that area later.
Many measures in this budget are going to severely hit
rural and regional areas, and it is amazing to see
members of The Nationals who are here still crowing
away, while secretly they, like Mr Hall, must be
severely disappointed by this budget and thinking,
‘What are our coalition partners really doing to us?’.
When I look at this budget as it relates to my electorate
of Ballarat East, I cannot help being very disappointed
indeed, because this is a very depressing outcome for
my electorate. In the 11 years that I have represented
the Ballarat East electorate under the Bracks and
Brumby Labor governments, every year I have been
able to go back to my electorate feeling confident that
in every budget we have delivered so much in terms of
capital works to support various communities across the
electorate. Those communities are very varied, from
Malmsbury and Kyneton in the north, through to
Trentham, Daylesford and Hepburn Springs, and back
to Ballarat, with Ballan and the towns between those
included, and down to Meredith. In each of the years
that we delivered a budget we saw at least two schools
get funding for major upgrades, so overall we had
22 schools that received major upgrades during the
11 years of Labor government. Two of those schools
were entirely rebuilt — the school at Napoleons and the
school at Trentham.
On top of that we saw major road upgrades take place
continually through the time of our government. We
saw the regional rail upgrade, which so greatly
transformed public transport for those who travel from
Ballarat to Melbourne or on the Bendigo line, as some
of my constituents do. My constituents see that they
now travel on modern V/Locity trains. They know that
in the days of the Kennett coalition government our rail
lines were going backwards. Country rail lines were
being closed back then, but they saw the building up of
those lines, the reopening of the line to Ararat and the
reopening of the line to Maryborough. In this budget
what did they get? Again they got very little in terms of
rail.
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Under Labor there was also funding for community
halls, fire stations and police stations across my
electorate. There were also significant hospital
upgrades, including over $9 million spent on the
Trentham hospital. There were major new police
stations, including the $9 million police station at
Kyneton that was opened just recently. I am pleased to
see a former Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in the chamber, the member for Lyndhurst,
who came with me to Kyneton about five years ago and
at that time acknowledged that Kyneton needed a new
police station. The member came up at that time and
recognised that this ought to be on the program, and the
funding was then committed by the former government.
The work was started and has only recently been
completed. This was very exciting, and it continues to
be exciting for the people of Kyneton.
The former government also committed to many sport
and recreation facilities. Again I think of Kyneton and
the great aquatic centre it has, but right across my
electorate I think of the large and small recreational
facilities that are so valuable, whether they be tennis
courts, basketball courts, netball courts or improved
netball facilities for the women who are part of the
netball and football clubs across my electorate and so
on. Many facilities were provided.
When I look at what this budget delivered, I realise that
it is a great disappointment. How many schools were
allocated funding out of this budget? Not one school in
the Ballarat East electorate was allocated funding.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HOWARD — I will come back to the statement
about money. Of course the government continues to
say we are in difficult financial times. However, it was
very pleased not so long ago to say that Standard and
Poor’s and Moody’s had again given it a AAA credit
rating. It forgets that in their entire 11 years the former
Labor governments had AAA-rated budgets. So
Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s, as well as so many
other agencies, recognised that the financial status of
the Labor government was always very sound, as our
spending continued to show. Through the global
economic crisis we were able to continue to spend to
provide stimulus to the economy, and to support what
the federal government was doing.
We saw very few jobs lost in Victoria at that time. It is
a very different state from what we see in this first full
year of the new Baillieu government. We have seen
jobs lost all over the place in Ballarat. It is a very
depressed scene, and the budget does not give anybody
any encouragement. What does this budget have to say
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about jobs? It says very little. This Treasurer has still
failed to come out with any strategy to build jobs in our
economy. The government talks about four pillars, but
it is very unclear as to how that is going to measure out
into a proper job strategy. We still fail to see that.
When I get back to what this budget has delivered in
my electorate, I come to fire stations. Before it came to
office the coalition promised a new fire station for
Mount Clear and Mount Helen. This is a very
significant area within my electorate. There is lots of
housing, of course, and it is in one of those areas that
the community has been determined to be at high fire
risk. The coalition promised a new fire station for that
area before it was elected. Where is that fire station? It
has still not been budgeted for, and I have written to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is
also the Deputy Premier, since this budget, and I
received a letter back from him recently that said, ‘We
did promise this, but we leave it as a matter for the
Country Fire Authority to determine which fire stations
are built’.
Before the election it was not left as a matter for the
CFA to determine what its priorities were. The
government said, because it obviously wanted votes in
my electorate, that it was going to build the fire station,
but now it says, ‘Well, it’s up to the CFA to determine’.
So there is no promise of this fire station for Mount
Clear and Mount Helen in this budget, nor is there a
promise for the upgrade to the Ballarat fire station. I
have CFA members ringing me to ask what is
happening with these, and all I can say is, ‘The minister
says that it is an operational matter now. It is no longer
relevant to the promises that were made at the election,
and even though the CFA was told then, they are not
government priorities now. It is up to the CFA’. The
Minister for Police and Emergency Services might have
got a number of new fire stations in his electorate —
even though it is not as fire-prone as Hepburn, where
people are waiting for their new fire station, or as high a
risk as Mount Clear and Mount Helen — but the people
of the Ballarat East electorate will just have to wait until
the CFA determines that it is going to give them their
stations.
After the delivery of this budget there were big
headlines about the contribution towards the Ballarat
Base Hospital and Ballarat Health Services. The
government said it was $46.4 million, but when you
look at the print in the budget, how much is in the
budget for this year? This amount is to cover additional
beds, ambulatory care and a helipad that is going to go
on top of the building. The government said it was
$46.4 million. When do we get that? Will we have to
wait until 2015–16 to get the rest of that? We get
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$5.5 million up-front in this year’s budget, but what do
we get for that? We do not know, but we know we will
not get a helipad for $5.5 million. We also know we
will not get all those additional beds. We will still have
to wait until years two, three and four of this miserable
government to get this funding through to our hospital.
So what is claimed in the budget as $46.4 million is a
smokescreen, because the government is talking about a
four-year budget when it will not even be in office by
the end of 2016 or anywhere near there; in fact it will
not be in office by the end of 2014 if I calculate
correctly. My electorate will have to wait until Labor is
re-elected in 2014, and then we might gain some of the
support that is really needed in my electorate.
The government has promised more funding for the
Ballarat-Buninyong Road works, which it has
acknowledged as a priority. But in terms of that money,
the government has put $1.5 million in this year’s
budget. How much of that has been spent? Zilch. How
much of the $2 million that was in the 2010–11 budget
of the Brumby Labor government which it put in for the
roundabout at Whitehorse Road along
Ballarat-Buninyong Road has been spent? Those works
have still not been able to get under way. Even though I
have written and written to the Minister for Roads and I
have followed up with VicRoads, those works still have
not got started. The government keeps saying, ‘Oh,
we’ve got problems’. But the government just does not
see the Ballarat East electorate as a priority, and on it
goes. There is still a long way to go to finally get these
roadworks done.
We can also look at those TAFE issues that are of
course a serious concern. Following up on the minister
coming out and talking to the University of Ballarat and
its TAFE campus people — a TAFE that has been
going for over 140 years from the School of Mines
days, providing great service and great education for
the people in my electorate — TAFE in Ballarat is
going from a budget of $49 million to a budget of
$29 million. What do you do with that? What do you
tell the students who can no longer go to TAFE next
year because TAFE will have cut so many of the
courses that are so important to this region? What do
you tell the teachers who are going to be sacked, those
hardworking teachers who have been doing a great job?
What do you tell the industries in Ballarat that depend
upon that training in those areas that are going to be
cut? It is a long, long list of cuts that we are going to
see in this budget. I have not even got time to go
through this huge long list of courses that are going to
be cut from TAFE.
But I will leave that for a moment because there are still
so many other issues to talk about. There is the School

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 23 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

Start bonus, which of course was cut. There is also the
education maintenance allowance, which I want to get
onto because it really does show again the difference
between this government and the former Labor
government. We supported the people in our
community who needed support, those vulnerable
people, those people who need the education
maintenance allowance — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The time appointed by
sessional orders for me to interrupt business has now
arrived. The honourable member for Ballarat East may
continue his speech for his remaining 1 minute and
38 seconds when the matter is next before the Chair.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Port Phillip Bay: ferry service feasibility study
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Planning, and the action I seek is
that the minister act immediately to ensure that the
proposed Portarlington to Port Melbourne ferry be
included in the study into a commuter ferry service on
Port Phillip Bay.
The $300 000 study recently announced by the minister
specifically excluded the Portarlington ferry proposal.
This is extraordinary and a slap in the face to the local
community and the Bellarine Ferry Group, which has
been involved in a Portarlington ferry proposal for over
five years. The government is well aware of the
Portarlington ferry proposal and that there has already
been so much time and work put into it, and it makes
sense to include it in any serious proposal and study
that is currently being done on potential ferry services
for the bay.
The ferry proposal also has a direct link with the
development of the Portarlington safe harbour, which is
a significant project for the Bellarine and Geelong
region. It includes a major upgrade of the Portarlington
pier, berthing options for recreational and commercial
fishing and, as part of that upgrade, infrastructure that
would enable passenger-car ferries to access the pier.
The successful completion of the Portarlington safe
harbour will be a major development for both regional
tourism and the broader local economy, in particular the
flourishing mussel industry. There has been extensive
consultation with members of the community, who
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have endorsed a set of plans for the upgrade, including
the ferry infrastructure.
Earlier this year representatives of the Bellarine Ferry
Group met with the Minister for Ports, and concerns
about the lack of work and action on this upgrade since
the election were raised. The Minister for Ports
promised he would have a cost-benefit analysis of the
safe harbour done and completed by the end of May.
The results of the analysis should be useful to the
Minister for Planning’s proposed study as the analysis
must include, and is expected to specifically look at, the
viability of a proposed ferry service to Melbourne. The
government’s rhetoric about cost saving and
streamlining in the public service demands that the
studies and research into potential infrastructure
projects like this are shared, not done in a piecemeal
fashion but pulled together to provide the full picture,
which in this case would include the viability and value
of ferry services.
I urge the minister to take immediate action to have the
proposed Portarlington to Port Melbourne ferry service
included — as is also being demanded by the local
community — in the study into the feasibility of a
passenger ferry service for Port Phillip Bay. Anything
less does not make any sense.

Tourism: Yarra Valley
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Tourism and Major Events.
The action I seek is for the minister to provide funding
for two forthcoming events in the Yarra Valley,
Shedfest and the Shortest Lunch. Both events showcase
local wines, musicians, food and the beautiful views of
the Yarra Valley.
The wineries of the Yarra Valley work hard to position
themselves as premier producers in the global wine
market. This reputation has established the valley as a
thriving wine region and has paid dividends to Victoria
in terms of jobs, culture and economic activity not only
through wine production but also through the valuable
tourism dollars it generates.
The Shortest Lunch is organised by the Yarra Valley
Smaller Wineries Association and held on the weekend
of 23–24 June. The name is a deliberate take-off of the
World’s Longest Lunch and the event is held over the
weekend of the winter solstice, making it the shortest
weekend in terms of daylight hours. The Shortest
Lunch is a terrific way of enticing Melburnians and
their valuable tourist dollars out to the Yarra Valley to
sample some of the fine wine and cuisine that the
smaller scale wineries have to offer. Entree size meals
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cost between $10 and $15, and they feature local
products such as Black Angus beef, lamb, vegetables
and fruit, and desserts are also on offer. Yering Farm is
offering absolutely fabulous homemade apple pies —
made with home-grown apples from its orchard —
served at the Yering Farm Winery. There are also
Wally Zuk’s famous pancakes with maple syrup at Five
Oaks Estate. The Shortest Lunch directly benefits the
local community, with the net proceeds of the $10 entry
fee divided amongst the local Country Fire Authority
brigades. Since 2009 the event has raised in excess of
$13 000 for the CFA.
The second event, Shedfest, is held on the weekend of
13–14 October. It is aptly named as it describes the
humble sheds of the wineries along the Warburton
Highway that host the event as opposed to the more
traditional cellar door structures throughout the valley.
Celebrating its 10th year, Shedfest sells the townships
on the southern side of the Yarra Valley — not just the
wineries — to tourists. Last year’s event saw guests
enjoy a hit of croquet with local club members as they
wined and dined, with local bands maintaining the
ambiance.
Government funding is crucial to promote both these
events as they not only generate local economic activity
but also provide great social benefits to the
communities of the Yarra Valley. I ask the minister to
provide funding for both these worthwhile events —
Shedfest and the Shortest Lunch — and to ensure that
the Baillieu government continues to support wine and
tourism events in the Yarra Valley.

Wednesday, 23 May 2012

services officers — toilets that commuters will be
unable to access — Delacombe Primary School is
unable to access $10 000 to fix its toilets and as a
consequence is having to fork out more the twice the
normal amount for its water bills.
On Monday I had the absolute privilege of being
principal for a day at Delacombe Primary School. It
was a wonderful day; I loved it. It is a fantastic school
with great kids, professional, dedicated and
compassionate teaching and support staff, and
wonderful volunteers. Everyone works hard to help the
children be the best they can be, and often this work is
extremely challenging. Sadly, some of these students
have very difficult home lives. Some have disabilities,
some have behavioural issues and some come from
backgrounds of extreme poverty, but they all have one
thing in common — that is, a school community that is
their absolute champion, that believes in them no matter
what their circumstances and that works tirelessly to
take every single child along on an educational
pathway.
Just spending one day working alongside the principal,
Nadia Bettio, and assistant principal, Marnie Cooper,
showed me that they are persistent and will not be
deterred from their mission to provide the best
opportunities and the best education for their students.
Believe me, they know every single one of their
students. They know their parents, their carers, their
siblings, their hobbies, their potential and their
circumstances. They should be able to do this work
because it is really important; they should not have to
worry about broken toilets.

Delacombe Primary School: toilets
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek from the minister is for him to provide funding to
Delacombe Primary School so that it can fix its leaky
toilets. The male toilets at the school have been faulty
for some time and are getting progressively worse. The
cisterns are continually running, and the last water bill
for the school was $1452 — up from $624 for the
previous quarter. This is an expense that the school just
cannot carry. To make matters worse, the plumber who
has quoted upwards of $10 000 to fix the toilets
believes there may be asbestos in the toilets — a further
expense that the school cannot afford. An appeal to the
regional office has shown that due to budget cuts it is
now unable to reimburse the school the cost of fixing
the toilets.
It seems unfair, and a strange priority, that at a time
when up to $268 000 is being spent on toilets at
individual train stations in preparation for protective

Mental health: Latrobe Valley services
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Mental Health. The action
I seek is for the minister to consider the Latrobe Valley
as a location for a new mother and baby service to
assist in particular new mums who may be suffering
from mental health problems. This is a vitally important
service, and I believe the Latrobe Valley is well placed
to receive it.
I am pleased to note that the minister has been
supportive of the Latrobe Valley and the wider
Gippsland region in respect of improving mental health
services since the government came into office in 2010.
Indeed the minister has previously announced
$3.2 million for the Gippsland region’s Doorway
Project, a collaborative arrangement between the
Mental Illness Fellowship of Victoria, Latrobe Regional
Hospital — in particular its Flynn unit, which assists
people with mental health issues — and also private
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real estate agencies such as Stockdale and Leggo. The
Doorway Project will assist people with mental
illnesses to find accommodation in the Latrobe Valley
and the wider Gippsland region. Through that project
those tenants can use 30 per cent of their income to find
some private accommodation, which is much needed
within our region.
On top of that, just recently the minister announced
some funding for a women-only unit within the Flynn
unit at Latrobe Regional Hospital. That is with respect
to providing some funding to create a women-only
bedroom, corridor, laundry and quiet room.
Unfortunately over a period of time we have seen some
issues within some of the mental health units, and this
segregation is vitally important.
Leading up to the election in 2010 the coalition
government made a commitment of $12.1 million,
$6 million of that in capital funding, to develop three
new specialist services in regional Victoria for women
with a mental illness and their infants. In the 2012–13
budget the government announced that there will be
capital investment for two, five-bed mother and baby
services in regional Victoria. As I said, the Latrobe
Valley and the wider Gippsland region is very well
placed to be the beneficiary of one of these mother and
baby units, and I call upon the minister to ensure that
the Latrobe Valley is given due consideration to receive
one of these units.

Calder Highway: Ravenswood interchange
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The matter I
raise this evening is for the Minister for Roads. The
action I seek is that he include the Ravenswood
interchange on the Calder Highway in the Victorian
government’s submission to Infrastructure Australia for
consideration in the commonwealth government’s
Nation Building program for 2014–15 to 2018–19, due
at the end of August this year.
In a letter addressed to the Calder Highway
Improvement Committee dated 23 February 2012 the
minister said that the coalition government had
submitted the Ravenswood interchange on the Calder
Highway to Infrastructure Australia for consideration
and inclusion in the Nation Building program
commencing in 2014–15. After follow-up with the
commonwealth Department of Infrastructure and
Transport and the federal roads minister and through a
thorough examination of the Victorian submission to
this first round of federal funding, it is clear that the
coalition government did not include the Ravenswood
interchange in its first submission for the 2014–15 to
2018–19 funding.
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In addition, following correspondence I sent to the
Minister for Roads on 30 March this year relating to
this matter, the minister has replied with a clarification.
The minister now says that the Ravenswood
interchange is being considered in the context of the
Victorian government’s submission for the next federal
government Nation Building program and that the
details of the submission are still being finalised. The
next federal government Nation Building program
commences in 2018–19. The minister should apologise
for misleading the committee on this matter and for
raising the hopes of members of the community who
thought that the coalition government might see this
interchange as a priority and who thought that the
government had already put in a submission.
On top of all this, there was no funding allocated in the
state budget this year for the Ravenswood interchange
planning stage. Clearly the coalition government is
dragging its heels on this. This is despite the fact that
the Calder Highway Improvement Committee, the State
Emergency Service, the Country Fire Authority, the
police and commuters have declared it in urgent need of
an upgrade before more lives are put at risk or lost.
The member for Bendigo East and I have continually
requested that the government match Labor’s
$7 million commitment to the Ravenswood interchange
to get the planning process under way. We have been
consistently told that the government sees this
intersection as a priority. If the government is genuinely
serious about fixing this intersection, then it must show
it by having the Ravenswood interchange included in
the submission to the federal government due at the end
of August. If the minister does not get the submission in
by the end of August this year, there will be no
commonwealth government priority funding available
again until 2018–19, as the minister well knows. It will
also mean that work on the Ravenswood intersection
will not be started until at least 2020. The minister must
stop dithering on this important project and make sure
the submission is in by the end of August.

Mordialloc Life Saving Club: coastal resource
centre
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Deputy Premier in his capacity as the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The action
I seek is for the minister to outline the progress being
made on the concept of a Mordialloc coastal resource
centre following discussions with me, the Mordialloc
Life Saving Club and other Mordialloc groups last year.
The Mordialloc Life Saving Club has been servicing
the Mordialloc beach since 1921, and the current
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clubhouse has been there since 1957. In the couple of
years before the last election and since I have become
very close to the club. It is a magnificent club full of
enthusiastic members. The building, however, is
another matter, but I will come to that in a minute. The
club provides a supportive environment for nippers to
seniors to masters. In fact it caters for the whole family.
Members of the club are active in many competitions
both in Victoria and interstate and have won many
awards. The club has over 480 members and is growing
at around 10 per cent per annum. It is expecting to have
over 500 members in the next summer season.
In the dark years under Labor the Mordialloc Life
Saving Club was forgotten. It was allowed to crack and
weather. The latest building audit done by the council
shows concrete cancer throughout the building. Despite
last-minute Labor promises to patch it up being made
during the election campaign, this issue needs more
than a patch. It needs a proper plan that integrates the
club with other community groups.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services came
to visit last September. He saw some initial plans and
concepts for the coastal resource centre. They are
ambitious plans that involve demolishing the old
building and creating a new environmentally sensitive
and practical building that would service not just the
almost 500 club members but the wider community as
well, including possibly school groups and many other
groups.
At this point in time the new building is aspirational.
The community and local council are supportive of the
concept of a coastal resource centre. The club does not
mind being a leader, and club members would be happy
if the club were a model for future coastal resource
centres. The concept has some unique opportunities to
make it more visually appealing. It would provide a
welcoming gateway to the beach. If it is properly
planned, it will be a big opportunity for the club and the
greater community to interact in a proper way. I ask the
minister to provide an update on its status. I look
forward to his response.

University of Ballarat: TAFE funding
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I raise an issue for
the urgent attention of the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, and I urge him on behalf of the
community of the region of Ballarat to reinstate the
$20 million the state government has slashed from the
University of Ballarat (UB) TAFE budget. This vicious
$20 million cut represents a 40 per cent decline in the
university’s TAFE funding — its income of just over
$49 million last year has been cut to just $29 million.
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This is a huge cut. This will see UB cutting its courses
by 30 to 40 per cent. I should add that these statistics
have not been invented; they are the figures presented
by the University of Ballarat after its representatives
met with the minister a little over a week ago.
In human terms, as of next year hundreds of young and
mature age students will not be able to undertake
important TAFE training and up to 80 valued teaching
and administration jobs will be lost. This will also mean
the loss of skills development for industries which are
vitally important to our region. This includes the loss of
courses in relation to the tourism and hospitality sector,
horticulture, live theatre production, business and the
racing sector. The university has been developing new
courses to help meet the future needs of the racing
industry and has been developing so many others.
Fifty-seven separate courses are listed to cease under
these new arrangements.
The School of Mines Ballarat, which is the largest
TAFE campus of UB, has been serving the Ballarat
region for over 140 years. Its role is as important as
ever in providing opportunities for young people and
mature age students to gain important skills which will
lead to jobs in the future. In fact it provides skills which
will see our industries secure their future. At a time
when jobs are being lost in our region it is more
important than ever that TAFE continues to provide
that important training and retraining pathway.
These cuts to TAFE funding can only be described as a
vicious assault on our TAFE system, and this
government and the minister stand condemned in the
eyes of the people of the Ballarat region. These cuts are
on top of the cuts to VCAL (Victorian certificate of
applied learning), which is a valued program that
provides an important pathway and keeps many young
people in the training and education system. VCAL and
TAFE have been so important in providing positive
futures for so many people.
I say to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills
that it is not too late to change tack and to argue for an
urgent review of the budget. I, along with all the
hundreds of young people, parents, many teachers and
others in Ballarat who want to see TAFE saved, call on
the minister to reverse this disastrous decision to make
these massive cuts to TAFE funding.

Howitt Park, Bairnsdale: soccer facilities
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Sport and Recreation, and the action I
seek is for him to support the upgrading of soccer
facilities in Bairnsdale. The world game, as it is known,
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is increasing in popularity in many rural and regional
areas. We have had a very vibrant indoor soccer
competition in East Gippsland and throughout the
region for a number of years, but in recent times we
have seen an explosion in participation rates for outdoor
soccer.
Currently most games are played at Howitt Park, which
is adjacent to the Princes Highway. In recent years if
you had driven along there of an evening you would
have seen a sea of faces taking part in soccer
matches — people of all ages from the community. I
am well aware that in the 2012–13 budget the minister
announced a $1.45 million investment that will
continue the coalition government’s support for soccer
facilities across Victoria to improve playing conditions
and playing surfaces for the sport. I therefore urge him
to provide upgraded facilities in Bairnsdale for a
competition that attracts players from many of the
surrounding townships in my electorate. Players come
in from Bruthen, Nicholson and Lindenow, and a large
number come up from Paynesville.
I am aware East Gippsland Shire Council has shown
interest in having the playing area at Howitt Park
upgraded with a lighting system to allow evening
matches to take place. This would allow for much
higher participation levels than presently are the case.
The facility currently has no lighting but supports the
largest soccer club in the Gippsland region, the East
Gippsland soccer club.
I am well aware the minister has a slogan that he trots
out on a regular basis, encouraging more people to get
more active more often. I have heard that slogan come
from the mouth of the minister on a number of
occasions in a number of locations, and what a great
slogan it is. An upgrade such as this in the Bairnsdale
district, with lighting and facilities, would allow soccer
players of all ages to pursue their activity of choice and
would not only assist our soccer fraternity but also
assist a number of other sports in our region. We have a
vibrant Little Athletics club that uses the same playing
area, and it would also provide options for a number of
other sporting organisations.

Rail: Pakenham and Cranbourne lines
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport, and the action I seek is
that he provide additional train services for passengers
on the Pakenham and Cranbourne lines, commencing
and terminating at Westall station during the morning
and afternoon peak periods.
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In January 2010 I had the honour of turning the first sod
with the former Minister for Public Transport to
commence the total rebuilding of Westall railway
station at a cost of $153 million. This project included
works for an additional track between Centre and
Springvale roads, an expansion of the stabling yard for
extra trains to park overnight, an expanded maintenance
depot and new signalling. The project also included
extra car parking, closed-circuit television throughout
the station and upgrading to premium station status,
meaning it would be manned from first to last train. The
end purpose of this project was twofold: to provide
additional services by allowing trains to commence
their journey into the city at Westall station during the
morning peak to alleviate overcrowding further up the
line and, similarly, to assist in the afternoon peak
period.
Morning peak commuters commencing at Westall,
Clayton and Huntingdale stations continue to comment
on the numbers of passengers already packed in by the
time the morning trains, originating from Pakenham
and Cranbourne, reach their stations. The station
upgrade project was completed in October 2011, but
currently only two trains commence their journey at
Westall during the morning peak period — the 6.42 and
the 8.44 services. Five train services that originate from
the city terminate at Westall station in the afternoon;
however, only two depart Flinders Street station during
the busiest afternoon peak period — the 6.01 and the
6.20.
It is important that we get more peak-hour services
originating and terminating at Westall to offer more
commuters the option to travel by public transport
instead of by motor vehicle. I ask the minister to review
the current timetables with the department and provide
these much-needed additional services as soon as
possible.

Housing: Ashburton neighbourhood harmony
project
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My adjournment matter
is for the Deputy Premier in his capacity as Minister for
Regional and Rural Development. The action I seek is
that the minister ensure funding for a new initiative in
my electorate of Burwood, the Ashburton
neighbourhood harmony project. This is a partnership
project between Camcare, the Eastern Community
Legal Centre, the Dispute Settlement Centre Victoria
and the local Ashburton community. Overall
management will be provided by Camcare, which has
been providing support to the local Boroondara
community for over 35 years and is predominantly a
counselling and family support service funded by the
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City of Boroondara. Camcare has experience and
expertise in engaging residents and supporting diverse
target groups.
The project is aimed at the Markham and Alamein
public housing estates and is designed to increase the
capacity of residents to identify and resolve
neighbourhood conflict earlier. The project aims to
create a more harmonious local community via
alternative dispute resolution pathways, effective
community engagement, access to relevant community
services and capacity building that prepares local
residents to be active decision-makers and leaders in
their communities.
There are frequent verbal disputes and instances of
antisocial behaviour involving some residents in the
Markham and Alamein estates, leading to
homelessness, assaults, racial vilification and
sometimes police intervention. Family violence data
also indicates that Ashburton is the suburb within the
municipality of Boroondara most affected by this
problem. Additionally it appears that the residents often
do not engage with the available community services,
such as dispute resolution, due to either a lack of
knowledge of their existence or a lack of understanding
of their application.
The project aims to help provide this information to
residents. The objectives of the project include
increasing the community’s sense of wellbeing in the
neighbourhood through reduced numbers of incidents
of conflict and of complaints, providing education and
training to public housing tenants regarding existing
dispute resolution processes and other relevant
community services through community engagement
activities, and providing peer mediation training to suit
public housing community tenants, leading to
additional conflict resolution options.
The project is based on the City of Yarra’s
Neighbourhood Justice Centre model, which has been
an effective model for reducing antisocial behaviour
and neighbourhood disputes through making a range of
services available to residents. A more harmonious
society is basically the main objective — one we can all
agree on — and I ask the minister to commit funding
for this project.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I rise in relation to the two matters that
have been raised for my attention. The first of those
was raised by the member for Mordialloc and relates to
the prospect of a contribution towards the undertaking
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of a feasibility study into what is what is known as the
Mordialloc coastal resource centre. I visited the
facilities of the Mordialloc Life Saving Club in
company with the member in September last year, and I
was able to have a good firsthand look at the building.
Having heard the member’s description of the building
as it now ‘stands’, I must say I support the manner in
which she has put this issue to the house.
In fact the club building is rather tired. It has seen better
days. There is the need for significant work to be
undertaken to resolve what are very obviously
outstanding difficulties with the building’s functioning.
That in itself does not bear any relationship at all to the
membership of the club. On the contrary, the club is
extraordinarily vibrant, has some 450 members or
thereabouts and makes a terrific contribution to the
people of the region. For all those reasons, the members
of the club are entitled to feel very proud of their many
achievements.
Kingston City Council is interested in this development
and is willing to make a contribution to the cost of the
feasibility study. Through my department I understand
that the overall cost of that study is some $40 000. I am
pleased to be able to tell the member for Mordialloc
that the government, through a grant under the
Community Support Fund, for which I have
responsibility through the Department of Planning and
Community Development, will contribute $20 000
toward the cost of that initiative. That will enable
engagement with all the key stakeholders because, as
the member has observed, the issue is one which goes
beyond the lifesaving club itself and extends to the
broader community. The more we can have developed
facilities which have a multifunctional purpose to them,
the better it is — even more so when they are in such a
magnificent location as that to which the member
refers.
A further matter was brought to my attention by the
member for Burwood. He also sought assistance
through a Community Support Fund grant for what is a
very worthy project, one which is termed the Ashburton
neighbourhood harmony project. It is the fact that
sometimes in this day and age disagreements arise
between different elements of the community. Perhaps
more often than one would like that is the case in public
housing estates. That occurs more than anything else
simply because people are residing in pretty close
quarters. It may well be that issues arise about which
there are disputes between parties which need to be
resolved.
This project is intended to provide a mechanism for
resolution of such disputes. The disputes are focused
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particularly around the Markham and Alamein public
housing estates, and the intention is to increase the
capacity of the residents to identify and resolve
neighbourhood conflicts. I am pleased to be able to say
that through the Community Support Fund grants the
government will make available $43 155 to assist in
this important work and to see that studies are
undertaken to ensure that a system can be developed
which is appropriate to better enable the people
concerned to resolve these rather difficult situations.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Evelyn spoke about two
small local events, the Shedfest wine festival, which is
to be held over the weekend of 13 and 14 October, and
the Yarra Valley Smaller Wineries Shortest Lunch, to
be held over the weekend of 23 and 24 June. She went
into great detail about these events. I would like to
mention that the member for Seymour has been very
active in her support of these events as well. These
events are very small but they play a very important
role in providing the local community with increased
visitation and an economic boost to the local small
businesses, which are the major beneficiary of these
types of events.
Twice a year, in April and October, the coalition
government provides funding through the Country
Victoria Events program to assist with event marketing
of these types of small, but again I stress very
important, local events, and the member for Evelyn has
highlighted these particular cases. I invite all members
of Parliament to encourage organisers of small events
or festivals in their areas to put in their applications
because the next round for funding will close on
1 October.
I am delighted to announce that to assist with event
marketing the Shedfest wine festival and the Yarra
Valley Smaller Wineries Shortest Lunch have been
allocated $2500 each from the April 2012 round of the
Country Victoria Events program. Members would be
interested to know that a total of $77 500 has been
allocated in this round to fund 28 events across
Victoria.
While I am talking about this, I want to pay tribute to
the member for Mildura, who has advocated very
strongly for the Mallee Almond Blossom Festival and
the Willowfest Australian Cricket Club
Championships. The member for Nepean, who is the
Minister for Education, has been very strong in his
support of four events in his electorate that have
received funding: the Hinterland Scarecrow Festival,
the Peninsula Short Film Festival, Taste of Sorrento and
the Winter Wine Weekend. The member for Polwarth,
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who is the Minister for Public Transport, has been very
supportive of the Anglesea Music Festival and the
Lorne Festival of Performing Arts. Again, a range of
other members have been very supportive of events in
their electorates.
The member for South-West Coast, who is the Minister
for Ports, has been supportive of Port Fairy Winter
Weekends, and the member for Swan Hill has been
very supportive of Naturally Loddon — A Wonderland
in Spring. So it goes on; member after member has
been active in pursuing funding for events in their
electorate. The member for Benambra has supported
the Beechworth Celtic Festival; in fact he raised this
event in the house, if I recall correctly, some time ago.
The member for Benalla has raised a number of events,
as has the member for Murray Valley. The member for
Rodney has also raised a number of events that have
received support.
Again, in conclusion, whilst I am delighted to inform
the members for Evelyn and Seymour that funding has
been granted for their events, I would encourage
honourable members to pursuade their event organisers
to pursue the funding application round which will
close on 1 October 2012.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Bendigo West raised with me an issue
in relation to the funding of the Ravenswood
interchange. The member indicated that I had written to
advise that the Ravenswood interchange had been
included in a submission to the Nation Building
program and that I was following this through. She
claimed that in fact the interchange had not been
included in the latest round of Nation Building funding
and that I intended to follow it up in the next round.
What I think may have happened with this particular
project is this: I recall that prior to the last election an
announcement was made by the member for Bendigo
East that $7 million had been provided by the former
Labor government for the planning of this project. That
being the case, upon coming to office I assumed that
that funding was in the pipeline and the project was
flowing, as they normally do when that sort of funding
is provided. So you can imagine how surprised I was
when I asked for a project report on the Ravenswood
interchange to find out from VicRoads that in fact no
money had been allocated by the former Labor
government. Not a cent had been allocated to that
project. That of course set the process back. What I
understand is that in the dying days of the election
campaign a promise was made by the caretaker
government but no funding was actually allocated
through the relevant portfolio. I will follow this issue up
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for the member for Bendigo West in relation to the next
application for Nation Building funding.
As I am sure the member for Bendigo West would be
aware, indications from the federal government are that
both the Infrastructure Australia bids and the Nation
Building bids are going to be wrapped up together.
Because of a lack of funding provided by the Gillard
federal government to Victoria, it will be a very
competitive process going forward to try to get these
projects up. What I would suggest to the member for
Bendigo West, and indeed to all members on the other
side, is that if we put forward applications to the Nation
Building program for funding, that they do not cherry
pick. Each and every one of those projects is going to
be extremely important. For instance, if there happened
to be a further application for funding for the east–west
link on top of funding for the Ravenswood interchange,
those projects should be supported wholeheartedly by
all members of the opposite side, including the member
for Bendigo West, because they involve significant
construction jobs and they provide great incentives in
relation to improving productivity. We want to make
sure that when those applications go in they get 100 per
cent support from both sides of the chamber, because
with a limited amount of funds available the process is
going to be very competitive right around Australia.
The member for Clayton raised an issue with me in
relation to additional train services on the Pakenham
and Cranbourne lines. As the member for Clayton
would be aware, since coming to office the coalition
government has so far introduced something in the
order of 1000 additional train services across the
metropolitan network. My understanding is that that
particular offer in terms of bringing out the greenfield
timetable early was made to the former Labor
government, and it chose not to take it up. The former
Minister for Public Transport slid it into the bottom
drawer and waited until after the election, and we still
do not know, had there been a different outcome in that
election, whether or not the Labor government would
have had the ticker to introduce a new greenfield
timetable — something that we certainly picked up and
ran with. It was only recently, in terms of those
1000 additional services, that 350-odd services were
provided as part of the opening of the new South
Morang line.
On top of that, we introduced 10-minute services on the
Frankston, Dandenong and Ringwood lines. We are
heading towards what we would call a metro-style
service in that regard. Ten-minute services are what we
would like to think we could see introduced across the
metropolitan train network into the future. There is a lot
of work to be done and a lot more investment to be
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made. For instance we know in terms of getting that
type of outcome that we would need support for the
Melbourne Metro tunnel, and once again it is very
disappointing that we did not get any funding from the
federal government this time around. The money that
has been provided for that project has been provided by
the Liberal-Nationals coalition government in terms of
putting in money and making sure that we get outcomes
into the future to provide those additional services.
I will say that in terms of punctuality my latest report
today shows that nearly 92 per cent of trains are
running on time in the metropolitan network. That is a
fantastic outcome, with no ice-creams and no water
bottles out there being thrown at the passengers left
stranded on stations by the former Labor government.
We are getting on with the job. We are making the
improvements that are necessary. I can assure the
member for Clayton that the Pakenham and
Cranbourne lines will be taken into consideration as the
new timetable changes come forward. I understand
there is another one coming forward with the Sunbury
electrification project, and there will be a further
improvement to timetables later on this year.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — The member for Gippsland East raised a
matter regarding funding for soccer facilities in his
electorate. Firstly, I thank the member for raising this
matter, because I know he is very passionate about the
activities, particularly in sport and recreation, in the
large electorate of Gippsland East; I think it is about the
third or fourth largest electorate in the state.
Mr Bull interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for Gippsland
East tells me it is the third largest. In his adjournment
matter tonight the member spoke about Howitt Park,
Bairnsdale, and the fact that it is on the Princes
Highway. I was interested to hear him saying that on
lovely balmy nights he drives down there and many
people are playing soccer and being active. He knows I
have a strong theme and a couple of principles that I
work on in my office, and they are that we want to have
active and healthy communities, and we need facilities
for active communities. We could then get more people
more active more often.
I am pleased to inform the member for Gippsland East
that I have recently approved some funding through the
latest round of grants by the Strengthening the World
Game program for his electorate. East Gippsland Shire
Council, which put in the application in cooperation
with the club, will receive $100 000 for the Howitt Park
lighting project to enable the main soccer field at the
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facility to be lit to competition match practice standard.
There is no doubt that this project will increase
participation in soccer, and that is good news.
Mr Bull — Fantastic news.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for Gippsland
East says it is fantastic — it is more than fantastic; it is
great news because we can get more people more
active.
Right across Victoria we are having difficulties catering
for the explosion of people playing soccer. In fact
across Victoria since 2007 there has been an increase in
registered players of 400 per cent, so there are a lot of
people of all ages playing soccer and there is a lot of
growth, particularly in women’s soccer.
The member for Gippsland East can be very proud of
the fact that he has been lobbying for this project. I am
pleased to say that people will be able to use this
facility, because in Gippsland the sun goes down about
half an hour earlier than it does in western Victoria.
This facility will allow people to play longer into the
night and get greater use out of the fantastic Howitt
Park reserve.
I am informed that the East Gippsland soccer club is
one of the largest in the Gippsland region. That club
and other clubs there will benefit enormously from this
project. I look forward to visiting the club with the
member for Gippsland East, hearing about the progress
and possibly visiting the ground once the lights are
installed and fully functional. Congratulations again on
the great advocacy from the member for Gippsland
East on behalf of his electorate.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I am very pleased to join the adjournment
debate tonight in response to the member for Morwell.
There is no greater advocate for mental health services
in their electorate than the member for Morwell. We
have very regular conversations about the challenges
for his constituents and the people in the broader
Latrobe Valley in relation to mental health services.
There are very significant gaps, and as he outlined in
his statement, we have been seeking to address those
gaps in mental health services for the people in
Morwell and the broader Latrobe Valley through the
investments we are making.
The topic he has raised tonight is a very important
one — that is, the provision of services for new mums
who experience postnatal depression, postnatal
psychosis or other mental illnesses. We know that a
significant number of mothers experience depression.
About 1 in 10 women experiences depression during
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pregnancy, and almost 1 in 5 experiences depression in
the weeks and months after giving birth. Many of them
can be managed in a home environment, but the reality
is that a number require a higher level of clinical
treatment.
It was a very clear election commitment by this
coalition government that I am very proud of that for
the first time mother and baby service units are going to
be developed in regional Victoria. Up until now the
only option for new mums experiencing severe
depression has been to come to Melbourne, which
meant leaving their babies behind, or being admitted to
adult wards in their communities, where they are not
able to be with their babies either. We know that the
first weeks and months following birth are a critical
time for attachment. It can have serious implications for
a mother’s recovery, and for the new babies as well in
terms of their attachment to their mothers, if they are
separated. So I am very proud that we are delivering on
mother and baby units for regional Victoria.
We have announced where two of those three mother
and baby units will be: one in Ballarat, which I was
very pleased to announce just in the last week, and one
in Bendigo. There is one more unit in relation to which
we are finalising our deliberations, and I am very happy
to take into account the advocacy of the member for
Morwell in relation to mothers in Gippsland and the
needs they have. We know that there were over
3000 babies born in the Gippsland region just in the last
financial year. There is no doubt that there is a high
volume of births there. That is one of the important
criteria on which we base our considerations about
where these units will be located.
I thank the member for Morwell for his advocacy for
people with a mental illness in his community broadly
and, importantly, for new mothers who experience the
very difficult issues of postnatal depression or
psychosis. I can only reiterate how proud I am that the
coalition government is delivering these important
services to regional Victoria.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Ballarat West raised with me the issue of
leaking toilets and maintenance that needs to be done at
Delacombe Primary School in her electorate. She also
talked about the importance of the work that is being
done within that school community and by the staff at
the school. I certainly commend the school for what is
being done there. As the member said, many of our
schools take on this proxy role within the community of
supporting families and students from families that are
struggling with a whole range of issues.

ADJOURNMENT
2304

ASSEMBLY

I think Delacombe, like all other schools in Victoria,
will benefit from the fact that we are moving tens of
millions of dollars out of the regions into the schools in
clusters so that our student support officers, like speech
therapists, psychologists and visiting teachers, will be
attached to the schools and will work with the schools
to build up those very important relationships with
parents, teachers and obviously students. I imagine that
Delacombe Primary School would have a primary
welfare officer as well, which is a very important
program.
Maintenance is an immediate concern, because the
toilets are leaking as we speak. We have increased the
base maintenance funding for schools by about 48 per
cent, after a fall under the previous government, so
there is immediate money available. Not all of the
$100 million that we announced in last year’s budget
will go to that base maintenance funding for schools; it
will also go to regions and centrally as well, so if there
are major concerns and that money has already been
used up, there is more money available for those sorts
of maintenance issues where a project may be out of the
reach of a school and the school needs that sort of
emergency support.
In addition, and I know this is a more immediate
concern, we have an extra $20 million in this year’s
budget to pick up the priority cases from the audit that
is about to be finished of all government schools in
terms of their maintenance needs, but obviously this is
an immediate concern. I will follow it up with the
department tomorrow and see how we can support the
school in that immediate maintenance concern.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — The member for Bellarine raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning.
The action she seeks is for the minister to ensure the
inclusion of the Portarlington to Port Melbourne ferry
in the study into a commuter ferry service on Port
Phillip Bay, and I will refer that matter to the attention
of the minister for his direct response.
The member for Ballarat East raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. The action he seeks is for the minister to
reinstate $20 million to the University of Ballarat
TAFE budget, and I will refer that matter to the
attention of the minister for his direct response.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.52 p.m.
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inundation and has high mould counts in many
classrooms and common areas;

Thursday, 24 May 2012
The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

3.

student education is being severely and adversely
affected due to the need for off-site student relocation
and the cancellation of classes for significant periods and
the postponement of many school events/functions;

4.

the school has had provisional improvement notices
placed on 16 classrooms, including the library, music
and science wings, making the school environment an
occupational health and safety hazard.

Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 13 to
22 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.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Buses: Mill Park electorate
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The petitioners therefore request that the state government
immediately commit to funding a complete rebuild and
modernisation of GPSC at its existing location and further
that in the interim the state government provide sufficient
portable classrooms to offset any space lost from the school
structures both as a consequence of the recent damage and
during the complete rebuild and modernisation process.

By Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) (299 signatures).

Duncans Road, Werribee: traffic management

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the Baillieu
government’s cancellation of, and changes to, bus services in
the north. In particular, we note:

This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the need for the
state government to fund the construction of a full diamond
interchange at Duncans Road, Werribee.

1.

In particular, we note:

2.

reductions in these bus services have occurred without
community consultation;
the changes have brought about significant
inconvenience and additional travelling time for families
who rely on buses for school, work, shops and medical
appointments.

The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
immediately restores services where these inconveniences
have been caused, and provides new investment for services
to meet the needs of our growing community.

1.

there are currently no on and off ramps on the Princes
Freeway at Duncans Road for travellers to and from
Geelong, which impacts on travel times and also the
level of congestion within Werribee;

2.

with developments like Riverwalk, Wyndham Harbour
and the Werribee employment precinct, the area of
Wyndham is growing at a rate of 8.8 per cent or
12 500 people per year;

3.

with such growth, investment in infrastructure, such as a
full diamond interchange at Duncans Road, is necessary
to ensure amenity for commuters both local and those
coming into the area for employment and tourism
purposes;

4.

the state government has not committed any funding to
the Duncans Road interchange in its first budget and has
given no indication that they intend to do so in 2012–13.

By Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park)
(2164 signatures).

Galvin Park Secondary College: funding
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the need for the
state government to fully fund and modernise Galvin Park
Secondary College (GPSC) as a matter of urgency.
In particular, we note:
1.

2.

due to poor design and high levels of rainfall inundating
the school structure and in particular its roofing, many of
GPSC’s classrooms and facilities are uninhabitable;
student and teacher welfare is being compromised by a
facility that is structurally unsound, poorly designed, has
substantial amounts of asbestos in its floor, ceiling and
walls that has been disturbed because of water

The petitioners therefore request that the state government
immediately commit to funding for the planning and
construction of a full diamond interchange at Duncans Road,
Werribee.

By Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) (137 signatures).

Planning: Brunswick terminal station
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the people of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house the deep concern the recent action of the Minister
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for Planning, Matthew Guy, and the Baillieu government in
approving amendment C140 to the Moreland planning
scheme, rezoning the site of the Brunswick terminal station
and approving the building of an additional 66-kilovolt
facility alongside the existing 22-kilovolt terminal.
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Annual Plan 2012–13.

The petitioners note:
the proposal was twice rejected by Moreland City
Council as a part of the local planning process and the
actions of the minister in rezoning the site have ridden
roughshod over that process;
answers have been sought of the state government about
significant unresolved questions about the health and
safety of the redeveloped facility and the appropriate
safety standard for such an industrial facility in a purely
residential and environmentally sensitive area;
calls had been made of the state government to work
with the power companies to fully explore other
appropriate sites, specifically in an industrial setting, for
the facility;
these significant questions and calls of the state
government remain unanswered and unacted upon.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the Baillieu government to reverse
this decision, acknowledge the significant concerns of the
local community and work with the energy companies
involved to fully explore another appropriate site.

By Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown)
(257 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mill Park be considered next day of
motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Thomastown be considered next day of
motion of Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown).

VICTORIAN AUDITOR-GENERAL’S
OFFICE
Financial audit
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That under section 17 of the Audit Act 1994 Mr Steven
Bradby of Lawler Draper Dillon, chartered accountants, in
Melbourne be appointed for three years:
(1) to conduct the financial audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office for the financial years
ending 30 June 2012, 30 June 2013 and 30 June
2014;
(2) in accordance with the terms and conditions and
remuneration of a person appointed by the
Parliament of Victoria pursuant to section 17 of the
Audit Act 1994, as appended to the relevant tender
brief in appendix 1 of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the Appointment
of a Person to Conduct the Financial Audit of the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office under
section 17 of the Audit Act 1994 (parliamentary
paper no. 137, session 2010–12);
(3) at the following maximum fixed fee levels of
remuneration:
(a) $32 600 (plus GST) for audit services for the
year ended 30 June 2012;
(b) $34 000 (plus GST) for audit services for the
year ended 30 June 2013; and
(c) $35 000 (plus GST) for audit services for the
year ended 30 June 2014.

Motion agreed to.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Conduct of 2010 Victorian state election
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

Ordered that message be sent to Council seeking
agreement to resolution.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That Ms Allan be discharged from attendance on the Dispute
Resolution Committee and that Mr Merlino be appointed in
her place.

Motion agreed to.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 5 June
2012.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Disability services: national insurance scheme
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — When I am asked
what the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS)
means to me, it is the assurance that it will be there to
provide the services that will be required by my son
long after I am dead and buried and that the provision
of these services will not be determined by where he
lives, how he incurred his disability, how strongly the
people around him advocate on his behalf or any other
combination of events or experiences but determined
by his need.
When I think over what I have missed the most in being
the mother of a child, now an adult, with a disability, it
has to be the loss of being his mum. I feel I have spent
most of his life being his carer, his advocate, his case
manager and his worker. I will never forget the
overwhelming sense of relief that was felt by me and
other carers at the announcement by federal Labor that
the NDIS would be funded. It was such an amazing
experience being at Federation Square with thousands
of other people all united in the same cause: to give
those with disabilities dignity, justice, adequate services
and a fair go.
However, we need absolute assurance. The mixed
messages of the federal opposition, which provide no
definitive answer on a financial commitment to this
scheme, are cruel and unfair. I urge the Baillieu
government to appeal to its federal counterparts to
absolutely and unequivocally support the NDIS. We
have waited long enough, and now it is time, but we
require all governments at every level and of all
persuasions to be absolutely committed to valuing and
reforming the lives of people with disabilities and those
who love and care for them.

Budget: Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — This year’s
state budget was positive news for the people of the
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Nepean electorate. They understand the mess that
Labor left, and they understand the current international
and national economic issues. They also understand
there are no easy fixes and improvement will take time.
Specifically Rosebud Primary School was very happy
to know it can complete the planning up to the tender
documentation stage of its modernisation project. The
remaining funding will be delivered as promised in this
term of government. The $40 million upgrade of
Frankston Hospital’s emergency department has also
been welcomed. A number of local emergency cases
end up at Frankston, and a larger, more efficient
emergency department will see more ambulances freed
up and therefore better response times.
We also welcome further funding for the expansion of
the A-class Boneo treatment plant and the completion
of the upgrade of the eastern treatment plant to produce
A-class effluent. The upgrade will free up millions of
litres of water for reuse and go a long way to improving
conditions at the Boags Rocks outfall.

Education: excellence awards
Mr DIXON — On another matter, it was an honour
to be part of the Victorian Education Excellence
Awards last Friday night. We celebrate the
achievements of many teachers, principals, teams and
community members who have excelled in their field
and made significant contributions to the high standard
of government school education in Victoria. The
department, my team and I have much to learn from
them, and we look forward to supporting them over the
coming years in their important work.

Qantas: maintenance jobs
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — It is a sad and
worrying time for workers and their families in
Bellarine and Geelong with the announcement this
week that Qantas has cut 113 jobs from its maintenance
services at Avalon, with more jobs to go. The news is a
terrible blow to all those women and men who have
been loyal members of the Qantas workforce and a
blow to Geelong. The future for them and their families
is now uncertain; for many of them finding a new job is
going to be extremely difficult.
This week the Premier told the house that he should be
congratulated for saving the jobs at Avalon. I am pretty
sure the 113 workers will not be congratulating the
Premier, nor will the remaining workers, as the only
commitment to ongoing jobs at Avalon is for the short
to medium term whilst Qantas maintains its 747 fleet.
This is not a win but a short reprieve. The government
has also failed to outline any strategies to respond to
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this announcement — no strategy to assist these
workers and no strategy to assist with retraining. In fact
the recent massive funding cuts to TAFE, and
particularly the Gordon TAFE, of around $14 million
will make the job even harder to provide retraining
opportunities for these workers. The Premier must now
meet with those Qantas workers and outline to them
and the community of Geelong what this government is
now going to do to support them and other jobs in
Geelong. My thoughts are with the workers and their
families who are currently facing an uncertain future.

Alan Campbell
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I speak today about Alan Frazer Campbell,
a distinguished Australian, a kind gentleman and an
East Doncaster resident, who passed away on 28 April
2012, aged 87. Alan was born in 1925 in
Murwillumbah in New South Wales and at 19 enlisted
in the Royal Australian Air Force, training as a radio
operator and air gunner. Awarded the War Medal and
the Australian Service Medal, he achieved the rank of
leading aircraftman. After the war ended, Mr Campbell
married Myra Parker, and they went on to have four
children: Bruce, John, Lloyd and Carol.
Alan worked in a number of roles, including at
International Harvester, Gillette and General Motors
Holden before he obtained a formal qualification in
accounting and went on to work at the Royal Women’s
Hospital and for 12 years at the then Camberwell City
Council. Mr Campbell actively served in many
voluntary roles during his life, as president of the
south-east Gippsland district football league, on the
Dandenong Technical School council and as a district
leader for the scout association. He joined the Box Hill
RSL in 1997, transferring to his local branch of
Doncaster in 2004, where he was elected president, a
role he served in for three years from 2007.
I first met Alan when I was a candidate for the seat of
Doncaster in 2006 and got to know and respect him
over the past five years. He had a great idea that a
learning experience for young people and a helping
hand for the ageing membership would be to develop a
partnership with the Doncaster Secondary College so
that students could run the Remembrance Day service,
a thing that continues today and will always be his
legacy. I extend my deepest sympathies to his wife and
family.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I rise
today to highlight the serious concerns about the
massive cutback of some one-third of its funding that
Chisholm TAFE is facing on top of the $4 million
funding cuts by the state government last year.
Chisholm TAFE is the biggest TAFE in Victoria with
six campuses, including, as you would know, Speaker,
those at Wonthaggi and Dromana, and a dedicated
teaching workforce. Many of those teachers have
deliberately chosen to work in the TAFE sector to
support people who are not going to go to university,
those wanting to make their lives better and women
coming back to the workforce. They help them to build
up their skills and confidence and get them job ready.
These massive cutbacks are going to hurt the
low-income communities of the south-eastern suburbs
quite severely. Of course we will see a whole lot of
courses disappear, and it is shocking that some
comments from government members imply that these
are Mickey Mouse courses, because there are many
important courses being run that help bring people back
into the workforce and make people’s lives so much
better. So many teachers will lose their jobs and so
many courses will disappear. There will be massive
increases in student fees for the courses that are left.
We have had a huge investment in public infrastructure
in campuses like Dandenong, Cranbourne, Berwick and
Frankston, as well as others. This infrastructure will be
underutilised; it will be lying dormant because of this
government — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Victorian Interpreting and Translating Service
LanguageLink: board
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — I wish to place on the record my
appreciation for the work done by the members of the
Victorian Interpreting and Translating Service
LanguageLink board whose terms have expired. As
members would be aware, VITS LanguageLink is a
state-owned interpreting and translation service
provider. It specialises in communicating with
Victorian multicultural communities in over
100 languages. It is renowned for its expertise in all
facets of interpreting and translating, including onsite,
telephone and conference interpreting and multilingual
desktop publishing. It also provides specialist services
such as training in cross-cultural communication,
multilingual information services and multicultural
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consultancies. It has been active in providing a valuable
service to all Victorians over the years.
I therefore place on record my gratitude for and
appreciation of Mr Alex Andrianopoulos, the former
chair, who has served on the board since 2006. Alex
showed passion, understanding and commitment,
ensuring that the organisation remained professional
while meeting the needs of all Victorians, especially
newly arrived migrants and refugees. The other board
members who were appointed by the former
government are Ms Voula Messimeri-Kianidis,
Ms Marina Williams-Wynn, Ms Miriam Suss,
Mr Grahame Leonard, Mr Ozan Ibrisim and Mr Trevor
Tappenden.

E. J. Whitten Bridge: safety barriers
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to highlight the
urgent need for public safety barriers to be erected on
the E. J. Whitten Bridge, located on the Western Ring
Road on the edge of my electorate. Unfortunately on
17 March one of my constituents committed suicide by
jumping off this bridge. This is a devastating tragedy
not only for this young man but also for his family and
the wider community. His sister Marijano Brekalo has
been campaigning for barriers on this bridge since her
brother’s death. She has written to me, VicRoads, the
Minister for Roads and the local newspapers. In a
recent letter to me she wrote:
It is too late for my family. We will endure this pain forever
but further deaths on this bridge are preventable. Let’s not let
more families feel this pain.

The E. J. Whitten Bridge will be upgraded as part of the
M80 ring-road upgrade. I urge VicRoads and the
Minister for Roads to take the request for public safety
barriers seriously and include them in the final design. I
also call for those barriers to be installed before the
upgrade in 2014.
The issue of suicide is not limited to this one case;
unfortunately it is a real issue across the state and
particularly in the western suburbs. I recently spoke to
some Metro Trains Melbourne workers on the
Sydenham line who indicated to me that every other
day there is a suicide or attempted suicide along that
train line. I urge the government to ensure that proper
services are provided.

Beaconhills College, Berwick campus:
technology building
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to congratulate
Beaconhills College, and in particular its Berwick
campus, which recently opened its new technology
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building. The new building will assist young people at
that school to work on a range of hands-on skills,
including in technologies like laser cutting and in
working with their hands in the tool shop. It is a great
piece of work, and you see the fantastic foyer when you
walk in. Credit should go to Tony Sheumack, the
headmaster of Beaconhills College, and Jenny
Williams, head of that campus.
The facility cost $3.8 million. It is an example of what a
school can achieve if it is allowed to manage money, if
we understand that a principal can deal with money and
build a facility for students and for the future. I suggest
that the federal government have a look at this building
to gain an understanding that you can get facilities that
will be there for the long term built within a good
budget, unlike the federal government’s Building the
Education Revolution projects which cost many
thousands of dollars per square metre, and a lot of
which were sheds or buildings that the schools did not
want.
The buildings put in place by Beaconhills College,
involving work with its management, its builders and
within its community, have provided a facility that is
not good just for now but is something that will be there
well and truly into the future. From attending the school
and speaking to some of its students it is evident to me
that what has been achieved already through this
building has been fantastic.

Greensborough College: funding
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I raise again in this
house the complete failure of the Baillieu government
to support the Greensborough College community in
my electorate. I have had cause to speak about
Greensborough College many times in this house, and I
am very disappointed that the Baillieu government has
snubbed the school community yet again. Because of
the college’s growing student population, the previous
government included this school in its Victorian
schools plan so that it would be completely rebuilt. The
announcement was made back in 2010. However,
everyone was shell-shocked when the new
Liberal-Nationals Baillieu government scrapped the
Victorian schools plan which had seen over 550 schools
rebuilt, renovated or upgraded over the previous four
years.
Greensborough College was one of the Baillieu
government’s first victims when the Minister for
Education cancelled any plans to rebuild the school
shortly after taking office. In the lead-up to the last
budget, the school asked the government to provide
funding only for planning work, but the government
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has again turned its back on Greensborough College.
To rub salt into the wound this school, along with other
local secondary colleges such as Bundoora Secondary
College and Macleod College, was hard hit by the
government’s cuts to the Victorian certificate of applied
learning program and along with all of the primary
schools in my area will be hard hit by the Baillieu
government’s cuts to the School Start bonus and the
education maintenance allowance. The combined
impact of all these decisions on working families is
significant and will be compounded by the cuts to the
TAFE sector.

Thursday, 24 May 2012

Knox Hungarian Senior Citizens Club:
celebration
Mrs VICTORIA — In the lead-up to Mothers’ Day
I was delighted to be able to share a wonderful
celebration with the Knox Hungarian Senior Citizens
group. Under the nurturing and very capable leadership
of Les Stevens, the 100-plus attendees enjoyed the most
fantastic goulash, accompanied by lots of singing and
even dancing. I thank Les and everyone who made me
feel very welcome on this terrific occasion.

Carbon tax: economic impact
I call on the Minister for Education to apologise to the
Greensborough College community for snubbing them
and to take a stronger stand for schools like
Greensborough College in next year’s budget
discussions. Families in my area, like everywhere else,
want their kids to have the education and skills to get a
good job, something the Baillieu government just does
not get.

Mrs VICTORIA — Members of the state
parliamentary Labor Party should hang their heads in
collective shame for not standing up for Victorian jobs
by urging their federal counterparts to stop the
introduction of the carbon tax. Extra costs are the last
thing my local Bayswater district businesses and
families need during these challenging financial times.

Melbourne Museum: ancient Mesopotamia
exhibition

Greeks in the Far Orient — A Remarkable
History: book launch

Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Yet again the
team at the Melbourne Museum has staged a
world-class exhibition in this, the arts capital of
Australia. The exhibition, entitled The Wonders of
Ancient Mesopotamia, is an array of beautiful and
intriguing artefacts which explain much about why we
do things the way we do in modern society — for
example, why we have a 60-second minute and a
60-minute hour. The representatives of the British
Museum who assisted in this collaborative project
expressed how delighted they were with the
Victorian-created digital and static displays. The local
input is something to be proud of. Congratulations to all
involved.

Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — Early in May I
attended the launch in Melbourne by the Honourable
John Brumby and the Honourable Theo Theophanous
of the book entitled Greeks in the Far Orient — A
Remarkable History written by
Professor Anastasios M. Tamis. The book was also
launched in Sydney by the Honourable Bob Hawke.
The book is a 698-page volume containing
420 unpublished photographs depicting Greek
immigration and settlement in the far east. In his
preface to the book, which is now available in English,
Professor Spiros Vryonis writes that the primary aim of
the publication is to narrate and analyse the history of
Greek and Cypriot settlement in countries of the Far
Orient and China, Japan, Korea and the Philippines
from 1875 to date.

Rotary Club of Bayswater: art show
Mrs VICTORIA — For 38 years the Rotary Club
of Bayswater has brought quality art to the eastern
suburbs of Melbourne with its annual art show. This
year the president, Neill Sheldon, and his team of
dedicated helpers put on a fantastic fundraiser, with
profits being donated to Irabina. The show takes a full
12 months of planning, and the professionalism and
dedication of all involved is evident in the high standard
of presentations and the entries. Well done to everyone!

Professor Tamis of the University of Notre Dame
Australia, conducted research for over five years, from
2005 to 2010, covering 12 countries. The author and his
team of researchers identified, categorised, documented
and analysed thousands of documents and collected
over 2000 photographs from the period 1890 to 2010.
They held over 400 interviews with important diaspora
figures, pioneer settlers and their descendants in the
host countries, which resulted in the production of over
3000 pages of oral history. An official presentation of
the book in Australia is scheduled for 4 November,
followed by presentations in China, Japan, Korea, the
Philippines, the USA and Canada. Former Prime
Minister R. J. Hawke characterised the book as ‘an epic
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achievement and a labour of love’ and congratulated
Professor Tamis on his work and his determination to
conduct pioneer research based mainly on oral history.

Interchange Central Gippsland: volunteers
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Last weekend I had the
opportunity to attend Interchange Central Gippsland’s
volunteer appreciation event, which coincided with
National Volunteers Week. This was an opportunity to
acknowledge and give public thanks to a dedicated
team of volunteers for the contributions and support
they provide to young Gippslanders with a disability
and their families. There were many service certificates
awarded on the day to a loyal band of volunteers, and in
particular I acknowledge Young Volunteer of the Year,
Shantal Kelly, and Adult Volunteer of the Year, Trevor
Waite, who, along with his wife, Yvonne, is well
respected in the community for services in the disability
sector. I say a big well done to Deb Knight from
Interchange Central Gippsland for hosting such a
wonderful event and also to Louise McCluskey and the
Royal Automobile Club of Victoria team for their
sponsorship and support.

Yinnar Young Farmers: reunion ball
Mr NORTHE — I also had the great privilege of
attending the Yinnar Young Farmers reunion ball last
Saturday evening, which was an opportunity to honour
and thank the original founders of the Yinnar Young
Farmers. I commend the likes of Sally Gee, Dave Smith
and Tony Lawless for organising such a successful
event — —
Mr Weller — Great people!
Mr NORTHE — Great people. It was wonderful to
see many past representatives of the Yinnar Young
Farmers present including inaugural president, Marion
O’Hara, and secretary Des Bennett, along with the
legendary Jack Vinall and Lloyd Wicks.
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allowance (EMA). Members will know that the EMA
came in two parts — one part went to low-income
families and the other part went to schools. It is this
school component that has been slashed. I have spoken
to a number of staff members at schools in the
Macedon electorate, and they are deeply concerned
about the impact this will have on their ability to
support low-income families.
At many schools 50 per cent of the families who send
their children to those schools are in receipt of this
allowance — for example, at Sunbury College the
EMA was used to pay for a range of resources,
including school diaries and handbooks, provided to
students from low-income families. Part of the EMA
was also used to pay for subject materials for
low-income families. These charges vary from subject
to subject — for example, charges in relation to
woodwork vary from $25 to $45, while outdoor
education costs $300. Low-income families who cannot
afford these charges had them paid or subsidised by the
EMA. Theoretically all these families will now have to
meet the full costs, and we know many will not be able
to do so.
What are the students expected to do? This government
does not care what they do — the students can stay at
home and miss excursions or not have the ability to
enrol in a particular subject or the school will continue
to try to support these families and find funds from
other areas. We know this will ultimately be
unsustainable. Some schools will lose over $200 000
per year, depending on the size of the school and the
number of students from low-income families who
attend the school. The government is cutting the funds
of families and schools who need them the most.
On top of cuts to Victorian certificate of applied
learning coordination and TAFE — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Victorian Young Farmers: funding

Former government: financial management

Mr NORTHE — The coalition government, which
understands the importance of the Victorian Young
Farmers organisation, has reinstated financial support to
Victorian Young Farmers to the tune of $400 000 over
the next four years to assist Victorian Young Farmers to
develop social and professional networks for young
farmers and rural youth.

Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I wish to remind the
people of Victoria about the recent blatant stunt by the
Leader of the Opposition in the Parliament as well as
his appalling record while in charge of our state
finances. In my electorate of Rodney, he damaged our
community by saying no to a much-needed new
hospital in Echuca. When the Labor Party was in
government it surrendered $5.6 million of Building the
Education Revolution money for an important school
merger of Echuca West Primary School, Echuca South
Primary School and the Echuca Specialist School.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise to condemn the
government’s cuts to the education maintenance
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While in charge of the state finances the Leader of the
Opposition also ignored the deteriorating state of our
roads, leaving us with terrible driving conditions across
our electorate and jeopardising the road safety of all.
The state was left in a financial mess after the Labor
government chalked up numerous instances of
overspending, leaving us with no money for important
projects, many of which were implemented and then
abandoned by the Leader of the Opposition and his
government.
Incidents of overspending totalling some billions have
crippled the state — —
Dr Sykes — Billions!
Mr WELLER — Billions. They have crippled the
state’s economy. There is $1.82 million a day being
spent on the desalination plant, which will not be used
for years. Eleven days worth of funding of the
desalination plant could easily fund the $20 million
school merger in my electorate. Adding to the list of
overspending are the myki system, which is $350
million over budget, and the relocation of the
Melbourne Markets, which is $300 million over budget.
The people of my electorate need more than just stunts.
Victorians will get action while we work hard to repair
the damage left by the Labor government and the
opposition leader. We will look to take action on issues
that will benefit our region and this state.

Victorian certificate of applied learning:
funding
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The
Baillieu government has set our young people up for
further unemployment and longer jobless queues. In
last year’s budget the Baillieu government cut
$48 million from the VCAL (Victorian certificate of
applied learning) program. Even after the terrible
impact that has had on our young people, this year’s
budget has failed to reinstate VCAL coordination
funding. Narre Warren South P–12 College, the largest
VCAL provider in the state, has lost $126 000 from its
VCAL program.
Last week I picked up the local paper, and there was
one of the most breathtaking acts of hypocrisy I have
seen from any politician. The Minister for Education,
who still spins the line that there have been no funding
cuts to VCAL, was posing and presenting awards to
VCAL students from the Narre Warren South P–12
College. Outstanding students Lachlan Warner and
Nathan Seeber deserve recognition for sure — my
congratulations — as do their teachers for the support
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they give the students so they can be their best, but I bet
the staff and students at the college would have liked a
cheque from the minister for the $126 000 he has
robbed from their school budget.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Ms GRALEY — After limiting young people’s
options at secondary school, the government now is
taking the axe to our TAFEs. In this budget the Baillieu
government has slashed $290 million from the TAFE
sector. This has threatened the viability of many TAFE
institutes, with directors unable to say whether their
TAFEs will stay open. They have been left with little
choice but to sack staff, cancel courses, close campuses
or massively increase fees. Funding for Chisholm
TAFE, in my electorate, will be cut by $25 million. The
members of the Liberal-Nationals government should
hang their heads in shame for their attacks on the
education and the job futures of our young people. I say
to the minister that the disingenuous media
opportunities do not help.

Braeside Park: community garden and nursery
open day
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — Last Sunday I
attended the community garden and nursery open day
at Braeside Park, which included a barbecue for the
Friends of Braeside Park. The friends do a magnificent
job. I thank all the friends, particularly Bev Bancroft,
Judith Sise and Dorothea Kassell, for educating me on
the local plants, as well as president Margaret Hunter,
secretary Elsie Anderson, Bev as treasurer and ranger
Des Lucas.

Benevolent Association of Nafpaktians:
Mother’s Day lunch
Ms WREFORD — Last Sunday I also attended the
Benevolent Association of Nafpaktians Mother’s Day
lunch. It included the opening of a new $35 000 floor
by the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship. I want to thank everyone at the association
for their hospitality and their excellent work day to day,
particularly the president, Bill Prappas.

Dingley Village Community Bank:
10th anniversary
Ms WREFORD — I recently attended the Bendigo
Bank’s Dingley Village Community Bank
10th anniversary celebration. The community bank
handed out $200 000 in grants to local community
groups. What a fantastic effort! The beneficiaries
included Dingley Village Neighbourhood Centre,
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Dingley Village Community Advice Bureau, Christ
Church Dingley, Kingswood Primary School, Dingley
Kindergarten Centres, Dingley Sports and Recreation
Club, the parents association of St Marks Primary
School, the Abbeyfield Society of Dingley Village,
Dingley Village Historical Society, the Little Villagers
Child Care, the Salvation Army Kingston Gardens
community church, Springvale Benevolent Society, the
Australian Welsh Male Choir, the challenge grant 2020
committee, the Springvale and District Netball
Association and the Dingley Tennis Club. Well done to
the community bank.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to lament the Baillieu
government’s savage $290 million cuts to our TAFE
system, which will cost 2000 jobs and hundreds of
courses. The Victorian economy is going backwards
under this government. We have a skills shortage and
need to be providing more training opportunities. TAFE
campuses in Victoria play an extremely important role
in providing opportunities for Victorians to up-skill, to
further their education or to gain a trade certificate so
they can access more highly skilled and better paid
jobs.
These funding cutbacks fly in the face of the Council of
Australian Governments agreement signed in April this
year with the federal government and will brutally
affect the operation of the successful local campuses of
Holmesglen and Chisholm, used by many young
people in my Clayton electorate. I wonder what the
members for Mount Waverley, Bentleigh, Mordialloc,
Carrum and Frankston have to say in supporting such
savage cuts. They are indefensible, and the minister
responsible needs to explain how he accepted the
budget cuts while the government is still holding out its
hands for the additional federal funding as per the
agreement reached just last April.
It is shameless. Students, parents, teachers and
employers are outraged by these cuts. Everyone is
outraged by these cuts except members of the Liberal
and Nationals parties. I call on members of these parties
to support their constituents by demanding — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Hon. William Kaye
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — With
profound sadness I note the passing of the Honourable
William Kaye, AO, QC, who died on 12 May. A
graduate of Melbourne University in arts and law, Bill
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Kaye saw active service during World War II as a
lieutenant in the Royal Australian Navy, serving on
both HMAS Warrego and HMAS Cowra. Returning
from war service, he signed the Victorian Bar roll in
October 1946. He rapidly developed an extensive
practice and a reputation as a formidable advocate.
Bill Kaye also participated in a number of important
inquiries, in particular the West Gate Bridge royal
commission and the board of inquiry into allegations of
corruption in the Victoria Police — the so called
abortion inquiry — of which he was chair. He served a
number of years on the Victorian Bar Council,
ultimately as its chairman. He was president of the
Australian Bar Association and an executive member of
the Law Council of Australia before his elevation to the
Victorian Supreme Court.
Justice Kaye served with distinction on the Supreme
Court for 19 years. His Honour continued to serve his
community, taking leadership roles in several bodies,
from Monash University and the International
Association of Jewish Lawyers and Jurists right
through to the Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals. I extend my sincere condolences to
his wife, Henrietta, and to his extensive and loving
family on the passing of a very great, exemplary and
honourable man. Judge, long life to your family.

Chandler Highway: bridge upgrade
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Chandler
Highway bridge is a significant bottleneck that has been
consistently ranked in traffic surveys as one of
Melbourne’s most troublesome congestion points.
Residents in my electorate are particularly frustrated by
the delays it causes, as are public transport users —
particularly those on the SmartBus route into the city,
who are delayed by traffic from the freeway exit.
Cyclists and pedestrians have all had enough of this
significant pinch point. Under Labor plans to duplicate
the heritage-listed bridge were completed, and the
community was consulted every step of the way about
the best way to lessen congestion. While calls for an
upgrade to the bridge have been consistent, the
announcement by Amcor that it would vacate and sell
its land in Alphington highlighted the urgency of these
works.
As we know, major infrastructure projects have either
been canned or ground to a halt under this lazy and
incompetent Liberal government. Chandler Highway
bridge is just one such project — no matter that it
impacts immeasurably on the congestion problems in
Melbourne. Contrast this decision with Liberal
members’ insatiable desire for studies and
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consultancies, and you are left in no doubt that this
government and the Minister for Public Transport in
particular are simply not up to the job of fixing
Melbourne’s congestion woes. Put simply, we could
have duplicated the bridge on Chandler Highway at
least three times over with all the money the Minister
for Public Transport has spent on consultancies. It
would not be so bad if the minister were actually doing
something and building something following all the
studies he has commissioned, but he will not even
commit to works when his own studies recommend
proceeding. Unfortunately while this minister is doing
more studies than a fourth-year medical student, time is
being wasted and the community is being frustrated by
his incompetence.

Murray Goulburn Co-operative: job losses
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I continue to
work with the Moira Shire Council, which has acted
promptly to assist Cobram employees who are facing
retrenchment following the announcement of job cuts at
Murray Goulburn Co-operative. The job losses may
take up to $3 million from the local economy. Moira
has acted to establish a response plan to soften the
impact through counselling and job matching. In a
proactive move, seminars with job counsellors and
Centrelink officers to identify skills have been
arranged.

Floodstock 2012
Mr McCURDY — It was a celebration of
community spirit when the flood-ravaged communities
of Moira shire came together last weekend to share
experiences at Floodstock 2012 at the Numurkah town
hall. More than 200 photographs submitted by local
residents for the flood photography competition were
on display, with 15 of the photos enlarged and framed
for a silent auction with proceeds going to flood relief.
Many residents are still facing a long and painful flood
recovery process, and Floodstock 2012 provided a way
for the community to recognise this.

Lake Mulwala: Carp-O-Mania
Mr McCURDY — One of the biggest problems in
our waterways, the European carp, was highlighted at
the great carp carnival, Carp-O-Mania, at Lake
Mulwala. The carnival was organised by the Murray
Catchment Management Authority as a novel way of
showing people the problems carp and other pest fish
cause in the waterways of the Murray system.
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Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: flood mitigation hearing
Mr McCURDY — Last week’s public hearing in
Numurkah on flood mitigation infrastructure was
attended by 150 people. It is clear that both individual
and community flood plans are needed. I was grateful
to the parliamentary committee for coming to hear and
see firsthand the issues and emotions arising from the
floods. I thank committee members for listening to our
communities.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — When I started
my contribution last night I was talking about my
distress at the cutting of the education maintenance
allowance, which is clearly going to hurt low-income
families across my electorate and across the state. It
will put schools that have a high number of education
maintenance allowance students in their student bases
under great difficulty.
I am also very distressed about the axing of the first
home owner bonus, which benefited so many young
couples across my electorate over a number of years.
Now young couples who would have otherwise
received this bonus will not, meaning that they will
have to wait a lot longer before they can get into their
first home. It also means a disruption to the home
construction industry in my electorate. Clearly this
bonus was benefiting regional Victoria, with its extra
funding for regional Victorians. Again we will see not
only no stimulus to our economy but also a loss of jobs
in the construction sector.
The other thing I want to focus on is the cuts to the
Department of Primary Industries, which will see the
DPI office in Kyneton, which is part of my electorate,
close. The people of Kyneton are quite rightly very
distressed about this. They are starting to remember
back to the last time the coalition government was in
office and it started to cut services in regional Victoria.
This seems to be just another start to more cuts.
I have to say that this budget has no good news for my
electorate. It leaves me very distressed about the year
ahead for many families across the Ballarat East
electorate.
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Dr SYKES (Benalla) — As a child I enjoyed having
stories read to me. One that I particularly remember,
which is relevant to my presentation today, is an Aesop
fable titled The Ant and the Grasshopper, and it goes
like this:
In a field one summer’s day a grasshopper was hopping
about, chirping and singing to its heart’s content. An ant
passed by, bearing along with great toil an ear of corn he was
taking to the nest.
‘Why not come and chat with me’, said the grasshopper,
‘instead of toiling and moiling in that way?’
‘I’m helping to lay up food for the winter’, said the ant, ‘and
recommend you to do the same’.
‘Why bother about winter?’ said the grasshopper; we have
got plenty of food at present.’ But the ant went on its way and
continued its toil. When the winter came the grasshopper had
no food and found itself dying of hunger, while it saw the ants
distributing every day corn and grain from the stores they had
collected in the summer. Then the grasshopper knew:
It is best to prepare for the days of necessity.

If members of the now opposition had read that when
they were in government, then Victoria would not have
been in the financial mess it was when the coalition
came into government. Just like the grasshopper, the
Labor government frivolously wasted taxpayers money
during the good times and failed to prepare for the
tough times. The Labor government spent more money
than it received year in, year out, funding its lavish
lifestyle by increasing our debt. Our debt — which had
been reined in by the previous coalition government,
which inherited a mess from the Cain and Kirner
governments — blew out from somewhere under
$5 billion. The debt had been reined in to less than
$5 billion, but under the frivolous Brumby and Bracks
Labor governments that debt increased to something
like $20 billion and was on track to get to $60 billion.
That was not sustainable.
The Labor government also increased the public service
at a rate in excess of 5 per cent a year when the
population was increasing at a rate of 3 per cent per
year. That is not sustainable. Like the grasshopper, the
Labor government did not understand our seasons.
Under the Labor governments the Department of
Treasury and Finance repeatedly assumed for
budgetary purposes that the drought would break. This
resulted in overestimates of income from agriculture
and a slow response to the needs of country
communities, which were under enormous pressure
during the tough years.
This approach led to a panic decision by the Labor
government to break a 2006 election promise not to
build a north–south pipeline, and of course it built the
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massive desalination plant. It built both of these
projects in great haste and at great expense. These
failings contributed significantly to the financial state
Victoria was in when we came into government.
Under the leadership of the current Premier, Deputy
Premier and Treasurer we are setting about fixing the
mess. We are also grappling at this time with
diminishing income because of a global financial credit
crunch and the adjustment of GST revenue coming
back to Victoria, which has left us substantially worse
off than in times gone by. Under all of these trying
circumstances the Treasurer has delivered a responsible
budget which provides a firm foundation for Victoria to
survive the tough times and to rebound when the world
and national economies pick up.
I now turn to a Benalla electorate perspective on the
budget. The Benalla electorate has a small number of
line items in the budget, which we are very pleased
about. In particular we have had announcements of
upgrades to the Country Fire Authority sheds at Eildon
and Boho, and they will be much appreciated. I should
say in relation to Boho that we are also looking to
incorporate some Regional Growth Fund money, from
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, to provide some
additions to the Boho fire shed so that there can be
greater community use of that facility. Greater
community amenity will be provided by having
meeting rooms at the fire shed. That is the coalition
government working for the benefit of and protecting
people during periods of fire danger and also by
providing a community venue for small communities.
I am particularly pleased that we are able to get
$500 000 over two years for the Mansfield Autism
Statewide Services travelling teacher program. The
program is much appreciated by parents throughout
regional Victoria who have children with autism. These
travelling teachers go out and live with the family for a
few days and work with the family, the school and the
broader community to help those people — as a group,
as a village, raising a child — to do the best they can to
ensure that the young child can live and enjoy life to
their full potential. I am particularly pleased that the
government is able to give that $500 000. I know
Simone Reeves, Jenny Cleeland and all the other
hardworking people at Mansfield Autism Statewide
Services are very grateful for that money. There will be
$1 million going to the Moyhu sewerage project, which
will be particularly beneficial.
I put these budgetary announcements, the
one-day-in-May announcements, in the context of the
announcements I have been able to make in my
electorate over the past six months. I am talking about
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$25 million worth of programs coming through to the
Benalla electorate. They include a $300 000 grant
towards the upgrading of the Avenel football and
netball facilities. A similar amount is going to the
Mansfield community gathering place. Something like
$90 000 is going to Maindample for a community park
project. Over $2 million will go to Mansfield Adult
Continuing Education’s program to continue to provide
education for our young people. Mansfield Bowls Club
will receive $100 000. For the Shire of Alpine there
have been announcements of over $600 000 for
infrastructure upgrades on Mount Buffalo and a
commitment of $500 000 towards developing a plan
that will ensure a sustainable future for the Mount
Buffalo Chalet. The list goes on.
The critical thing is that the Liberal-Nationals coalition
is delivering to our constituents in regional Victoria day
in day out. Since the budget we have been able to make
further announcements. Just recently at Mansfield I
announced there will be $50 000 to support the
provision of education opportunities for young people
in the Mansfield area so they can attain units required
for tertiary qualifications that will enable them later to
go to Melbourne to places such as RMIT to complete
tertiary qualifications or in some cases to use
technology to complete qualifications through distance
learning.
Only last week I was also pleased to go to Bright to
announce a grant of around $30 000 for the Bright and
Myrtleford community education centres. This is a
small amount of money, yes, but it is being used wisely
by those community education centres for targeted
training. They have identified that in the alpine valleys
there are employment opportunities in the aged-care
industry and the snow industry in particular. The
training courses they are looking at providing are in
aged care and the responsible serving of alcohol for
people gaining employment at the alpine resorts during
winter and in the river valleys during summer, spring
and autumn. There is a course in what they call
snow tech, which trains people to work on the ski lifts
and related activities out there in the alpine resorts.
A similar amount of money, $20 000, is going to
Mount Beauty for the Mount Beauty community centre
to provide continuing education. Just recently at
Benalla we announced there will be $75 000 to assist
Benalla Rural City Council in its endeavours to support
local businesses and attract new businesses with the
intention of creating more jobs in regional Victoria. The
coalition is delivering for regional Victoria, and I am
pleased to be part of that.
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That said, yes, there is more to be done and, yes, we
have a need for some significant projects in the
electorate of Benalla. For example, at Benalla we need
a $40 million Benalla regeneration project. Forty
million dollars is something like 20 or 25 days of the
$2 million we are paying each and every day to fund
the desal plant. Twenty days of desal plant payments
would pay for the Benalla regeneration project. At
Bright there is a need for an aged-care and hospital
facility upgrade — a $30 million to $40 million project.
That could be funded 20 times over with what was
spent on the north–south pipeline that now lies idle!
Again, that is gross waste.
The Mansfield P–12 school needs an upgrade of the
order of $10 million or $20 million, and
Myrtleford P–12 College needs a similar amount of
money. That could be funded from the interest on the
billions of dollars that were wasted on myki,
HealthSMART and all the other projects that the
Auditor-General and many other independent people
have identified. One that is particularly galling is that in
the shire of Strathbogie there are many people on
limited income, but no public hospital beds are
available. For the sum of something like $200 000 a
year we could provide the much-needed public beds for
the public patients in the Strathbogie shire.
The amount of $200 000 is what the contractors and
employees down at the desal plant get each and every
year for activities that would be judged by many people
as being of questionable productivity. For the wage
package of one person working on that desal plant we
could have a delivery of public beds for our people in
the Strathbogie shire. That reflects just how
outrageously the previous Labor government wasted
the rivers of gold that flowed into the Victorian
economy independent of its mismanagement.
I turn to my role as Parliamentary Secretary for Primary
Industries. I wish to congratulate the minister for
sharpening the focus and refocusing on our activities in
agriculture. He is focusing on biosecurity, which is
absolutely fundamental for the wellbeing of our
agricultural industries and overall economy. It is well
known that Victorian agriculture is a major contributor
to Victorian income; I am talking about of the order of
$8 billion each year. We must protect those industries
from incursions by foreign pests — not the local ones
we have sitting on the other side of the house but
foreign, exotic pests. Also in the focus of the minister
are plans to improve productivity and double
production over the next 20 years. That is eminently
achievable. If we take the knowledge that exists, the
knowledge that is being applied by our leading-edge
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farmers, and top that up through our focused research
efforts, we will enable increased productivity.
We are also going to drive and support increased
profitability. Those two factors together will make the
environment encouraging so young people will come
into agriculture. We sorely need to have younger people
taking over. It is a fantastic lifestyle, and there are
myriad career opportunities. We want to make sure that
young people recognise that. Of course we are going to
protect our environment along the way, because
profitable, productive farming goes hand in hand with
sustainable farming practices.
We are also focusing on addressing the wild dog
problem which the Labor government allowed to
languish and which caused great animal cruelty and
grief to the people of north-east Victoria and Gippsland
and their livestock. We are also working hard to ensure
that our something like 700 000 recreational fishers
benefit from the $16 million going into recreational
fishing, a lot of which will go into restocking our rivers
and streams. That is encouraging people to come to
regional Victoria, as is our approach to game
management. We are going to put in place a game
management committee that will advise the minister,
and we are going to deliver on improved game
opportunities in north-east and regional Victoria —
something that the Labor government failed to do. We
are going to ensure that game hunting becomes another
plank of tourism that will grow wealth and create
employment opportunities in regional Victoria.
The coalition government has come in and we have
inherited a mess from the outgoing Labor government.
These are tough economic times, but we have delivered
a responsible budget of which I am very proud.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Under the
Baillieu government education has gone backwards,
transport has gone backwards and job numbers have
gone backwards. This is a horror budget for students
and their parents, for commuters and for people who
want to work and earn an income both individually and
for their families. The budget has failed to deliver, and
it has comprehensively failed to deliver on the mantra
that the Baillieu team took to the election, which was
‘We will fix the problems’. In fact they have created
more unemployment in this state than we have seen for
over a decade.
The topics I want to cover are education, transport and
jobs. Education was the Labor government’s top
priority, and our infrastructure funding was based on
independent assessment by public servants within the
department. What do we find in this budget with regard
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to infrastructure funding? We find that 70 per cent of
the schools that were funded in this budget are in
coalition seats. When you look around this house, the
government has 45 seats and the opposition has 43, yet
our schools received 30 cent of infrastructure
expenditure in education. That is appalling.
The ministers who took an oath at Government House
to deliver without fear or favour forgot their oath when
they went into the budget and expenditure review
committee. By contrast, under Labor the schools in my
electorate, in Liberal electorates and in electorates held
by members of The Nationals received funding based
upon need. We delivered new schools and new
infrastructure in my electorate, including a complete
rebuild of Pascoe Vale North Primary School and Oak
Park Primary School. We delivered on the revamp of
the double-storey section of Pascoe Vale Primary
School. Glenroy College received a magnificent
science wing and Pascoe Vale Girls College had
outstanding work done, all delivered independently of
the pork-barrelling that has occurred under this
government.
I want to look at the school that has the highest rating in
relation to need for budget expenditure in my
electorate, which is Westbreen Primary School. In
December we had the benefit of the Minister for
Education visiting the school. He was able to see for
himself the presentation by the school council and
principal. In November 2010 they completed their
educational pedagogical work and presented it to the
department. It was all ticked off and the school’s
planning work was complete, ready for funding in the
2011 budget. That did not come through, nor did it in
the 2012 budget, which is an appalling result in terms
of the independent office of the minister.
The former Labor government’s program to upgrade
every government school in this state was based on
independent advice and assessment, and it was
delivered on that basis. In terms of the future, I will be
working with Westbreen to ensure that the minister and
the government are critically aware of the urgent need
before them right now, because, as I said, Westbreen
completed its educational pedagogical work in
November 2010.
The second educational issue in my electorate that I
would like to discuss is the need for a complete
universal intake high school in Coburg beginning at
year 7. We have a senior high school in Coburg that
begins at year 10. There is capacity in Moreland and in
Coburg for a year 7 intake that would sustain a
complete years 7–12 high school. While in government
Labor did a demographic study that was released just
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prior to the election, and it made a commitment that it
would begin a year 7 intake in this term of government.
The current Minister for Education came to that public
meeting and made no such commitment. I ask — in fact
I implore — the minister to look at the demographic
study that he commissioned which provided exactly the
same result, which is that we need a year 7 intake in
Coburg. I will continue to work with the High School
for Coburg Group, the local primary schools and
Moreland City Council to ensure that that year 7 intake
is delivered, ideally in this term of government. If it is
not, people in Coburg need to remember that it was
Labor that promised to deliver for the full educational
needs of our high school students in Coburg.
There are three other points I would like to make in
relation to our primary and secondary schools. The first
is how callous the dumping of the School Start bonus
is. Any member of the government who has struggled
to pay for the uniform and establishment costs of
getting a child into prep or year 7 knows it is a huge
impost on a family budget. Not everybody receives the
income of members of Parliament and not everybody
can provide for the educational needs of their children
in prep and year 7 without diabolical consequences for
the family budget.
This callous government has dumped the School Start
bonus. It has also cut the school component of the
education maintenance allowance to parents of primary
and secondary school students. That education
maintenance allowance can never go to members of
Parliament; our incomes would preclude us from
receiving it. We are looking at the most needy families
in this state. The callous Baillieu government has said,
‘Look, even though this is means tested, we are going
to scrap the component that is paid to schools for
excursions, yearbooks and diaries that were provided in
the past under the education maintenance allowance’.
The next point I would like to cover relates to the
Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL). This
house has heard extensive debate in relation to the
effect the cuts to the VCAL program will have on
schools. Again the schools and students who, generally
speaking, will be hardest hit are the disadvantaged
students in our secondary system. The construction,
hospitality and welfare industries need VCAL. Students
whose talents lie in hospitality, construction or the
myriad other courses that are provided by VCAL need
that program to continue. It was callously cut by the
callous Baillieu government.
Regarding TAFE, this government has shamefully cut
the TAFE budget. It is a deliberate choice. It will
impact most severely on children, young adults and
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those who are retraining in an attempt to get into the
employment market. Without TAFE they are doomed
to, generally speaking, casual or itinerant work. Give a
person a TAFE certificate and they have a tradable
commodity that enables them to go to an employer and
say, ‘Look, I have a TAFE certificate’, I have my
certificate III’ or ‘I have my certificate IV’; ‘I am
skilled and I am able to take up this employment
opportunity’. That callous cut in the budget is, in my
view, absolutely appalling.
In summary, in relation to education the Baillieu
government comes out with a dodgy — D-O-D-G-Y —
mark when it comes to schools and delivering without
fear or favour. It is dodgy when it comes to ensuring
that all students are given an opportunity to learn in
secondary school under the VCAL or the Victorian
certificate of education programs. It gets a fail, a zero
mark, for dumping the School Start bonus and cutting
the education maintenance allowance.
In relation to transport, I want to particularly pick up a
point that has been brought to my attention by the
cycling community in Moreland, and that is that new
funding for cycling in this budget is zero. If you go to
page 51 of budget paper 4, you see that the only
funding that is coming through in this next financial
year is unexpended funding. Funding for cycling is a
win-win-win: it benefits people, it benefits the budget
and it benefits the environment.
The Upfield shared pathway in my electorate urgently
needs a final $1 million to be completed. Under Labor
we progressively worked up and linked a number of
unmade sections of the Upfield shared pathway right up
to Box Forest Road. Now that last link between Box
Forest Road and the Western Ring Road and the links
that then go to Merri Creek and up to Craigieburn
urgently require funding. Moreland bicycle users are at
this point communicating with the Premier and copying
their emails to me. They want to have that final link
funded in this financial year, and if not this year
certainly early in the next financial year, using the
unexpended funds.
Let us look at the cycling budget. If we had realistic
funding in the budget, we would be able to upgrade the
bicycle route on Shepherd Bridge across the
Maribyrnong River in Footscray. We would be able to
complete signal upgrades along Victoria Parade at
Napier Street near the Australian Catholic University.
We would be able to complete the Upfield path and we
would be able to connect Deakin University to the
Waurn Ponds shopping centre by a shared path. These
are just a few examples.
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Under the Baillieu government we are looking at zero
funding for cycling. It is important that the government
and its ministers understand that we have to care about
cyclists’ needs. The roads are not available for just
vehicles or chauffeur-driven limousines. Cyclists are
not considered to be regular road users, but we have to
remember that cyclists are legitimate road users, and we
need to care about them. We need to perhaps invest in a
tandem bike for the Premier and have his chauffeur take
him around in style so he can understand the
infrastructure needs of cyclists.
The Labor government put $16.3 million towards
cycling. Guess what? New funding under the Baillieu
government in the budget just announced is a big zero. I
put it to members that cycling infrastructure is
relatively inexpensive compared with roads and reaps
great benefits for the community via a more healthy
general population, decreased traffic congestion and of
course decreased carbon emissions.
With rail, I lament the fact that the Glenroy Road level
crossing has not been funded. Labor funded grade
separations based upon need. We would never have
funded a grade separation in Brighton, which is ranked
at 223, when the Glenroy Road crossing is ranked at 10
and the Bell Street crossing is ranked at 5. We are
looking at a budget that has failed on education, failed
on transport and has put the white flag up on jobs.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — It is interesting to observe that the
member for Pascoe Vale has forgotten that she was
once a minister — a minister with a chauffeur and a
great white car that picked her up from home, took her
to work and took her to every other event. Now she has
the gall to stand up in this house and talk about white
cars. It is a shame.
Despite demanding and challenging times, this is a
good budget. It is a responsible budget, it is a sensible
budget and it is a caring budget. It is a good example of
how governments must learn to live within their means,
because around the world we have seen what happens
when countries decide not to do that. I am surprised by
the comments of members of the Labor Party, who
were in government for 11 long, dark and miserable
years. If they go to Hansard and read my contributions
in the budget debates over those 11 years, they will see
that I have stood up every single year asking why they
had not given any money to the Bulleen electorate —
why they had ignored the residents of Bulleen, why
they had secured funding for their own electorates and
given nothing to Bulleen. This happened for 11 long
years, and some have forgotten that we are here today
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because of the mismanagement of the Labor
government over 11 years.
I will list a few examples of that mismanagement.
There is the desalination plant, which costs this state
$2 million a day. There are 88 electorates in this state,
and that equates to $22 700 that could be used per day
per electorate. Over a year each electorate could be
given $8.3 million if we did not have to pay $2 million
per day for the desalination plant.
Ms Campbell interjected.
Mr KOTSIRAS — The member for Pascoe Vale
could have built her bike paths, built a school and built
infrastructure in her electorate if it were not for this
$2 million per day. There is also the $3 billion loss as a
result of the flawed auction process for gaming
machine licences. How much does that equate to per
electorate? It equates to $34 million per electorate. You
could buy the land and build a brand-new school with
$34 million. In my electorate I could do a complete
upgrade of Templestowe Road with that money. This is
$34 million of waste as a result of the actions of the
former Labor government. Those are just two
examples. Of course we also have the myki debacle, the
north–south pipeline debacle, the regional rail
mismanagement and the HealthSMART blow-outs —
the list goes on and on.
It is a bit rich that members opposite have decided that
their projects have appeared overnight when they were
not present during the last 11 years. I ask opposition
members to go back to Hansard of the last 11 years to
see if they stood up in this place and encouraged or
urged ministers or the government to provide funding
to build the valuable infrastructure that they are crying
about today. I can assure the house that none of those
members, or very few of them, would have stood up
and urged the minister to provide extra funding, but all
of a sudden after only two years of this government
they want more money after they spent 11 years sitting
on their backsides and doing nothing.
This time around, as was the case in the last budget, the
electorate of Bulleen did receive some funding. In
2011–12 it received money for the installation of traffic
lights at the T-intersection of Bulleen Road and Golden
Way. That infrastructure is all up; it is just a matter of
turning on the switch. Two pedestrian crossings at
Templestowe Road are now completed, and of course
there are the lights at Fitzsimons Lane, on which we are
working with VicRoads at the moment on integrating
the roundabout and the lights to ensure efficient traffic
flow.
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This year we have committed $2.5 million to
Templestowe College. It is a school that was crying out
for financial assistance to upgrade its classrooms and
the schoolgrounds. Despite the fact that during the time
of the former government I raised this issue on many
occasions and had the Parliamentary Secretary for
Education visit the school, very little was given in those
11 long and dark years. We have promised the school
$5 million. We have provided $2.5 million now, and
the remainder will be given before the end of this term.
Templestowe College will get $5 million to improve
the educational outcomes of the students. Keeping in
mind that 30 per cent of the students come from
Eltham, I would have thought that the member for
Eltham — who is a nice member; he supports
education — would have provided some assistance to
ensure that the students of his electorate would benefit
from an upgrade of Templestowe College. It took a
coalition government to provide the money.
I wish to turn briefly to my portfolio area of
multicultural affairs and citizenship. The budget for this
portfolio has increased from $19.6 million to
$21.4 million, an increase of 9.2 per cent. This increase
is the result of the receipt of three grants. One is for
$2 million to the Hellenic cultural centre on Lonsdale
Street, which has the support of both sides of the house.
The second is the $1.3 million to fund the refugee
support program. Again, that is made up of $1 million
for the refugee action plan and $0.3 million for the
asylum seekers support program. I know it is a
commonwealth government responsibility to look after
refugees and asylum seekers, and, yes, we have called
for the commonwealth government to ensure it
provides enough money to ensure that all refugees and
asylum seekers are treated as human beings and are
provided with services to make sure that they are able
to integrate into the community and feel part of
Victoria; however, that does not mean that Victoria
does not have a responsibility towards refugees and
asylum seekers as well. That is why we have provided
$1.3 million per year over the next four years, which is
the continuation of a program that was introduced by
the previous government and was due to sunset this
year. Unless we had agreed to continue the program,
that money would not have been available.
Of course in this year’s budget there is $0.1 million in
extra funding for the Victorian Multicultural
Commission (VMC) for the establishment of the
regional advisory councils (RACs). As I have said in
this house, the regional advisory councils are there to
assist the commission to meet the needs of newly
arrived migrants. They are composed of 13 members.
The chair is a member of the VMC, and the remaining
12 are local members. It might include representatives
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of local councils and local businesses, individuals or
key stakeholders. They are the eyes and ears of the
commission. They are there at the grassroots level to
find out firsthand what the issues are and to relay that
back to the commission, which in turn will pass that
information on to me. The commission came to me and
said it needed extra money to make sure that the
regional advisory councils are able to carry out the
tasks, so we are providing $10 000 per council and
$3000 for administrative costs to ensure that the RACs
are able to carry out their work.
This has been a good budget for multicultural affairs —
and it is not just me who is saying this. A number of
key stakeholders have put out press releases saying in
regard to multicultural affairs that the government has
continued the good work that it implemented in 2011. I
wish to quote from some of those media releases. The
first is from the Australian Multicultural Foundation.
The heading on this press release is ‘Tough times see
continued investment and commitment in Victoria’s
cultural diversity’. It states:
Victoria has always been a leading multicultural state in
Australia. It is encouraging to see that the Baillieu
government’s commitment to multicultural affairs continues,
with support for programs that not only celebrate our
diversity, but play a major role in the integration and
settlement of new and emerging communities in Victoria.

The Centre for Multicultural Youth put out a media
release on 2 May this year with the heading ‘A
sustained commitment to multiculturalism in tight
budget’. It states:
The Centre for Multicultural Youth (CMY) welcomes the
Victorian government’s continued investment in multicultural
affairs in tough budget conditions.
CMY is pleased to note the state government’s commitment
to initiatives for culturally and linguistically diverse …
communities which demonstrates a thriving commitment to
multiculturalism.

CMY’s CEO Carmel Guerra states:
We are pleased to see that the Victorian government
continues to demonstrate its support for multiculturalism.
Young people are one of its assets and CMY will continue to
work with them to ensure multicultural youth play a key role
in Victoria’s future.

In its media release Community Languages Australia
executive director Stefan Romaniw is quoted as saying:
The coalition government has embarked on implementing a
strong languages education program. This will very much
depend on having more qualified teachers and providing
schools with resources to implement programs.
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The media release continues:
In these tough economic times it is pleasing to see the
government stay true to its word in support of languages
education.

The Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria (ECCV)
issued a press release with the heading ‘Refugees and
language services major wins for diverse Victorians in
steady state budget’. It states:
The Ethnic Communities’ Council of Victoria today
welcomed the 9.2 per cent state budget increase to
$21.4 million funding as a steady result for Victoria’s
multicultural communities.
ECCV chairperson Mr Joe Caputo said the major budget wins
for diverse Victorians were in refugee support programs and
language services funding in the areas of education, health
and justice.

And finally, Multicultural Arts Victoria said:
In these tough economic times Multicultural Arts Victoria
congratulates the state government’s commitment to
multiculturalism and refugee programs announced in the
recent state budget.

The budget was well received by many key
stakeholders because we care about newly arrived
migrants. The one thing that we try to do as a
government is to ensure that there is a
whole-of-government approach to multiculturalism so
that every government department and every minister is
responsive to and is meeting the needs of every
Victorian regardless of their background. Rather than
just relying on the Office of Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship to deal with newly arrived migrants, we are
ensuring that every minister is responsible.
Therefore I was a bit disappointed with the member for
Altona. Her media release of 8 March 2012 says:
Member for Altona district … today questioned the Baillieu
government’s decision to cut funding to Hobson’s Bay City
Council’s ‘Youth voice’ program.

She says:
The funding has now been allocated to the Australian
Vietnamese Women’s Association for youth activities in
Hobson’s Bay … and whilst I commend the work done by the
AVWA, that funding should clearly have been allocated from
multicultural affairs funding and not youth affairs funding …

Again, why should it come from the office of
multicultural affairs? It should come from the
responsible department and from the responsible
minister. The funding was not cut; it was just given to
another organisation to provide the program. I know the
member for Altona supports cultural diversity and
supports young people — I am not questioning her
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support — but we have to get out of the thought
process that anything to do with newly arrived migrants
must go to the Office of Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship. It should go to the appropriate minister and
the appropriate department and agency, otherwise the
whole-of-government approach has failed. As minister
I am going to ensure that every department is
responsive and relevant and I will make sure that,
through the VMC and now through the regional
advisory councils, programs are put in place to meet the
needs of all Victorians regardless of their backgrounds,
how many years they have lived here or whether they
were born here. Everyone should be treated equally and
everyone should be given a fair go.
It is not about privileges; it is about providing a fair go
and for everyone to be able to engage in the community
and feel part of the community, thereby ensuring that
we will continue to live in a supportive and respectful
community. But that can only be done if there is a
whole-of-government approach to multicultural affairs.
We have got the bipartisan approach and support, and
now we have to ensure a whole-of-government
approach in this very important area.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. I wish I could
say that I am pleased to be speaking on this bill today,
but this was the government’s second chance to get it
right for Victorians and to deliver a budget that
provides vision for Victorian communities. However,
instead of setting up Victoria for the future, this budget
has sent Victoria backwards — there is no question of
that. As previous speakers on this appropriation bill
have so eloquently put it, there have been so many
areas that have gone backwards that it is a serious
matter going forward for Victorians, particularly in the
area of education.
I have made this point before and I want to put it on the
record again. I know the government whinges about
Labor’s record when it was in government for 11 years
from 1999 to 2010 but there is a stark contrast between
those governments and the now government. It is not
just us that is saying this about our economic
credentials; the OECD (Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Development) actually said that
Victoria had one of the strongest and most resilient
economies in the world and that was at a time when the
GFC (global financial crisis) was at its worst. We know
that the GFC has devastated many nations across the
world but we were cocooned to a certain extent, and we
were cocooned more so than any other state and
territory in this nation. We were the engine room when
it came to the creation of jobs even though we are not a
mining state. We are not saying this about our
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credentials; respectable organisations like the OECD
are actually saying it for us. When we look back over
the 11 years of Labor government, we had some of the
best fiscal and financial brains in the nation working to
make sure that every single year that we were in
government we were not only in surplus but we also
maintained our AAA credit rating.
I think that is where this government is struggling. It is
struggling in the sense that it is finding it difficult to
keep the AAA credit rating. Soon after this government
was elected, the Premier said on one of the FM radio
stations that the government had inherited a AAA credit
rating budget and a surplus but times would get tough.
Clearly he knew he was incapable of maintaining that
fiscal responsibility — a responsibility that we took
very seriously and as a result made sure that we were in
surplus every year and maintained a strong AAA credit
rating — and that he would struggle. It is not over yet;
the state’s financial position will unravel over the
course of the next couple of years.
In the light of this budget and the cutbacks it contains,
job prospects will get even worse, and that is a problem.
To protect jobs the state government must have the
right programs and policies in place to attract
businesses to and retain businesses in Victoria. I am not
sure whether the government is putting such programs
and policies in place. The government is asleep at the
wheel, with no real plan to create jobs or attract new
investment to Victoria. That is a shame, because it will
mean that thousands of people will lose their jobs on
top of the thousands who have already lost their jobs as
a result of this government’s mismanagement.
The government has decided to dump the first home
bonus, which will obviously hurt families — not to
mention the loss of thousands of jobs in the
construction industry across the state. In addition, with
the abolition of the School Start bonus from 2013 the
government has further highlighted the fact that it does
not care about families. Those opposite seem to think
the cut will not affect families, but I have news for
them: the government needs to understand that times
are tough out there and many families are struggling
under the cost of living pressures that have come to
bear on them. If government members think these cuts
will not affect families, they are kidding themselves.
They obviously live a different lifestyle to that of many
Victorians.
I urge the government to reconsider its cutting of these
vitally important programs to provide financial
assistance to those families that really need it. My wife
and I have five children. They are adults now, but we
still have one at school, and it is tough. Before children
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start school each year literally hundreds of dollars are
needed to assist them in attaining their education. It is
mean spirited of the government to cut back on the
vitally important financial assistance that families
normally received under the Labor government.
Last year the government spun to us that
unemployment growth would be 1.75 per cent and
promised it would create 55 000 jobs each year over the
next four years. It is a bit embarrassing for the
government now — and especially for those opposite
on the back benches, who are going red faced at the
moment — knowing that it has broken that promise. It
has been highlighted that in the current financial year
the employment growth rate is 0, and it is predicted to
grow by just 0.25 per cent in 2012–13. Where are those
jobs that were promised by the Treasurer and indeed the
Premier? They are nowhere to be seen.
Part of the problem with the government is that it does
not know how to plan, not only in terms of how to
protect the jobs that are already here but also in terms of
how to get people to invest in Victoria to create new
jobs. Since the government came to office, the only
thing that has gone up is the unemployment rate. Over
30 000 more Victorians have joined the unemployment
queue, the employment participation rate is dropping
and there are 16 500 fewer full-time jobs in Victoria
than there were when this government came to power.
To add insult to injury, in this budget there is a further
cut of 600 jobs from the public sector, which brings the
number of jobs cut to 4200 — this from a Premier who
promised he would not cut a single job.
As I indicated before, the government needs a plan to
create and protect the thing Victorian households value
most — that is, a meaningful job. It is extremely
disappointing that the Baillieu government has again
ignored the needs of our communities, in particular the
need for a jobs plan. There has been a lot of talk but
clearly no action.
This budget does nothing for the future of Geelong. The
Gordon Institute of TAFE, which is in Geelong, is a
magnificent institution that provides a good-quality
education for many students who find alternative
pathways to advance their careers. It is coming to terms
with the effects of the Baillieu government’s decision to
cut $100 million from the TAFE sector in this budget.
The effects this will have on Geelong are enormous. I
take this opportunity to inform anybody who would like
to attend that next Thursday at 12.15 p.m. there will be
a mass protest in Johnstone Park in Geelong in relation
to the cutbacks in this vital sector. This is the largest
single cut to TAFE funding in Victoria’s history, and it
is on top of the $40 million cut to TAFE funding last
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October and the $50 million cut to the Victorian
certificate of applied learning last year. These cuts are
clearly designed to have an impact on those who most
need assistance. That is what is upsetting about what
this government is doing. Its actions are deliberately
aimed at those people who can least afford it, and that is
very mean spirited.
Again there is a lot of spin from this government on
caring about helping Victorians to get a job and
improving the productivity of Victoria’s workplaces by
investing in the skills of our young people. Despite that,
the government has taken the knife to trade and
vocational education and training, and too bad for those
Victorians who have lost their jobs and are hoping to
retrain and seek skills to find new employment. It is
extremely disappointing that the people of Geelong
have been waiting so long for support from the
government on jobs, infrastructure and services. This
budget yet again ignores the needs of the Geelong
region.
You would think that $93 million was a lot of money to
put into an area — $93 million was allocated towards
Geelong Hospital, but it is a total scam and yet again a
cruel hoax on the Geelong community because what
the government does not tell the community is that only
$3.8 million has been dedicated to that project in the
2012–13 budget. The rest of it will be coming later on.
We do not know when later on is — but it will be
coming. The cheque is in the mail. This means it will be
literally years before the much-needed upgrade to the
hospital will be completed. There was an election
commitment given by this government to build a
second hospital for Geelong, but there is no funding in
sight for that. That is clearly another broken promise.
The government said, ‘Forget the promise we made
about the second hospital in Geelong. What we will do
is allocate $93 million for the current hospital, but we
will only dedicate $3.8 million in this financial year and
the rest of the money will come along whenever we can
afford it’. We can see right through that. This is a total
scam and a broken promise; there is no question about
that.
The so-called boost to regional trains will make hardly
any difference to Geelong communities, due to the fact
that the services will not arrive for years, and in that
time patronage levels will have increased due to the
population growth that is forecast for the Geelong
region. People in the Lara electorate and across the
Geelong region are confronting job losses, but this
budget does nothing to support or develop our
industries or meet the transport and educational needs
of our people. This budget does not include any
substantial investment in the local manufacturing or
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aviation industries, including Qantas, services at
Avalon or jobs at the Alcoa Point Henry plant.
Focusing on my electorate of Lara, unlike the situation
when Labor was in government there is not much for
me to say in relation to the budget. I acknowledge that
the government has provided funding — a mere
$8.3 million — towards the second stage of the
Corio-Norlane education regeneration project, but that
is only half the funding that is needed. The second stage
needed $16.9 million last year to further the three-phase
redevelopment of education in that area, but the project
received a paltry $8.3 million.
I recently visited one of the campuses at Northern Bay
College and was horrified to find that one side of the
school has brand-new, state-of-the-art fantastic learning
facilities, thanks to the former Labor government,
which allocated the funding, along with Building the
Education Revolution funding from the federal
government. Funding for the other side of the campus,
which had been expected, did not come, and it has
leaky roofs. Students in prep to grade 2 are sitting in
classrooms where if it rains they may need to bring
umbrellas to school. That is outrageous. The
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development needs to seriously consider making sure
that children in prep to grade 2 do not have such an
environment. You cannot learn in that environment.
You cannot sit there with water dripping on an umbrella
above you while listening to the teacher and trying to
learn. It is just ridiculous. This government should
understand that it needs to commit the funding this
school deserves.
Avalon Airport received $2 million, but other than that
there was no real investment in the electorate of Lara.
This $2 million is a ploy by the government. The
government estimates that a rail link to Avalon would
cost $250 million, but there is a catch: it is dependent
on federal funding. It did not consult the federal
government when it proposed this project, so what it is
going to say is, ‘We are going to spend $2 million and
do a feasibility study on the rail link, but without
federal government moneys this project cannot happen.
We are sorry. It is not our fault; it is the federal
government’s fault’. Hang on, that is a scam. This
government is either going to commit the funding or it
is not. It should tell the people the truth. That is what it
needs to do.
It is an absolute disgrace that this government totally
ignored Wyndham. Wyndham is the fastest growing
region in the whole nation, but unfortunately no
moneys were dedicated to that area. I could go on and
on. I did not even get to talk about the lack of
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investment in sport and recreation, particularly in the
volunteer sector. Shame on the minister for not getting
more money allocated in that portfolio.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/13) Bill 2012, and it is a privilege
to contribute to the debate. I commend the Baillieu
government on its second budget. We are setting up the
foundations for Victoria through this budget. It is a
budget that I am sure we all agree is being delivered
during tough economic times. The economic landscape
we are faced with in Victoria is challenging, but it is a
challenge that Victorians are not facing alone. All states
across Australia are having to implement austerity
measures. Our Victorian budget is responsible; it is
putting our state in a strong financial position. It is
demonstrating that our government is focused on
investing in infrastructure, driving productivity,
creating jobs and delivering on its promises. It delivers
at a time when the impacts from the former Labor
government’s financial mismanagement and
unsustainable budget position are still being felt; we are
still feeling the shockwaves from it. We heard the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and
the member for Benalla in their speeches eloquently
outline projects bungled by the former government. We
are still dealing with all of that.
Had we continued on this unsustainable path, we would
have been facing deficits for many years to come. Our
government is leading by example. People expect
leadership from their elected members of Parliament.
We need to live within our means to instil community
confidence; therefore, I commend the Treasurer and the
Premier on the delivery of their budget. This budget is
putting Victoria on a sustainable budgetary path. We
are delivering a budget surplus, and we are also
managing to keep our AAA rating. This is at a time
when Victoria is faced with significant economic
challenges. We have declining revenue, the federal
government is ripping out $7.6 billion of our GST
revenue over four years, and then there is the federal
government’s lack of support for infrastructure projects
and major partnership programs.
My electorate of Carrum has already benefited from the
delivery of state initiatives in the former budget. These
initiatives are in relation to health, education, police,
infrastructure and transport. This budget builds on all
the improvements the coalition has introduced since
November 2010. Benefits have already flowed through
the Carrum electorate; there have been improvements
to health and transport. The punctuality of trains on the
Frankston line has greatly improved. We have started to
dredge Mordialloc Creek, which has been welcomed
not only those in the Mordialloc and Carrum electorates
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but also by people throughout Melbourne who utilise
the beautiful Mordialloc Creek. We have already
delivered extra police. Yarrabah School and Nepean
School in my electorate have been delighted with the
$100 000 contributions they have received, along with
Patterson Lakes Primary School, which received funds
in our first budget.
I will focus on education in this budget and on some
local schools that will benefit from some of the
investments we are making. The communities at
Seaford North Primary School and Seaford Primary
School are both delighted to be receiving $875 000 for
refurbishment projects at their schools.
Seaford North Primary School is quite small; it has
270 pupils. It is a hidden gem in my electorate of
Carrum. It sits on extensive land and backs onto the
wetlands. It has its own natural bushland site and
animal palace. Every time I visit the school I feel like I
am visiting a country location. It is a special place. The
school did not receive any funding under the former
government, but it will now be receiving $875 000 to
refurbish its classrooms.
The school is planning to create a cooperative learning
space which will complement the existing spaces and
teacher and learning styles. The school is currently
constrained by its building structure. The refurbishment
will provide students and teachers with a flexible
learning space to deliver personalised learning, which is
an integral part of the education philosophy of this
dynamic school. I congratulate Lee Murnane, the
school principal, and his team of very dedicated staff on
their vision for this beautiful school. I know school
community members have already been briefed on
details of the development project and are excited and
looking forward to the beginning of the development.
Seaford Primary School will also be receiving $875 000
in this budget. The school has a terrific local history. It
is the original school in Seaford area and has a current
population of 162 students. Seaford Primary School
attracts 45 per cent of its students from outside the
Seaford area. It is the only school in the south-east with
a specialised language assistance unit. This unit caters
for students with diagnosed language disorders. The
academic standards at Seaford Primary School compare
favourably with like schools and statewide data. The
school is located closely to the Edithvale and Seaford
wetlands, Kananook Creek and the Seaford foreshore.
It provides a terrific opportunity for the Seaford
Primary School community to engage with local
community organisations that run environmental
education programs and to utilise the expertise of local
volunteers.
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I commend the Seaford Primary School principal,
Michael Browne. Michael has said to me that the
school community was thrilled to be allocated $875 000
of funds from the recent state budget. It has already
completed the master planning and the funding will be
used to demolish part of the old wing, which was
constructed in the 1950s, and put in its place a newly
constructed building with four classrooms and
additional open space to provide flexibility for teaching
and learning. Michael told me that the school leadership
team has great plans for this small, supportive school,
which has an exciting future. I support Michael and his
team in their endeavours, and I commend him and his
staff on their hard work and dedication in providing so
many wonderful learning opportunities to their students
from Seaford and the wider electorate.
The Minister for Education visited not only Seaford
North Primary School and Seaford Primary School but
also Aspendale Primary School late last year. He had
terrific discussions with members of that school
community including the principal, Phil Anthony. I
know the community of Aspendale Primary School is
very much looking forward to receiving the $2 million
we have committed to and will deliver during our first
term of government.
Opposition members have had the nerve to criticise the
fact that we have not yet delivered the funding for
Aspendale Primary School. The member for Benalla
spoke during his contribution about $2 million being
spent each day for the next 28 years on the desalination
plant. My commitment to Aspendale Primary School is
$2 million. Imagine this: if there were not the
commitment to pay $2 million a day over the next
28 years for a desalination plant, Aspendale Primary
School could have already had its $2 million. It is really
disappointing to hear opposition members criticising
the fact we have not delivered those funds, because we
will be delivering them.
I also welcome some great transport initiatives in this
budget. There is a huge investment of $155.7 million to
complete the Dingley bypass. Heading into the last
election we pledged $55 million to continue this
project, so the $155.7 million is a fantastic investment.
A four-lane divided arterial road will link Warrigal
Road with Westall Road. Construction will begin in
2014, and we expect it will be completed by 2016.
Residents of the Carrum electorate are really excited
about this development as it will ease the congestion on
our local streets and road network. They experience this
not only locally but in the whole of the south-east
corridor.
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The Dingley bypass was promised and then delayed
time and again by the previous government, but we are
committed to completing this vital link as soon as
possible. I would like to take a moment to quote a
former Labor member, the former member for Carrum,
who in November 1999 said:
Labor recognises the importance of both the Dingley bypass
and the extension of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway to
the long-term future of the south-eastern and bayside suburbs
and has committed to commence a 10-year program to ensure
that both those roads are constructed.

Guess what? These roads were never constructed, and
they were never delivered. It was another broken
promise.
The Dingley bypass we will deliver will link with the
Dingley arterial. Works are currently under way
through Keysborough between Springvale Road and
Perry Road and are scheduled for completion in 2013.
The bypass will complete the western section of the
19-kilometre fully divided arterial road link between
Moorabbin and Dandenong South. When complete, the
bypass is expected to carry approximately
45 000 vehicles a day. The coalition’s commitment to
the bypass and to many other significant road projects
across our state, including the removal of the rail
crossing at Springvale Road, which is the extension of
Edithvale Road, demonstrates that it is focused on
addressing traffic congestion in the south-east.
I make mention also of the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway. We pledged $1 million for a feasibility study
for the Mornington Peninsula Freeway extension. We
recognise the importance of traffic planning and the
impact congestion has on the daily lives of our
constituents, not just in my Carrum electorate but
across Victoria. The study will be conducted in two
phases. There will be a strategic assessment of the road
network in the middle south-eastern suburbs,
identifying the transport deficiencies and needs, and I
am delighted to report that engagement with the local
stakeholders and community, government departments
and councils will commence in mid-2012. This is very
exciting for our local community and for my electorate
of Carrum.
Local families have also welcomed the health portfolio
announcement of $39.96 million for the redevelopment
of the Frankston Hospital emergency department.
Frankston Hospital is our local public hospital, and it is
very well utilised within my Carrum electorate. The
emergency department has been under strain for some
time, and unfortunately at peak periods waiting times
can be considerable. The redevelopment will improve
patient capacity in the emergency department. With
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growing health demands, this is incredibly important.
The funding will also include a new medical imaging
service which will back up and support the emergency
department. This funding is on top of last year’s
funding for extra surgical and medical beds at the
hospital, which was warmly received by residents in
my electorate when it was announced last year. People
in the Carrum electorate also utilise the Monash
Medical Centre in Clayton, so I very much welcome
the commitment of $15.8 million for the planning and
development of a children’s hospital at Monash.
I commend the Minister for Health and the coalition
government for their continued focus on delivering
better health services for people right across Victoria as
well as in my electorate. I also commend the
government for the investments in our mental health
services. These will be made in a range of services,
including modification, refurbishment and
redevelopment of community-based mental health
infrastructure. There will be more than $7 million to
plan for the second stage of the provision of mental
health beds.
In conclusion, I commend the Baillieu government on a
state budget that restores the faith of the Victorian
people. We deliver on our promises, and we are
focused on securing Victoria’s future. We are
addressing the problems we have inherited, we are
setting Victoria up in a strong financial position and we
are implementing responsible financial management.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Welcome to
year zero for employment growth under the
Baillieu-Ryan regime. The coalition has flatlined job
creation in Victoria, all but inducing a coma. The state
is laid out like a patient etherised upon a table, to
borrow from T. S. Eliot. The theme of my contribution
is the need for a balanced strategy to provide fiscal
consolidation that also delivers jobs, growth and
confidence.
After Queensland comprehensively defeated Victoria in
securing Qantas jobs in the state of origin contest that
counts, the Treasurer came into this house, pumped up
his chest to the full barrel and boasted about his budget
in comparison to — Tasmania. That is right, after Labor
delivered a budget surplus in each of its 11 years in
office, despite fire, drought and the global financial
crisis, and after it locked in a AAA rating and left
Melbourne as the world’s most livable city, the
Treasurer is trying to make himself look good in
comparison with the smallest, poorest state in the
nation.
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The reason is clear. The comparison the Treasurer
wants to avoid is with the G8 nations of the world,
whose leaders met this week in the largest gathering of
international leaders at Camp David. These are the
countries that produce more than half the world’s
economic activity — not Tassie. The consensus the G8
leaders reached was that an austerity strategy of budget
cuts alone is not good enough. The world needs jobs
and growth. The world needs renewed confidence. US
President Barack Obama summed up the consensus by
saying, ‘Growth and jobs must be our top priority’.
Placing this strategy beyond ideology, the UK Tory
Prime Minister, David Cameron, conceded that while
every country needs strong plans to deal with their
deficits, ‘Growth and austerity are not alternatives’. The
G8 strategy reveals the critical flaw in the
Baillieu-Ryan regime’s budget. It lacks the required
balance between jobs, growth and cuts. It lacks the
balance required to deliver confidence.
The coalition’s grandest boast for this budget is that it is
responsible. Let us be clear: the year zero plan for
employment growth in Victoria is not responsible. The
coalition’s approach is even more remarkable because
the Treasurer’s greatest failure in his first budget is the
fact that he did not even mention jobs, a revelation that
beggars belief. In damage control mode, he promised to
create 50 000 to 55 000 jobs every year until 2015.
Instead nearly 50 000 full-time jobs have been lost on
his watch. John Ferguson declared in his budget
commentary in the Australian of 2 May:
Wells has largely made a dark art of rarely appearing in
public and each time he does, he seems to break promises.
No job cuts before the election, then 3600. No more than
3600, he said after taking the razor out in December.
Now no more than 600 extra.
But on top of the 600, he has raised the spectre of forced
redundancies, which is political dynamite in a state that well
remembers the political conflict under Jeff Kennett.

Then the political commentator for the national
broadsheet delivers the punchline:
There is nothing wrong, of course, with running a tight ship
but Wells seems to be making a habit of telling big-time fibs.

Big-time fibs; that is an extraordinary criticism of a
Victorian Treasurer, especially after only two budgets.
How can business and the broader community have
confidence in the Treasurer of Victoria when he is
publicly written off for telling big-time fibs concerning
an issue as vital to families, the community and the
economy as jobs? In the lead-up to the budget I
highlighted these concerns in the Herald Sun of
17 February, declaring:
From the business community to Broadmeadows, people are
underwhelmed by the government’s performance and
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dubious about its election-winning promises to fix the
problems, build the future, cut the cost of living and govern
for all.

And there was nothing to answer the questions Victorians are
asking: why does Ted Baillieu want to be Premier? Where
does he want to take us?

Many people feel dudded.

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.

The jail-led jobs recovery pitch exposes the government as
having no genuine plan for job creation.
In Broadmeadows, there is a fully budgeted, design-approved,
shovel-ready plan that will deliver up to 800 jobs in an area of
great need.
It would provide a building for government services, business
hub and catalyst for commercial and community development
in the capital of Melbourne’s north — which produces a third
of Victoria’s manufactured exports and has underwritten the
state’s prosperity for generations.

Business craves certainty. The government’s silence
costs private investment. In response I offered to move
my electorate office into the building to provide a
long-term tenant and, in the spirit of bipartisanship,
asked the Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy, to join
me, given that the government identified
Broadmeadows as one of Victoria’s fastest growing
regions and the minister had testified that such areas
would benefit greatly from government support.
So what happened in the budget? The coalition
performed a reverse Robin Hood: it robbed from the
poor to give to the prosperous. Planning
Minister Matthew Guy axed the $14.7 million
designated for the electorate he represents, which by
any measure of need and equity should receive it.
Instead the budget declares that the coalition will take
the money for the Broadmeadows central activities area
and redistribute it elsewhere. By dudding the
disadvantaged the coalition has proved that it does not
care. ‘By indignities men come to dignities’, Francis
Bacon wrote, but for the people of Broadmeadows
there are only indignities from Liberal and coalition
governments. No plaque has been found in
Broadmeadows with a Liberal Premier’s name on it for
a Liberal or coalition-funded project. This latest
indignity adds to this historic disgrace.
Why did this reverse Robin Hood strategy happen? Age
commentator Tim Colebatch makes the pertinent point
that underscores my critique of the budget’s failings
when he declares:
… nor was there anything resembling a jobs plan, or anything
aiming to get the economy to fire on all cylinders again.

The seasoned observer of Victorian politics defined
another reason why there is a lack of confidence in the
coalition:

The reason is an identity crisis. The coalition does not
have a vision for Victoria or an economic plan. All it
has is a political scheme. This is called gesture politics.
I revealed that political scheme in an article in the
Herald Sun of 26 March in the lead-up to the budget.
The headline defined my call to action declaring
‘Forget the gestures, it’s time to start creating jobs’. It
reads:
Wise up. Gesture politics is causing Victoria to languish on
job creation.
The Baillieu government won power promising action.
Instead, the hallmark of its reign is the triumph of gestures
lacking substance over a sustainable plan and vision for
Victoria.
…
The Baillieu-Ryan regime’s initial plan was to avoid bold
policy decisions in an attempt to manipulate the electorate
into a feeling of stability and consistency by delivering
PR events rather than risk substantive change.
This strategy was leaked by a senior Baillieu insider and the
government’s record confirms this approach.

The political scheme is not to govern in the public
interest but to manipulate the electoral cycle for
self-interest. The aim is to build a $1 billion war chest
in time for the next Victorian election. This scheme is
being implemented at the cost of a responsible strategy
for jobs and growth and massive cuts to TAFE and the
skills required to build Victoria’s future, which saw the
minister responsible consider resigning because he
shared the community’s ‘shock, incredulity, disbelief
and anger’. While promoting training as the key to
productivity, this budget inflicted the single largest cut
to the TAFE sector in Victoria’s history. These cuts
prove that the coalition does not care.
The four pillars of the new economic reality in Victoria
are axe, tax, cut and run. This strategy is about as far
removed as possible from the coalition’s
election-winning promises to ‘fix the problems, build
the future, cut the cost of living and govern for all’.
Rather than advancing, we are going backwards under
the Baillieu-Ryan regime. The reverse Robin Hood is
the prevailing philosophy.
Confidence is founded on competence. The lack of
public confidence is because the Premier is seen to be
going through Hamlet’s existentialist angst. He is
staring out the window at no. 1 Treasury Place and
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asking himself, ‘To lead or not to lead; is that the
question?’. The Treasurer is either in hiding or has been
written off for telling big fibs. He declared that this
budget was about driving productivity, yet the minister
for manufacturing could not even define the term. The
Treasurer declared that this budget was about driving
jobs, yet it implements year zero for employment
growth. The Minister for Youth Affairs did not know
the youth unemployment rate when questioned. As the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
member for Warrandyte then trumped that
believe-it-or-not response by declaring that the
government’s strategy to reduce carbon pollution
includes ‘putting money towards beaches and that sort
of thing’. So much for competence. No wonder the
community lacks confidence.
The government either delivers gestures lacking
substance, is ideologically split and does not want to
intervene or, if it finally engages, fails to deliver. The
bottom line is that it has no vision or plan to govern in
the best interests of Victorians. All it has is a political
scheme to win the next election, no matter the cost.
The final comment on the risks of scheming comes
from the Scottish bard, Robert Burns:
The best laid schemes of mice and men
Go often askew,
And leave us nothing but grief and pain,
For promised joy!

Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — In these very
challenging times here in Victoria it is amazing that so
many of those opposite have to give prepared speeches,
without actually talking from the heart and from the
facts. Not only did the Labor government leave Victoria
with unsustainable spending growth and escalating
debt, but the federal government unfairly and cruelly
severely cut our GST revenue and is introducing a
carbon tax which will hit Victoria hardest of all the
states. This responsible Baillieu government budget
takes the very necessary steps to rebuild the state’s
finances and secure a much better future for all
Victorians.
I want to quickly present a snapshot, if you will, of the
past here in Victoria, because it is relevant to where we
are now and where we are going in the future. I will
look at the snapshot of the past to explain why we are
doing what we are doing in Victoria and why real
leadership is needed in these difficult times. In the
decade or so that the ALP was in government in this
state, expenditure growth averaged 7.3 per cent per
annum. You can live with that — unless your revenue
is growing at only 6.9 per cent. Those of us who have
run businesses and have had to be responsible know
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that what is coming in must be more than what is going
out, so you need to actually earn more than you spend.
This is the responsible way of living. Even if you have
run only a household budget, you know that if you earn
only X number of dollars per week you cannot spend
more than that on loan repayments, food or school
education. You have to live within your means.
Under the ALP government, this state was simply not
living within its means. It was shameful, and it was
taking Victoria into a very deep financial hole that
would have been extremely difficult to get out of. As it
is, it will still be difficult. That is why the Treasurer
needs applause for the responsible budget he has
brought down, for the vision he has shown and for
saying, ‘This needs to stop now, and we need to reverse
this dreadful trend’.
I referred to the GST revenue being cut. For three years
in a row the federal government has short-changed
Victoria and not given our state its fair share of
infrastructure funding. We have asked for money; the
federal government has not delivered it. I will come
back to that. The funny thing is that we had an awful lot
of infrastructure money come into Victoria under a
Queensland Prime Minister. When Kevin Rudd was
Prime Minister, Victoria actually got quite a bit in
infrastructure money.
Mr O’Brien — Bring him back!
Mrs VICTORIA — The Minister for Gaming says
we should bring him back. Perhaps that is exactly what
federal Labor needs. Under the former Prime Minister
Victoria actually did quite well. Under the current
Prime Minister, who is a Victorian, we get zip or zero.
We have nothing for major infrastructure contributed
by the federal Labor government, and that is absolutely
reprehensible. We receive less funding from the feds
than any other state. Again that is reprehensible. As
well as receiving less than any other state, for the first
time we are being given less than half of what the
federal government is giving to the Northern Territory.
Despite our population and the infrastructure we are
building here, we are being given less than half of what
is being given to the Northern Territory.
I want to talk a bit about infrastructure. I am delighted
that in the Bayswater district we will be building a
major infrastructure project — fully funded by the state
government, I must add. We have allocated nearly
$12 million to the duplication of Stud Road between
Boronia Road and Mountain Highway. This road is
something that I use every day; my house is right near
there. I live in my electorate, and I am very pleased to
say that this will take away the danger of that piece of
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road. Obviously Stud Road goes for kilometres. It goes
all the way down to Dandenong, and in some sections it
is three lanes each way. For the very last kilometre of
Stud Road we have only one lane each way, and it is
dangerous. There are schools and commercial,
wholesale and retail businesses nearby, and we have
had many accidents in that area. It is difficult for trucks
to access. We have Glen Cameron Trucking, a major
trucking company with trucks coming and going along
there all the time. The company has great drivers, but
sometimes they are just stuck right where they should
not be. They should be out there, getting on the road the
products that people are needing. We have bottlenecks
there all the time.
This government has said, ‘We will fix this. It’s
dangerous, it’s inconvenient and it’s hampering trade.
Let’s do something about it’. I am delighted. Public
consultation has already been undertaken on this, so we
are already well out there. Of the hundreds and
hundreds of responses, literally only a handful said,
‘We’re not so sure that this is the right thing to do’. The
overwhelming majority of people said, ‘It’s about
time’. This is something I called for when we were in
opposition. My call fell on deaf ears, as did so many
other calls for projects in the Bayswater district. We
missed out on an awful lot of things out there, but under
this government we have certainly been kicking some
goals in the local community.
There are some other major projects in the state that we
were hoping to undertake. We were hoping that the
federal government would consider them to be
beneficial to all Victorians. I will give members the
example of the east–west link. When I travel into town,
I travel along the Eastern Freeway and EastLink, and
there is always a bottleneck at the Hoddle Street end. If
we build the east–west link, a lot of that traffic will be
taken away. A lot of congestion will go and the traffic
will flow. We asked for a $30 million contribution from
the commonwealth government towards this project.
The Victorian government has committed $15 million.
What did we get from the feds? Zero.
Other projects include the Melbourne metropolitan rail
initiative. The funding that was sought was
$130 million, with Victorian funding of $50 million
already committed. What did we get? Zero. The port of
Hastings will be very important for trade to keep
Victoria commercially viable and for exports
predominantly but also for imports for Australia.
Markets are being expanded at the moment through the
Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business
and other ministers leading fantastic trade missions to
places such as India and China. We are also discovering
the Middle East as a major market for us at the
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moment. So we need ports. We were looking for
$120 million to expand the port of Hastings. We are
putting in $4 million. What did we get from the feds?
Zero.
Removing level crossings is an absolute passion of
mine. We have very dangerous level crossings in the
Bayswater district on which we have already
undertaken public consultation, and we have committed
to the development of the plans. We asked for the
removal of dangerous level crossings to the tune of
$16 million — that was all, just $16 million when we
are coughing up nearly $350 million in this state. Do
you know what we got? Zero. Unbelievable but true.
The federal government has dudded Victorians, and
that needs to be out there so the public realise what the
Prime Minister is doing. She is a Victorian, and I say
shame on her!
We have made major investments in the arts, a portfolio
that is obviously very dear and near to my heart as I
assist the Premier with his duties there. We are of
course the Australian arts capital here in Victoria, and
certainly in Melbourne we have some of the greatest
arts infrastructure. We understand the need to educate
children in the arts and that the arts are a major part of
everybody’s daily life. Not everybody realises how
much of a part of life the arts are, but design, television
and radio are all part of the arts.
Of course we recognise very keenly the economic
impact the arts have on state revenue. It is important
that we continue to be the arts capital and the way to
ensure that is through further investment. So the
Australian Centre for the Moving Image is getting new
money for upgrades of its digital learning and other
systems throughout the institution. Digital storytelling
is a fantastic initiative that happens out in the regions,
where red carpet events are held for people in towns
who have been able to tell their stories and capture their
town’s history.
We are also giving more money to the planetarium at
Scienceworks. If anyone has taken their kids out there,
they will know that kids just love the film Tycho to the
Moon, which explains a bit about astronomy. Of course
learning about the constellations is good for people of
all ages. We are also giving more money to the
performing arts sector so that we can gain some money
from the federal government there.
We are putting in over $3 million towards Museum
Victoria’s very successful program of exhibition
renewal, and the museum is delighted. The number of
congratulatory emails and phone calls I have had from
our arts institutions since the budget was delivered is
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really quite staggering. They are delighted and are
saying, ‘Thank you; there is finally a government which
hears our pleas and is willing to put some money into
our future here in Victoria’.
We are also putting some more money into the Arts
Centre Melbourne and the Geelong Performing Arts
Centre, which were needing some major critical capital
works upgrades — things that were neglected under the
former government. We are also putting money into the
Arts Centre Melbourne for additional operations that
will be needed once Hamer Hall is reopened in a couple
of months time, and of course we made a major
announcement of $11.3 million back in December for
the expansion of the pit in the State Theatre to
accommodate Wagnerian-size orchestras, especially for
the Ring cycle next year, which will also give us a
competitive edge over any other performing arts centre
or theatre in Australia. There is not another centre that
will have a pit the size of the one we will have.
I want to touch on business as well, because of course
Bayswater is a thriving area. We have a lot of
manufacturers and a lot of wholesalers. The
development of markets is very important for a lot of
them, but one of the most important things which they
came to us with when we were in opposition was
WorkCover. They said, ‘Help us out with WorkCover;
why are those of us who are doing the right thing being
penalised?’. We are delighted to announce that there
will be an average reduction in premiums for
businesses of around 3 per cent. That will obviously
vary, but those who are doing the right thing, those who
have a good record, will in fact have major cuts,
sometimes up towards 10 per cent. This is good for
business, it is good for safety — because everyone
wants to stay safe — but it is also good for Victorians.
It is an all-round fantastic initiative.
We also have some really wonderful initiatives for
concession holders. We have already expanded the
17.5 per cent electricity bill concession to apply all year
round, not just during winter. That is important in
Bayswater because we have in the district a slightly
higher than average proportion of residents over the age
of 65 and also of one-parent families, so that is very
good news for locals there. We are also increasing
funding for concessions by more than 30 per cent over
two years across the board. There are various different
initiatives within that. In fact through our concession
initiatives we are delivering over $150 million more in
concessions than Labor did in its last term.
For seniors there will be additional funding for HACC
(home and community care). We know that there are
about 300 000 Victorians who rely on HACC
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programs. Those are being expanded. Also, for those
who are self-funded retirees, those who are wanting to
change properties, perhaps downsize, there is a fantastic
initiative of land transfer stamp duty exemptions for
properties and also a lowering of the gap between the
rates. There will also be a lowering of concession fares.
The public transport benefits for concession holders are
going to be expanded.
Then of course there is the myki system, which we had
thrust upon us. So much money had been spent on that
that there was really no way out for us, and the
independent investigation into it said we basically
needed to keep it. When I look at what we spent on
myki and what was spent on the desalination plant, it is
incredible. If you just take the desal plant, at a cost of
almost $2 million a day to the Victorian people, if you
worked that out over a year and divided it between the
88 Assembly electorates, we would each gain just over
$8 million that we could spend on local services.
Imagine the number of schools that could be rebuilt,
imagine the number of hospitals that could be built, the
roads that could be fixed. All the things the opposition
is crying out for could be achieved if we had that extra
$8 million a year in our electorates to be able to do the
stuff that is really needed.
It has rained; it happens in Australia, and we do not
need a desalination plant. This is a great financial step
forward for Victoria. I commend the Treasurer. It is a
very good budget.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — Nirvana
has arrived in Victoria! It is utopia suddenly overnight
because of the Baillieu government! The rest of the
Victorian public has a very different opinion. If you go
and ask any average Victorian out there, they will say
that we have gone from a government with a AAA
credit rating, a government that had a vision to a
government that is just barely crawling. It has no idea.
It was all about getting into government, the usual sort
of Liberal thing — Liberal members get into
government but then have no idea what to do when
they get there except for cut, cut, cut. They hate public
servants, they hate low-income people being supported,
particularly in these tough economic times, and they go
on with the same old rhetoric.
I have been in this chamber now for the last couple of
hours, and every coalition member has done the same
thing — bagged the GST, when even the budget papers
themselves show that in actual dollars more GST is
coming into Victoria now than in the previous budget.
For political reasons they want to attack the federal
Labor government, but I remind them that these are
similar complaints to the complaints we had when we
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were in government. The formula for the GST carve-up
that applies now is the same formula that was created
when Peter Costello was the Treasurer of Australia.
If government members are really concerned about the
lack of GST revenue, as we were concerned with that
formula, they should not complain about Prime
Minister Gillard, they should go and talk to the
coalition governments in all the other states.
Queensland and Western Australia should give us
money back, because the formula is simply an old
formula that was based on the economy of Australia
back in the 1950s, when we did not have mining booms
and tourism booms. It was so that we could support the
large, less-developed states, because manufacturing was
the key driver of the Australian economy. These are the
formulas we are stuck with. If we want to be realists
and be honest with the public, let us do it there rather
than play politics about Prime Minister Gillard.
The reality is: there is more money in the budget. All
we really have is a whole range of excuses for why the
government is not doing a whole lot of things that the
public would normally expect governments to do —
like to fund the TAFE sector properly, not to decimate
it with, in effect, a de facto privatisation. That is the
philosophical approach of this government. It should be
honest and come out and say, ‘We want a level playing
field, and we want the private sector to pick up the
market share from the TAFE sector, from the
government sector. We want to do it that way because
our philosophical approach is about small government,
and we don’t really care about the quality of education
because we believe the market will fix that up’. It
should be honest and come out and say that, rather than
repeating all the lies about desal plants that we keep on
hearing. We all know that funding for any water
infrastructure or any electricity infrastructure does not
come direct from a line in the budget; it comes out of
the bills that water customers and electricity customers
pay. Of course it does.
The government is just looking for excuses. It inherited
a AAA credit rating, and it has squandered it. It has
gone from having the strongest economy to being
laughed at by other parts of Australia. New South
Wales, which was the basket case, is suddenly running
miles ahead of Victoria. Why? Because it has a vision
and it had a deliberate strategy for creating confidence
in the marketplace. This government came in and spent
nearly two years demonising the previous government.
Despite the comments from the financial markets and
the business sector about the strong budget and the
infrastructure pipeline that was supporting the Victorian
economy and making Victoria more efficient and more
productive and supporting business that way at a
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difficult time for manufacturing, we have fallen way
behind. We have lost so many jobs. We have no jobs
plan and we have no jobs vision. The government says,
‘Let the market rule. Let us not intervene’.
That is very different to what the New South Wales
government is doing. That is why we have fallen
behind. If you do not have the infrastructure projects in
the pipeline, clearly you are generating a lack of
confidence in the marketplace and in the manufacturing
sector, which very much depends on these major
infrastructure works. The government is like the
schoolchild who did not study or do its homework and
failed, but is complaining about the teacher — ‘The
teacher was too tough on me’. The government says,
‘Oh, we didn’t get funding for the east–west link. We
didn’t get funding for the port of Hastings’. Do you
know what? You never get funding from the federal
government until you have a committed project. That
means that if you go and do your research and your
studies and your site analyses and your drillings in
order to put your business case together, which is an
essential part of mapping the whole project — and by
mapping the whole project, you can actually put a cost
to it — then you can go to the government.
Let us not forget that Infrastructure Australia criticised
Victoria because it had not done its homework. Now
Baillieu government members have the audacity to
come into this place and say, ‘Oh, gee, we would really
love to do these projects, but the mean, nasty federal
Labor government won’t do it’. No, they did not do
their homework, and of course they did not get the
money. It is like the kid who did not do its work and
failed, and then blamed the poor old teacher and
everything else except its own lack of commitment and
effort. That is exactly what we are seeing. As a result,
Victoria has been dudded. There is no reason why these
studies could not have been done a year ago. It is not a
huge amount of money compared to the investment
they have made in the budget. They could have done
that rather than demonise a whole lot of other projects
that they were going to commit to anyway. With the
regional rail link what did they do? They messed
around with that for ages. Finally they committed to it.
I understand that when there is a change of government
there is a tendency to want to provide distance from the
past, to differentiate, to demonise and to say things
were all bad and to say costs have blown out. We had
the same thing when we came to government in 1999.
We had major cost blow-outs. I was responsible for
Federation Square, and at the first meeting I had with
Major Projects Victoria I was told, ‘Minister, this
project is going to cost $550 million and we only got
$110 million’. When you take over Docklands they say,
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‘Minister, Docklands is pretty dead. We’re going to
have to spend $40-odd million to do the Collins Street
bridge to reactivate it’. That was stuff the previous
government had on the books but had not funded. That
is the reality. When you come into government there
are a whole lot of unexpected things. But the
government has also made a whole lot of commitments
that are not priorities — this is one of the areas where
the business sector has criticised the government. There
are a whole lot of smaller scale capital projects but they
are not high priorities in the sense of the economic
efficiency of the state. They are actually political
commitments.
That is evident in the schools list; there are only three
schools in Labor electorates that will get funding. The
reality is, as we all know as members, that we all want
stuff to happen in our electorates but we also have to be
patient. We know that every region in the education
department provides a list of priorities for schools,
based on a range of competing needs. You come in as a
political party, you go to the electorate and you pick out
a whole lot of nice, needy, worthy projects in your
electorate, and suddenly you have to find money for
those. You make those choices, and that is fine — you
went out to the public, you made the choices. But are
they the most productive investments to put the money
into? Are they investments that will have economic
returns as well? They are simply political
commitments. They are worthy, but — like the New
Street rail crossing in Brighton — they might be
priority number 223 compared to a whole lot of other
stuff.
Please let us understand that the public has every right
to be cynical about this government, and ask: what is its
vision? What is its plan? What is its direction? Yes, of
course we want to have budgets that are reasonably
balanced, but there are choices about what is hit. Where
is it that the government has hit? It has hit 4000 public
sector jobs. It has hit 2000 jobs in TAFE. It has hit the
TAFE sector so severely that Chisholm TAFE has had
one-third of its budget disappear. What does that mean
with the courses that will no longer be available? What
does it mean for the people in those communities who
will either not get the courses they want to study to
advance their careers or will have to travel greater
distances?
What happens to all the infrastructure that has been put
in place, new infrastructure, in all those campuses that
now will not be used and will be underutilised and
remain dormant? What happens with all those courses
that remain? One of the priorities for the TAFEs would
be to try to maintain as many courses as they can by
jacking up the course fees. This government, which
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says it is concerned about the cost of living, is forcing
extra costs on the people who can least afford it. The
people who go to TAFE are the most needy, and
regional MPs should understand that a lot better. TAFE
is often the only tertiary institution that locals can
choose to go to if they do not want to leave their local
areas.
What the government is really saying is, ‘We don’t
really care about that, we have a different philosophical
approach’. Even the good, private RTOs (registered
training organisations) out there are worried about the
lack of direction and how the government is going to
implement this. They are worried about the sharks and
the fly-by-nighters, like those we saw with international
education. They believe, and I agree, that similar things
are going to start happening in this area, because this is
all really just a cost-cutting exercise, not a focus on
quality and need.
What else do we do? We do not even pass on the full
benefits to pensioner concessions. We sit there and give
them 2 per cent while we get a 2.5 per cent pay rise. On
paper it might not look like a lot of money, but
collectively it is quite a few hundred million dollars.
When the ministers were sitting around at the
expenditure review committee they made a deliberate
decision to take away entitlements to pensioners to go
and spend them on other things. Governments are about
choices, and this government deliberately chose not to
pass on the full inflation cost to pension concessions,
even though the budget papers show that inflation is
higher than 2 per cent.
What does the government do? It takes away the
School Start bonus, which is so important to so many
families as their children start primary and secondary
school — that first year when costs are suddenly
through the roof. Thankfully we have a federal
government that actually recognises the importance of
this and is putting money back in the system, rewarding
parents and acknowledging that there are costs of
education. This government just wants to take from the
people who can least afford it, simply because they tend
not to be people who vote for the coalition. That is the
reality.
Those people are like the people in Dandenong. There
is nothing new in this budget for Dandenong — nothing
new in terms of facilities. All this budget brings is pain,
cost and the area being overlooked again. Even in the
budget papers the government tries to trump it up. Its
press release says there are new mental health beds at
Dandenong. We are the ones who built the new mental
health hospital. We doubled the beds, and we put the
funding in place. There just happens to be money in the
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budget for the beds again this year. Thanks for
acknowledging us and thanks for acknowledging our
investment and commitment, because I can tell you it is
only Labor governments that fund things in places like
Dandenong — absolutely it is.
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that basically keeps on telling us, ‘They are not front
line, though’. No, they are real people who do real jobs
for the community and on behalf of the community.
Debated adjourned on motion of Mr MORRIS
(Mornington).

An honourable member interjected.
Debated adjourned until later this day.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — I have been in this
place long enough to have seen what the Kennett
government did not fund in seven and a half years — to
have seen what it closed, cut and did not invest in.
We make choices, and the choices we made as Labor
governments were to put money into hospitals, schools
and community facilities and to make sure that the
lowest income earners are protected from any
difficulties in the economy. To come in here as the
Treasurer did and tell us, ‘It is the worst financial
position Victoria has ever been in’ — well, it is not.
The global financial crisis we had a few years ago was
the most difficult time in recent years. We had to face
pressures, including the downturn in the economy, and
we still delivered a surplus budget.
This is a government of excuses and a government that
just wants to manage; it is managerialist, it lacks vision
and it has lost the confidence of this state. That is why
we are seeing job losses. The private sector is using this
opportunity to sit there and say, ‘You know what? Ted
is not going to come after us. Ted is not going to sit
down and try to renegotiate’.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! Members of Parliament will be referred to by
their correct title.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Yes — the Premier.
This is not a government that tries to protect jobs and
that has a role of intervening in an appropriate,
proactive, affordable way in the marketplace to be able
to protect jobs and provide some growth in a difficult
economic climate. That is why this economy is slowing
down and that is why we are seeing so many job losses
and that is why this budget is very disappointing for all
Victorians, not just the people of Dandenong.
The government should just be honest and simply say:
‘We believe in small government and we believe in a
small public sector — that is our philosophical
approach’. Be honest and say that, because all that
means is fewer front-line people. We are seeing
Department of Primary Industries district offices
closing. We are going to see TAFE jobs disappear. We
are seeing a whole lot of jobs going from the
Department of Sustainability and Environment. We are
going to see that all over the place from a government

WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) 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 Working with
Children Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights set out in part 2 of the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The bill makes a number of amendments to the Working with
Children Act 2005 (the act) that strengthen the protection of
children by:
strengthening the tests that must be satisfied before an
assessment notice is given;
changing and expanding the categories of offences,
including making murder a category 1 offence and
adding a range of older offences that, despite being
serious, are not presently captured by the act;
ensuring that persons who have been convicted of or
charged with serious offences and who apply for a
WWC check are not able to work with children while an
assessment of their application is being conducted;
ensuring that persons who have a current WWC
assessment notice but are convicted of or charged with
serious offences have their assessment notice suspended
while their eligibility is reassessed;
clarifying provisions relating to applications to VCAT
by persons subject to supervision or detention orders
under the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009.
Human rights issues
The bill raises a number of human rights issues. However, it
is my view that the provisions are compatible with the charter
act for the reasons set out below.
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Changes to application categories
The bill makes a number of amendments that change the
category of offences and increases the range of offences that
attract the provisions of the act.
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affect the person’s reputation. As a result, it is arguable that
the right to privacy (section 13) is engaged.
I do not consider that the right to a fair hearing (section 24(1))
is engaged because:

Clause 3 makes the offence of murder a category 1 offence.
This means that the secretary must refuse to give an
assessment notice (section 12(2)). In such circumstances only
VCAT can grant an assessment notice.

a suspension resulting from a charge of a criminal
offence will not affect the right of the person to have the
charge heard and determined by a court in the normal
way; and

Clause 4(2) amends section 13(1)(g) to render applications by
persons charged with murder as a category 2 application,
thereby requiring the secretary to refuse the application unless
the secretary is satisfied that the person would not pose an
unjustifiable risk to children (section 13(2)).

the suspension is not a civil proceeding to which the
person is a party under section 24. (The terms of
section 24 in this regard are quite different to article 6 of
the European Convention on Human Rights in this
regard making overseas decisions on that article
inapplicable in this context.)

Clause 5 expands the offences that render the application a
category 3 application, including a range of older Victorian
offences that have since been amended.
I consider that these amendments are consistent with the
offences already listed in the act, and with the overriding
purpose of protecting children. They do not effect any
changes that would result in incompatibility with human
rights in the charter act.
Clause 10 — Suspension of a person’s assessment notice
during reassessment
Under section 21 of the act, the secretary must reassess a
person’s eligibility to hold an assessment notice in certain
circumstances, including when she is notified that the person
has been charged with or been convicted or found guilty of a
category 1 or 2 offence. However, under the current act, a
person is currently able to engage in child-related work
pending the reassessment. Category 1 and 2 offences are
serious matters and, in the government’s view, this does not
provide sufficient protection for children.
Clause 10(1) of the bill changes this position to provide that
the secretary must suspend a person’s assessment notice upon
being made aware that the person has been charged with or
been convicted or found guilty of a category 1 or 2 offence.
The secretary is then required to reassess the person’s
eligibility to hold an assessment notice pursuant to section 21
of the act. A person whose assessment notice has been
suspended is treated as not having a current assessment notice
for the period of the suspension (clause 10(3)). This means
that a person whose assessment notice is suspended would be
guilty of an offence if he or she engages in child-related work
during the suspension period. In addition to the reassessment
under section 21, clause 10(2) provides that the secretary may
reinstate the person’s assessment notice if the charge against
the person is withdrawn, the charge is dismissed by a court, or
the person is acquitted of the offence by a court.
Clause 10(5) of the bill also requires the secretary to notify in
writing any person whose assessment notice is suspended and
any person (of whom the secretary knows) who is or is
proposing to, engage that person in child-related work, or any
agency with whom the person is listed.
I consider that these provisions are compatible with the
human rights in the charter act. I acknowledge that suspension
occurs automatically; that this may involve a significant
restriction upon a person’s ability to engage in their
employment; and that the notification to the person’s
employer and agency with whom they are registered may

I do not consider that the provisions engage the rights in
sections 26 (right not to be tried or punished more than once)
and 27 (right not to have a penalty imposed for a criminal
offence which is greater than that which applied at the time of
commission of the offence) of the charter act. The purpose
and effect of the WWC provisions is not to impose additional
penalties on offenders for a criminal offence but to protect
children. While the presumption of innocence in section 25(1)
will need to be respected by the secretary and VCAT in
carrying out their reassessments where a person is charged
with an offence, the provisions are compatible with that right.
In my view, the provisions are compatible with the right to
privacy in section 13. Section 13 rights have to fit with the
interests of children and the responsibilities of society and
parents and guardians in protecting children as well as the
specific right of children to protection under section 17 of the
charter. Category 1 and 2 offences are serious matters.
Category 1 offences include serious sexual offences
committed by an adult against a child victim. Category 2
offences include serious violent and drug-related offences.
The fact that a person has been convicted of or charged with
such an offence raises very real concerns for the safety of
children. I consider it is appropriate that the person is
suspended from engaging in child-related work until the
secretary or VCAT are satisfied that the person does not pose
an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children.
Conclusion
For the reasons given above, I consider that the bill is
compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Hon. Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General

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

The sexual and violent abuse of children are appalling
offences against innocent and vulnerable victims that
can inflict a lifetime of pain and suffering.
The objective of the Working with Children Act 2005
(the act) is to help protect children from physical or
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sexual harm by requiring that people who work with, or
care for, children have their suitability to do so checked
by a government body.
Since commencement of the act in 2006, and as of
30 April this year, over 910 000 Victorians have
applied for a working-with-children check and
approximately 1024 people have been issued with a
negative notice, thereby preventing them from lawfully
engaging in child-related work.
On 30 June 2011, the working-with-children check
completed its five-year phasing in of 20 occupational
categories so that all people engaged in child-related
work across these 20 occupational fields are now
required by law to obtain a working-with-children
check.
However, the government has become increasingly
concerned about the operation of a key aspect of the
scheme, namely the tests that are applied when deciding
whether or not to issue a working-with-children check.
This concern applies both to the tests the Secretary to
the Department of Justice is required to apply when
assessing applications and to the tests VCAT is
required to apply when it considers a category 1
application or reviews a decision by the secretary.
The top priority of the tests for deciding on
working-with-children-check applications should be the
interests of children and their families. However, the
tests that apply under the current law are too focused on
the interests of the individuals who apply for checks.
The changes proposed by this bill will instead ensure
working-with-children-check tests give priority to the
interests and welfare of children and their families,
including when VCAT is reviewing decisions by the
secretary to refuse to issue a working-with-children
check for applicants whom the secretary has assessed as
posing an unacceptable risk to children.
The bill also makes three other substantive
amendments, as well as various housekeeping or
consequential amendments.
Purposes of the bill
The main purposes of the bill are to:
strengthen the tests to be satisfied before a
working-with-children check is given or maintained;
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make murder a category 1 offence;
authorise the secretary to the Department of Justice
to revoke a working-with-children check if the
holder fails to provide the secretary with requested
information.
I now turn to the key substantive elements of the bill.
Strengthening the tests to be satisfied before a
working-with-children check is issued
The bill will strengthen the tests applied by the
secretary and the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) for obtaining and maintaining a
working-with-children check to provide more guidance
in determining a person’s suitability to hold a
working-with-children check and thereby engage in
child-related work.
At present, upon receiving an application for a check,
the secretary determines the category into which the
application falls:
category 1 applications include the most serious
sexual offences committed by an adult against a
child as well as child pornography offences;
category 2 applications are the most serious sexual,
drug and violent offences;
category 3 applications include less serious offences.
For category 1 applications, the secretary must refuse to
issue a working-with-children check and must issue that
person a negative notice.
Category 2 and 3 applications have a statutory test to be
applied by the secretary, and on review, by VCAT.
For category 1 applications:
in deciding the application, VCAT applies an
‘unjustifiable risk to the safety of children’
(‘unjustifiable risk’) test and a ‘public interest’ test;
VCAT cannot direct that a working-with-children
check be issued unless it is satisfied that the
applicant does not pose an unjustifiable risk to the
safety of children and it is in the public interest to do
so.
For category 2 applications:
the secretary applies the ‘unjustifiable risk’ test;

prevent a person, who has made a category 1 or 2
application, from engaging in child-related work
while his or her application for a check is assessed;

in reviewing category 2 decisions, VCAT applies the
same test in addition to the ‘public interest’ test.
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For category 3 applications:
the secretary must give a working-with-children
check unless satisfied that it is appropriate to refuse
to do so (‘appropriate to refuse to do so’ test);.
in reviewing category 3 decisions, VCAT applies
this same test and the ‘public interest’ test.
Apart from these category applications, the secretary
can also refuse a working-with-children check in
exceptional circumstances, where there is a significant
link between the offence and a risk to the safety of
children. For these cases both the secretary and VCAT
apply the ‘unjustifiable risk’ test.
Once a person has a working-with-children check, they
are subject to weekly ongoing monitoring by Victoria
Police. If the holder of the check is subsequently
charged with, convicted or found guilty of a relevant
offence, the secretary must reassess their eligibility and
can revoke the check if the person is deemed unsuitable
to engage in child-related work.
The amendments made by the bill will strengthen the
‘unjustifiable risk’ test so that:
the secretary and VCAT cannot be satisfied as to the
‘unjustifiable risk’ test unless satisfied that a
reasonable person would allow his or her child to
have direct contact with the applicant in an
unsupervised capacity while the applicant is engaged
in any type of child-related work. That is, would a
reasonable person as parent or guardian agree to
their child being cared for by the applicant in an
unsupervised capacity?
further, the secretary and VCAT must be satisfied
that the applicant is able to engage in any type of
child-related work without posing an unjustifiable
risk to the safety of children. This recognises the
portability of a working-with-children check once
issued.
The ‘appropriate to refuse to do so’ test is maintained
for category 3 applications, but the bill strengthens that
test by adding to it in a similar manner to the changes to
the category 1 and 2 tests.
In addition to strengthening these tests, the bill will
clarify that the ‘public interest’ test is a secondary test
to be considered by VCAT only after VCAT has
determined that the applicant does not pose an
unjustifiable risk to the safety of children or that it is not
appropriate to refuse a working-with-children check.
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Removing the ability to engage in child-related
work on an application receipt or during a period of
reassessment on category 1 and 2 notifications
The bill will add further protections for children by
removing the right of an applicant to engage in
child-related work on an application receipt or during a
period of reassessment, where the applicant or person
who holds a check has a serious criminal history or
charge.
This amendment will make it an offence for a person
with a charge, conviction or finding of guilt in relation
to a category 1 or category 2 offence from engaging in
child-related work while their application is being
assessed or their suitability to engage in child-related
work is being reassessed.
In the case of a person who already has a
working-with-children check and has been charged,
convicted or found guilty of a category 1 or category 2
offence, the secretary will be able to immediately
suspend that person’s working-with-children check
while their suitability to engage in child-related work is
reassessed. If the charges are withdrawn or dismissed
by a court, the suspended check can be reinstated.
There is a strong public interest and expectation that
people with a serious criminal history or facing serious
criminal charges should not be able to work with
children until such time as it is determined otherwise.
For those applicants who have no criminal history there
will be no change and they can continue to expect to be
automatically issued with a working-with-children
check. For applicants with a relevant charge or offence,
a full assessment is conducted by the secretary prior to
engaging in child-related work. People in these
categories intending to engage in child-related work
will be required to obtain their working-with-children
check prior to commencing work rather than relying on
an application receipt.
Murder as a category 1 offence
A further substantive amendment is to make murder a
category 1 offence. Currently, murder is treated in the
act as a category 2 offence. The change to a category 1
offence is considered more in keeping with the need to
protect children and the treatment of serious offenders.
As a category 1 offence, the secretary will be required
to refuse a working-with-children check and issue a
negative notice where an applicant has been convicted
of murder. The applicant may, however, apply to
VCAT for a working-with-children check.
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Revoking a working-with-children check for failure
to provide requested information
The bill will provide the secretary with the power to
revoke a working-with-children check where the holder
fails to provide the secretary with requested
information. Currently, the secretary can request that a
person who holds a working-with-children check to
provide further information during a reassessment. If
the holder fails to provide the information, the secretary
can suspend that person’s check for up to six months.
After this six-month period, however, the suspended
working-with-children check becomes valid again even
if the requested information has not been provided.
The bill will give the secretary the power to revoke a
working-with-children check where the person holding
the check fails to provide the requested information
following the suspension period. A revoked
working-with-children check prevents that person from
lawfully engaging in child-related work. If the person
still wants a working-with-children check, then they
can apply for one in the usual manner and undergo the
usual assessment.
This amendment strengthens the scheme by ensuring
that people who may present a risk to the safety of
children are not able to maintain their
working-with-children check and engage in
child-related work unless the secretary has been
provided with all relevant information.
In addition to the substantive amendments the bill seeks
to improve the operation of the scheme through a
number of housekeeping amendments.
Clarifying provisions relating to applications to
VCAT by persons subject to supervision or
detention orders
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reassessment according to the test which applies in
respect of the offence which triggered the reassessment
rather than any offence already considered by the
secretary or VCAT in granting the current
working-with-children check.
Capturing earlier Victorian offences
The bill will capture earlier Victorian offences within
the act. Adding the earlier version of the offences of
‘causing injury intentionally or recklessly’ and ‘obscene
exposure’ as defined in the Crimes Act 1958 and the
Summary Offences Act 1966 respectively, will enhance
the rigour of the scheme by allowing such offences to
be considered by the secretary when assessing a
person’s suitability to hold a working-with-children
check.
Streamlining the move from a volunteer to an
employee working-with-children check
Finally, the bill will streamline the process for moving
from a volunteer working-with-children check to an
employee check. The secretary will be able to consider
an application from a volunteer who wishes to move to
an employee working-with-children check without
having regard to any offences or conduct that were
already considered in issuing the volunteer
working-with-children check. This will improve the
timely processing of applications.
Consequential amendments
The ability of the secretary to suspend a
working-with-children check needs to be reflected in
the accredited driver exemption provisions in the
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983.
The bill makes consequential amendments to this act to
ensure consistency between the schemes.

The bill will prescribe persons subject to supervision
and detention orders under the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 as a category of
person unable to apply to VCAT for a review of the
secretary’s decision except in the case of mistaken
identity. This aligns with the current treatment of
registered sex offenders under the act.

There is strong public acceptance of and support for the
working-with-children check scheme. The amendments
made by this bill will strengthen and improve the
operation of the scheme and enhance the protection of
children from physical and sexual harm, in line with the
government’s ongoing commitment to protect children,
support their families and build stronger, safer
communities.

Clarifying the process to be applied for conducting a
reassessment of a person’s ongoing suitability to
hold a working-with-children check

I commend the bill to the house.

The bill will clarify the process to be applied by the
secretary when reassessing a person’s ongoing
suitability to hold a working-with-children check where
there has been a relevant change in circumstances.
Specifically, the secretary will be required to conduct a

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 June.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WYNNE
(Richmond).
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APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a great pleasure
to rise to address the appropriation bill. It has been an
interesting debate, and before I come to the substance
of my contribution I want to respond to at least one
earlier contribution. The member for Dandenong made
some interesting comments, but I will let those pass. I
do want to comment on the contribution of the member
for Broadmeadows. I have to say that it was beautifully
written and beautifully read.
Mr Katos — It was eloquent.
Mr MORRIS — It was eloquent, as the member for
South Barwon said. It was absolutely eloquent. I think
at one stage I heard him quoting himself with approval.
I certainly heard him quoting Robbie Burns. You will
not find me quoting either of those people. I want to
bring some accuracy to the comments made by the
member for Broadmeadows and other members about
the issue of unemployment in Victoria. The member for
Broadmeadows in particular made some rather
extravagant claims.
I draw his attention and the attention of the house to the
most recent employment figures — April 2012 —
which show that Victoria has an unemployment rate of
5.3 per cent. The unemployment rate in the state of
Victoria exceeded 5.3 per cent for a total of 83 months
under the former government — that is 83 months of a
total of 134 months in government. For two-thirds of
the Labor Party’s most recent terms in office in this
state Victoria exceeded its current unemployment rate.
The second point I want to make in relation to the
unemployment rate is that I was very pleased to
observe, again in the April 2012 unemployment figures,
that we have a participation rate in this state of 65.4 per
cent. That is the third best of all the states. We are
behind only Western Australia and Queensland, which
we know are both resource-rich estates and have had
incredible labour shortages. Given the current
circumstances in the nation we need to have accurate
figures.
I am very pleased to return to the appropriation bill and
indeed to the budget, which was brought down in this
house a bit over three weeks ago by our colleague the
Treasurer. I must say it does seem a lot longer than
three weeks since the budget came down. I have spent
the two intervening weeks sitting in the Public
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Accounts and Estimates Committee with minister after
minister passing through. There is sometimes a feeling
of Groundhog Day, and certainly a bit of cabin fever
develops amongst those who are in the room for those
50-plus hours, but it is a useful experience. I would not
suggest that all of my colleagues should sit through it,
but if they have an interest in a particular portfolio or
area of government administration, it is useful from that
point of view.
As I have said on more than one occasion, we are in
extremely challenging times. We are facing a more
difficult economic situation than has been the case in
this state for many years. There is a difficult global
environment, and of course we have local revenue
issues as well. From the debate we have heard so far, it
seems that many members do not have any meaningful
recollection of the Cain-Kirner years. I am not
suggesting that John Cain in particular or the
government that he led did not do some things right. It
was a reforming government, and in particular many of
the social measures he introduced were worthwhile and
had the support of the population.
However, in economic terms Labor was an abject and
total failure. The philosophy was ‘Spend your way out
of it’. It was a philosophy which said, ‘Just keep
throwing money at it and hopefully, eventually, you
might achieve something’. That was the philosophy of
the Cain and Kirner governments, that was the
philosophy of Rudd government, that is the philosophy
of the Gillard government and that seems to be the
philosophy of the current opposition.
I suggest that the opposition has learnt nothing from
history. It has learnt absolutely nothing from
experience. We have had a decade where expenditure
rose at a faster rate than income. That in itself means
that action is necessary, that you cannot go on that way
forever. But of course the situation has been
compounded by a series of black holes, a series of cost
blow-outs involving poor management, corner cutting
and abject policy failures in so many areas. Indeed the
more you put the Labor years under the microscope, the
more you realise just how many failures, how many
blow-outs and how many poor decisions there were.
In a time of surging revenues we had a state economy
underwritten, it has to be said, by the economic
brilliance of the Howard-Costello team and an
economy that was on a very firm foundation put in
place by Premier Kennett. We all recall the conditions
that prevailed in 1992 before Premier Kennett took
office. We were very much a rust bucket state. Premier
Kennett did so much of the hard work to put Victoria
on a sound and sustainable footing, and the Labor
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governments that succeeded him lived off the back of
that for a very long time. However, the point needs to
be made that it was not, of course, just one, two or three
people sitting on this side of the house who did so much
of that work. The credit for the outcomes that were
achieved by the Kennett government has to go to the
Victorian people. They were the ones who did the
work, they were the ones who put their shoulders to the
wheel and they were the ones who achieved the
outcomes that the Labor Party was able to live off for
11 years.
When there was a real opportunity to capitalise on the
foundation that had been laid and on the work being
done by John Howard and Peter Costello, that
opportunity was squandered by the Labor Party. It was
in fact a betrayal of all of those Victorians who worked
so hard for so long to get the state back on a path of
growth. Labor failed to keep pace with the growing
demands of population. It failed to invest in the
infrastructure or the services required to meet the needs
of a growing population; it failed to deliver on every
front. Yet for the entire period that Labor was in office
its expenditure soared.
Why is any of this important in terms of this budget? It
is important because this is the legacy that we have
been left, these are the challenges that we have to deal
with and yet you would think from listening to the
debate that Victoria had been left in A-grade condition
economically. Nothing could be further from the truth.
Mr Noonan — No, it is AAA.
Mr MORRIS — The interjection is that it is AAA,
and that is correct. It was AAA — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! Enough interjections and enough chat in the
chamber.
Mr MORRIS — It was AAA in terms of
investment grade, and that is an important point, but it
does not take into account the missed opportunities and
the overexpenditure. What we are talking about is not
what the ratings were or what they need to be; it is the
services and the infrastructure forgone, the works that
should have been done, the drag that we now have on
our economy because of the lost opportunities and the
debt that we now have to carry because of the Labor
government’s investment in totally unproductive
infrastructure. We had of course, as members will
recall, a rail system that was crippled by
underinvestment, a failure to maintain the network and
a failure to confront the restrictive work practices of

2339

some employees in that system. We had a serious
underinvestment in Victoria Police and that
necessitated — —
Mr Noonan — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Mornington has been speaking for
almost 10 minutes without one single reflection upon
this appropriation bill, and I would ask you to draw him
back to the bill.
Mr MORRIS — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the underlying circumstances, the
environment and the legacy inherited from the former
government are an integral part of the current budget.
They frame the circumstances of this appropriation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr Noonan — On a further point of order, Acting
Speaker, if the member for Mornington cannot make
one reflection upon this budget in relation to his own
electorate of Mornington — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! That is not a point of order. I do not uphold the
point of order, and I will say that all speakers from both
sides have been given a lot of latitude in what they are
saying today.
Mr MORRIS — It has to be said the
underinvestment in infrastructure and the debt we are
carrying is undoubtedly a millstone around the neck of
Victorians. We had 11 years of wasted opportunities.
Mr Eren interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! The member for Lara has had his turn.
Mr MORRIS — In my own electorate — and this
is just so typical of the approach taken by the Labor
Party for so long — there was commitment after
commitment to do something about the Mornington
pier. In the 2006 election campaign a cast-iron figure
was finally put on the reconstruction works for the
Mornington pier, and yet by, I think it was, September
2010 nothing had been done. Then all of a sudden there
was a rush of activity, the project started and
$3.5 million was provided. I have commented on this in
the house before, but Labor could not complete the
project within the budget in the time allocated. It totally
failed to deliver the project. The pier was built but the
wave screens were not fitted. There was a 60 per cent
blow-out in terms of cost to get the project done and the
project was not completed. It has taken a coalition
government to get it done.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
2340

ASSEMBLY

Mr Katos interjected.
Mr MORRIS — I will not take up that interjection.
It has taken a coalition government to get it done, and I
certainly thank the Minister for Ports for the investment
that will soon be made to finish Labor’s incomplete
projects and Labor’s mess. That is an analogy.
With 2 minutes to go I am very pleased to support the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012 and to support the
budget on which it stands. It takes the first step toward
restoring the state’s finances. Despite the challenges to
revenue, the debt load and the legacy that we inherited
from our predecessors, this budget contains a record
infrastructure spend by the state, greater than any
government ever in this state.
I want to particularly recognise the response to the
investigation into child protection — a $336 million
package. I commend both the Minister for Community
Services and the Premier for their leadership in this
field. This is an opportunity that Labor refused to take
throughout its time in office. It had opportunity after
opportunity yet nothing was done. So we have a
package in this budget that provides $80 million to
strengthen the child protection system; $52 million to
increase support to families; $48 million for early years
services; $41 million to reform court processes;
$70 million to increase capacity and improve outcomes
for children in state care; $10 million for a new
Children’s Court at Broadmeadows; and $9.1 million
extra for out-of-home care. It is the most significant
package in this field in the state’s history, and I
commend everyone involved in the process — and I
know that includes a number of ministers.
I conclude by saying this is a good budget in very
difficult times. The external environment is incredibly
challenging, we have had to deal with substantial
revenue reductions across a range of revenue sources
and the profligacy of the former government has left us
an enormous legacy burden. The budget will ensure
that the Victorian economy can deal with the challenges
of the present and is well positioned to take advantage
of the opportunities of the future.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to speak on
the Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. It is
unfortunate that this right-wing, conservative
government is not taking this great state anywhere.
When you consider the previous budget and this year’s
budget, you realise that the government has no vision
for the great state of Victoria. It is only interested in a
political budget surplus, and it has relied on a 12.5 per
cent increase to speed camera fines to achieve that
surplus. During the coalition’s long time in opposition
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it was a different story. The coalition then said that
speed cameras were revenue raisers and that is all; now
it has done an about-face. What sort of spin doctoring is
that? Labor handed down a AAA budget and a surplus
every year, but after 18 months under the new
government the state has gone backwards. How could
this have happened so soon? Unfortunately we are back
to the dark, old days of former Premier Kennett.
We are seeing the gradual demise of the TAFE system.
The Premier and the government should understand
that decent, beautiful Victorians cannot all be brain
surgeons or corporate lawyers — or even architects!
More than $290 million has been taken from the TAFE
sector in the budget, which will result in the loss of
1500 jobs in that sector. Chisholm TAFE has campuses
in my electorate of Cranbourne, in Frankston and in
Dandenong, to name just a few. It has had a funding cut
of $25.5 million on top of the $4 million that was taken
from it in the last budget. I am interested to know what
the member for Frankston will say about this — when
he is not doing other things!
The government says, ‘We have got it all in hand’.
Interestingly, the Minister for Education went to Casey
and said the government had increased the budget for
the TAFE sector by $1.3 billion. What he conveniently
omitted was the fact that the $1.3 billion figure is for
the whole vocational education sector, which contains
only 18 public TAFEs but almost 500 private registered
training organisations, among which there are a few
good ones and there are shonky ones. What great spin
doctoring that is.
There are 365 000 students enrolled in the TAFE
system, most of whom are from disadvantaged
backgrounds. They are going to lose out on a good
quality education with these cutbacks. Putting public
and private providers on an equal footing amounts to
privatisation by stealth. Cutting public investment in
education and training is not only false economy but
also bad governing. Chisholm Institute of TAFE will
lose over $15 million in full service provider
funding — that is, for staff salaries at the public sector
level, libraries and other services — and over
$5 million in tuition funding based on contact hours.
The government will force students to pay the
difference. The contact hours could be anything from
200 to about 400, which means students will end up
paying an extra $600 to $1200 — or more — for a
simple certificate course. This will cut the demand for
such courses, and at the end of the day TAFEs will
have to close their doors when it comes to such courses.
For diploma courses funding will be cut by about $5 to
$6 per hour, and students enrolled in a course that
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requires about 800 contact hours will have to pay an
extra $4000 to $5000. Students in diploma courses are
entitled to commonwealth loans, but why would such
students take a TAFE course when higher education
contribution scheme funding is available for students
enrolled in a university course? These changes will hit
the TAFE system very hard. The government boasts
about not cutting funding for apprenticeships, but they
are only 14 per cent of the total share. The Baillieu
government is creating an environment where people
from low-income families will not be able to get a good
education in the TAFE system. The government must
think such people are Labor voters.
Unfortunately the government has decided to dump the
much-needed first home bonus as well. This will affect
not only jobs but also many couples who wish to build
their dream first home in the Frankston, Skye, Carrum
Downs and Cranbourne areas. Overall this is a strong
attack on the already ailing Victorian home building
industry. The shrinkage of this industry will flow into
other sectors of the economy, destroying many jobs.
This will trigger many more cuts in other areas to
balance future budgets.
This action also shows that the Baillieu government has
no jobs plan. Overall Victorians are confused about
what the Baillieu government stands for. The Victorian
unemployment rate is around 5.5 per cent, and
unfortunately it is still climbing. Working people are
losing their jobs on a daily basis, and on top of this
situation the Baillieu government is planning to axe
4200 public service jobs, thereby breaking an election
promise. Victoria has shed more jobs than any other
state, and it has gone from being the second-fastest
growing economy in 2010–11 to lagging behind the
pack.
Last year spending by foreign students fell by
$1 billion. This is a time when government needs to
provide vital financial oxygen to the economy through
budget measures or otherwise, but since December it
has cut $1 billion from this year’s infrastructure
spending. Over the forward estimates, infrastructure
spending is forecast to decline as a percentage of gross
state product. Net infrastructure spending is down by
42 per cent over three years. That is why the member
for Frankston believes that only certified practising
accountants are able to deliver good budgets. Maybe his
idea of a budget is an income and expenditure account
that arrives at a positive balance. Since nobody has
repudiated his comments in the last budget debate I
believe those views sit comfortably within the Liberal
Party’s view of the world.
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I am sure some will argue that $670 million will be well
spent on a prison to lock up more and more kids going
astray without having had the opportunity to get further
education when the TAFE system closes its doors to
them due to cutbacks of nearly $300 million. It is worth
noting that in the USA at one stage there was more
youth from minority communities such as Hispanics,
African Americans, Latinos and others in prisons than
in colleges. It seems that this right-wing conservative
government is keen to follow a similar path in Victoria.
The government has also pinched $400 million from
the water authorities. In total an extraordinary
$8.9 billion worth of cuts and revenue measures will
take effect over the next four years. This government’s
commitment to remain in surplus regardless of other
considerations will result in further economic
contraction. There is no gain. Under the circumstances
the most direct way for the government to assist local
manufacturers is through its procurement decisions, yet
the most the Baillieu government is willing to promise
is only that it will push to buy locally built rolling stock.
Victorians would prefer the government to make a firm
decision to procure locally for public projects. The
government’s political goal is to build the capacity to
invest in and provide better services in the future. We
are seeing predictions of revenue being down by more
than $2 billion a year.
When the Victorian Treasurer announced public sector
job cuts in December, slashing 3800 positions, he
indicated that they would all be achieved through
voluntary redundancies and suggested there were no
further cuts planned. When he announced a further
600 public sector job cuts he revealed that government
departments can apply for non-voluntary redundancies;
therefore there will be non-voluntary redundancies —
mass sacking. What that means is that 4200 jobs are
being shed from the public sector while 900 people a
week are losing their jobs.
The pain will not be limited to the bureaucracy. Fees
for a range of offences, such as speeding and swearing,
will be raised by 15 per cent, reaping an extra
$296 million over the next four years. This does not sit
very well with the government’s hollow cost of living
rhetoric. The first home bonus will not be renewed
when it expires in June, saving about $163 million next
financial year, slightly more than the expected budget
surplus. Victoria’s home building industry, which has
been leading the nation in the last few years, will suffer
badly from this decision. This will aggravate the loss of
GST and stamp duty revenue and will not help to
achieve future budget surpluses. This is a wrong, dumb
policy.
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The Treasurer says that by making public servants
redundant the government would seek to end
duplication between state and commonwealth
government departments. The concentration would be
on service delivery rather than back office jobs. The
Treasurer has failed to specify these duplications.
Which back office jobs is he talking about cutting? The
government also plans to raid its publicly owned
businesses to squeeze out $844 million in dividend
payments next financial year. This means less scope for
future investment.
Locally we are not seeing a red cent for the
much-needed extension of the Cranbourne line to the
Cranbourne East railway station. Cranbourne is
expected to have a population of more than 27 000 by
2021. Cranbourne East needs a station now more than
at any time in its history. As part of its $38 billion
Victorian transport plan the previous Labor government
committed $200 million to construct Cranbourne
station with two grade separators. While in opposition
Inga Peulich, a member for South Eastern Metropolitan
Region in the Council, ran a petition requesting that
Cranbourne East station be built before 2010. It is now
mid-2012. Mrs Peulich is also reported in the
Cranbourne News of 7 May 2009 as saying:
I consider anything less than the full funding of Cranbourne
East railway station after so many election stunts and
promises would be considered a failed state budget for Casey
residents and it has turned out that way …
… It should have been fast-tracked as a key infrastructure and
public transport project.

Until the last state election, Mrs Peulich made a lot of
calls for a Cranbourne East station, but she is
deafeningly silent on this matter now.
There is not even a red cent for the completion of
upgrades along Thompson Road. The Labor
government invested over $55 million to upgrade parts
of the road, and this government should now duplicate
the rest. Before the election Labor pledged $6.6 million
for the installation of traffic lights at the notorious
Wedge Road and Frankston-Dandenong Road
intersection in Carrum Downs in this term of
government. That this government has walked away
from fixing this notorious intersection is unfortunate.
I worked with VicRoads officials to get the upgrade of
the notorious intersection of Thompson Road and
Western Port Highway in Cranbourne West to the
planning stage, but again this government has walked
away from this much-needed upgrade. I refer to the
complete rebuild of Seaford Park Primary School, a
school the Minister for Education knows very well. It is
a school he was planning to close down, but after public
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pressure he backed down. This school needs rebuilding.
We must not forget stage 3 of Cranbourne Secondary
College. Labor funded $8 million for stages 1 and 2,
but the minister is going to back away — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer the
minister to media reports on ABC News last night that
the Speaker had already received evidence from the
member for Frankston regarding the probe into
potential criminal actions, and I ask: is it police
investigatory practice to interview suspects before
interviewing witnesses?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for his question. The
member, being a former Minister for Police, should
properly know that operational issues are matters for
the police.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
clearly if this is an operational matter for Victoria
Police, this matter should be sent to Victoria Police.
That is the key. The minister has made our case for us.
Thank you, Minister!
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister had
concluded his answer.

Geelong: jobs
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Premier. Can the Premier advise the house how the
government’s policies are delivering new jobs for
Geelong?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question. What a fantastic job he does in the
Geelong region. He is a long-time resident and
generator of jobs in the Geelong region. We were very
pleased in the recent budget to provide a record level of
$5.8 billion in state infrastructure spend. Geelong
shares in those benefits. More than 300 direct
construction jobs will be generated in Geelong from
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infrastructure projects funded in last sitting week’s state
budget.
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The budget that is currently before the house delivers
more than $100 million in new infrastructure funding
for Geelong. That will fund important upgrades to
health, education, transport and police facilities. We
welcome those investments, including the more than
$90 million for the Geelong Hospital to generate more
than 200 jobs and an extra 64 beds for cancer patients,
people needing palliative care and older patients with
complex needs. That has been very widely and warmly
welcomed by those in the Geelong region.
There is more than $13 million for a new 24-hour
combined police and State Emergency Service station
at Waurn Ponds. That will generate more than 40 jobs
during construction. That has been warmly and widely
welcomed in Geelong. There is more than $8 million to
progress the planning and establishment of the new
train station at Grovedale, which will create more than
40 jobs during construction. Again, that has been
warmly welcomed in Geelong and widely welcomed.
There is more than $8 million to redevelop facilities at
Northern Bay P–12 College, including the Wexford
Court and Peacock Avenue P–8 campuses. That will
generate up to 20 jobs. There is $2 million for critical
capital works at the Geelong Performing Arts Centre,
which will generate up to 8 full-time construction jobs.
There is more than $2 million to plan the Lara to
Avalon rail link.
We are also supporting Geelong in other ways,
including the direct election of its mayor, which is
something that was not delivered by the previous
government in 11 years. Again, it has been warmly and
widely welcomed.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Geelong
The SPEAKER — Order! I am on my feet. The
member for Geelong is to leave the chamber for an
hour under standing order 124. Members of the house
should be aware that when I am on my feet, everybody
will remain silent. I ask the house to come to order and
to stay in order.
Honourable member for Geelong withdrew from
chamber.

Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — People who care about
Geelong would welcome these initiatives. In contrast,
as the Treasurer pointed out only a few days ago, the
federal Labor government has provided just
$210 million in new infrastructure funding for the entire
state in the most recent federal budget.
We also welcome private investment in Geelong, and
we were pleased to see today that Woolworths has
announced a $30 million purchase of 16 hectares in the
Armstrong Creek activity centre. The Armstrong Creek
development is an important development for Geelong;
it is estimated it will generate in the longer term
1300 jobs for Geelong. That itself will obviously be
very significant. We stand with the people of Geelong.
We care about the people of Geelong. Those who do
not care will whine, will whine, will whine. We will get
on with the job.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
probe he ordered into the member for Frankston’s
conduct, and I ask: is the Premier aware of any other
investigations which are being carried out into the
conduct of the member for Frankston?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the opposition
leader for his question. I make the point, as I have made
it many times, that claims were made in a newspaper
article on Sunday. I do not have in my possession, nor
does the government have in its possession, any of the
details of those claims. The appropriate place for that to
be examined is with the Department of Parliamentary
Services, as you know, Speaker.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — If the Leader of the Opposition
has any material he wishes to provide, he should
provide it.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, can I
put it to you that question time is not an opportunity for
the Premier to talk about what I might or might not
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have. The question was about whether the Premier was
aware of other investigations, and that is what his
answer should go to.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier answered
the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier and
ministers are entitled to answer questions in the way
they see fit as long as they are relevant to the question
that was asked. The answer was relevant to the question
that was asked.

Gas: regional and rural Victoria
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development. Can the minister advise the
house of action the coalition government is taking to
deliver natural gas to country communities across
regional and rural Victoria?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for his question
and for the great work he is doing in his own electorate.
A key part of the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund is
the $100 million being dedicated to the Energy for the
Regions program. The intention behind this is to
increase economic activity, reduce costs and increase
quality of life for country communities by extending
natural gas to those communities.
To date the government has employed the same system
the former government did in 2003 and 2007 in terms
of the extensions of natural gas supplies. Gas
distributors were asked to bid to supply natural gas to
specific communities across the state, and these bids
were put through a very rigorous assessment process.
As a result of this process, I am pleased to say that I
was recently able to announce that both Huntly and
Mildura are to be supplied with either gas, in the first
instance, or increased gas, in the case of Mildura.
These are both exciting projects. In the case of Huntly it
is a project costing $4.5 million, and I can tell the
people of Huntly they will have natural gas supplied to
their town by mid-2014. It is a great thing for the
people of Huntly, and needless to say they are very
pleased. At Mildura there has historically been a supply
problem in relation to natural gas in that during the
winter period the gas distributor simply does not accept
any new customers because the whole system runs at
absolute capacity. What this project will mean is a
50 per cent increase in Envestra’s ability to meet the
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growing domestic and industrial demand for gas in
Mildura.
These are two great announcements, and we are pleased
to be able to make them, but that is only part of the
story. The provision of natural gas and the extension of
supply via the pipelines is the easy part. It is when it
gets a bit more difficult that new and innovative
programs need to be investigated. That is why under the
former government promises made to places such as
Wandong, Avoca and Terang were broken and why
those places, which were to have been supplied with
gas, do not have that gas to this day.
What we are doing — and what I have been able to
announce recently — is that we are going to move on
other elements that will enable us to have these
promises kept. The first of those is that in the second
half of this year we are going to offer a fixed subsidy or
bounty to gas distribution businesses for the connection
of towns using the conventional pipeline technology.
Those who wish to bid into that system will be able to
do so.
Then, later in the year, we are going to invite tenders
for the provision of natural gas to target communities,
using compressed natural gas or liquefied natural gas
technologies. These offer a lot of alternatives that are
very exciting and offer great options for regional
Victoria. For example, throughout Western Australia
many towns are supplied by this system, and the Yulara
resort in Alice Springs is supplied by this form of
system. We are going to investigate the prospect of
being able to do it here in Victoria. These are great
initiatives.
The third element of what we are looking to do is to
invite companies to tender for the town reticulation
systems that are supplied by conventional natural gas,
compressed natural gas or liquefied natural gas
alternatives. These are important developments, and I
am very pleased to inform the house about them. The
thing underpinning all of this, of course, is that we care.
We in the coalition government really care about these
towns, we want to look after their future and we will
keep our promises because we, unlike those on the
other side, do care about regional Victoria.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given the Premier’s refusal
in his last answer to indicate whether he is aware of any
other investigations into the member for Frankston, I
ask: does the Premier continue to have full confidence
in the member for Frankston?
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Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I answered this
question earlier this week, and my views have not
changed. Indeed the member for Frankston has been
party to significant additional resources for the
Frankston Hospital and significant additional resources
for the police in Frankston. As I said, my views have
not changed.

Drug and alcohol support services: funding
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My question is to the
Minister for Mental Health. Can the minister inform the
house of successful action the government has taken to
negotiate with the federal government to retain vital
drug and alcohol support services in Victoria?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I thank the member for Evelyn for her
question and for her very great interest in the mental
health of her community and the Victorian community
as a whole. Earlier this month the federal government
announced funding for projects under the
commonwealth’s non-government organisation
treatment grants program. While it was not immediately
obvious, after some serious digging we identified that
19 Victorian agencies were actually missing out on
funding for important programs that they were already
running in this area.
We know things are very difficult in Canberra, and we
know it is easy to get distracted, but this decision
actually meant that nearly $5 million of funding for
drug and alcohol services was going to be cut from
Victoria. This was across a whole range of areas,
including residential, counselling, outreach, Koori,
pharmacotherapy and family services — very
significant services. Victoria was to receive only 13 per
cent of the available funding, despite a historical
allocation of around 20 per cent. It would have resulted
in a significant reduction in treatment services and
would have blown out waiting lists. We estimated that
50 workers would lose their jobs and that some services
would have to close down, so it would have had a very
significant impact.
To give you the face of that, for example, the member
for Richmond would be very concerned that the
Australian Vietnamese Women’s Welfare Association
was losing its alcohol and drug counselling program.
The member for Mildura would have been concerned
that Sunraysia Community Health Services was going
to lose its youth home-based withdrawal service. Very
critically, the member for Preston would have been
horrified that the Salvation Army was actually going to
lose Bridge Haven, a 16-bed residential program for
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women with alcohol and drug issues that had been
funded and operating successfully since 1998.
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk is warned.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I have got to say that
Laurence Alvis, the CEO of Moreland Hall, put it
exceptionally well. He said:
This is a tremendously disappointing outcome …
…
… Little to no regard appears to have been given to the
effectiveness of services …
…
… The burden of these cuts will be borne most heavily by
those who are most in need.

That is a very significant outcome.
I am, however, pleased to inform the house that as a
result of the Victorian government’s advocacy the
federal Minister for Mental Health and Ageing, Mark
Butler, has reversed this decision. We wrote, we called,
we put an incredibly strong case and we worked with
the peak group, the Victorian Alcohol and Drug
Association, and as a result of our interventions
14 services that would have lost their funding will now
be funded for an additional three years.
We understand that the total funding coming to Victoria
has now been restored to approximately 20 per cent.
However, it is important to note that we continue to
remain below our fair share of approximately 25 per
cent, which is a common occurrence, we find, when it
comes to commonwealth funding for Victoria. Recent
funding decisions, including this one, have shown that
our high-quality services are penalised in the process of
decision making at the federal level.
It is appropriate that Minister Butler has reversed his
original position and agreed to extend many vital
programs, and I give him credit for having done that.
The Victorian government funds the majority of
alcohol and drug treatment services, and the
commonwealth’s contribution is vitally important. We
expect that to be at the very least maintained and in the
future expanded to our fair share. The Victorian
coalition government will continue to stand up for
Victorians. We will continue to stand up for our fair
share of funding and, importantly, we will continue to
stand up for vulnerable Victorians who need vital
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services to be delivered. That is exactly what we will
continue to do.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to reports that up to
2000 jobs may be lost, including potentially 600 in
regional Victoria, as a result of the Premier’s TAFE
funding cutbacks, and I ask: can the Premier confirm
that these TAFE job losses will be in addition to his
so-called sustainable government initiative, under
which 4200 public sector workers are being sacked?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Just as you were
pausing then, Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition
had cause to say over the table, ‘Let me guess: “I don’t
accept the premise of the question”‘. He is absolutely
correct.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — If the Leader of the Opposition
wants to answer his own questions, that will generate a
different political paradigm — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. I am not going to tolerate the yelling across the
chamber and across the table that is occurring.
Mr BAILLIEU — We have said on a number of
occasions in the chamber here and indeed publicly that
the vocational training system in Victoria has to
change. It has to be put on a sustainable footing. That is
because when the previous government changed the
system just two or three years ago it left a cap on prices
but no cap on subsidy. It opened the system up to
market competition. That is not necessarily a bad thing,
and indeed that model is to be rolled out around the
nation, but it needs to be on a sustainable basis, and
what we saw from the previous government was a
budget for this year close to $850 million or
$900 million and a blow-out to over $1.3 billion. That
is in the realm of a myki every year, and any
responsible government would seek to do something
about it.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, I put
it to you that the Premier should responsibly answer the
question: is it 4200 jobs to go or 6200 jobs to go? That
is the question that ought to be answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! The answer that was
being given was relevant to the question that was asked.
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Mr BAILLIEU — Anyone who cared about the
vocational training — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Altona are also on
warnings. Once more and they are out.
Mr Foley interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Albert Park
The SPEAKER — Order! I am getting tired of the
member for Albert Park’s remarks. He can take an hour
out of the chamber now under standing order 124.
Honourable member for Albert Park withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Higher education: TAFE funding
Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — We have said it
before, and we will say it again: the vocational training
system in Victoria has to be adjusted and put on a
sustainable platform. There will be record levels of
funding — —
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question asked of the Premier was very straightforward
and related to the reported job losses that would be
occurring out of TAFE and whether they would be in
addition to the 4200 already announced by the
government. It was a straightforward question. It was
not about TAFE and the way in which TAFE is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The answer was relevant to the question that
was asked. It may not have been the answer that the
member was looking for, but it was relevant to the
question that was asked.
Mr BAILLIEU — To put the vocational training
system on a sustainable basis all providers will have to
adjust — private providers, adult and community
education providers and TAFE providers — and the
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focus will be on quality trainers and quality training. As
the Minister for Higher Education and Skills has said,
as the government has said time and time again, we will
be working with all the providers over the next few
months to make sure they have plans in place to adjust
appropriately to what is an essential measure to put
vocational training on a sustainable basis. Anybody
who cared about the system would understand that that
is necessary and they would get behind these changes.

Environment: Yarra River wastewater
agreement
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My question is
to the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
Can the minister inform the house how the coalition
government is improving the health of the Yarra River
and Port Phillip Bay?
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank the member for Mount
Waverley for his question. He has previously described
himself to me as a conservationist, and I thank him for
his strong interest in the environment. I was very
pleased last weekend to announce a historic agreement
between the state government and Mobil Oil to stop the
last industrial discharge of wastewater into the Yarra
River. While Mobil Oil has had a licence to discharge
wastewater into the Yarra River — some 2.5 megalitres
a day — and has complied with the terms of that
licence in the past, it has been clear that Victorians and
Melburnians are increasingly not tolerant of that
position.
This government is certainly listening to the people of
Victoria, and in response to that community expectation
this government has worked very closely with Mobil
Oil, through the Environment Protection Authority, to
negotiate a change to that arrangement. The
arrangement we have will stop Mobil Oil from
discharging that water into the Yarra River. It will make
an enormous contribution to the overall improvement
of the Yarra, which has iconic status for Victorians.
This is just another example of the sort of tangible work
this government is doing in the environment portfolio.
This new agreement will require Mobil to divert
wastewater it now discharges into the Yarra at
Spotswood into the sewer system by June of next year.
I have to say that Mobil’s commitment to this
agreement is a great example of corporate citizenship,
and I thank it for that. It should really be commended
on taking that position. This is also evidence of the fact
that when the government works closely with industry
we can get some really good outcomes for the
environment.
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The community has welcomed this announcement. A
number of conservation groups have said that this is
great news for the Yarra. This agreement will make a
great contribution to the work that is being done by the
Baillieu government in formulating an action plan to
ensure the future health of the river. That plan, among
other things, will include opportunities to manage the
threats to water quality by making sure we reduce litter
and pollution entering the Yarra, and it will also support
Victorians doing their bit to enhance the health of the
Yarra. That is the position of this government. A big
part of our direction is making sure that everyone takes
ownership of the environment.
That position is supported by the various conservation
groups, such as the Yarra Riverkeeper Association,
which says on its website:
We may urge governments to do a better job. But a large
measure of responsibility rests with the community.

I certainly support that, and that is the direction we are
taking.
The plan will also address the issue of the large number
of agencies that currently have responsibility for the
health of the Yarra. Under the previous government
there was a lot of confusion — a lot of gaps — about
which agencies had responsibility for various aspects of
the Yarra. There are a lot of agencies: the Environment
Protection Authority, the Department of Sustainability
and Environment, the Port Phillip and Westernport
Catchment Management Authority — a number of
different organisations. What the plan will do is seek to
clarify those roles and make sure that the community
and indeed government are very clear on what role each
of the agencies should have.
I must say that this government is very proud of the
Yarra. This government supports the view of
Melburnians that the Yarra is an iconic river, and we
are certainly doing our bit to make sure that we
reinvigorate a pride in the river and that we get the
community all together to make sure we get better
outcomes. Certainly those outcomes will mean a
positive outcome for the bay as well. This government
cares about the Yarra and cares about the health of the
environment. If Labor really cared about the
environment, if Labor really cared, it would get behind
practical action instead of supporting environmental
policies such as Labor’s carbon tax, which will have no
tangible outcomes.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to media
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comments made by Liberal MP Simon Ramsay
regarding cuts to TAFE:
It is about time that the never-ending drip feed of cash into
programs of suspect relevance was filtered or even turned off.
Some providers won’t like it, but the party is over. The waste
must stop.

I ask: does the Premier support Mr Ramsay’s
description of University of Ballarat courses under
threat because of his budget cuts — courses that include
agriculture, automotive, business administration,
finance and horticulture — as ‘programs of suspect
relevance’ and a waste of money?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — Again the premise of
the question is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — I say it again, Speaker:
vocational training in Victoria has been on an
unsustainable basis, and we have to change it. I would
have thought the Leader of the Opposition understood
that if you have a blow-out in a program that was meant
to cost $850 million — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question related to whether the Premier supported
Mr Ramsay’s comments. It was not an opportunity for
him to reflect upon me or anyone else on this side of the
house or to recast the question or to debate the issue.
Does the Premier support Mr Ramsay’s description? It
is simple: is it yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! The question related also
to comments regarding TAFE. The Premier was
speaking in regard to TAFE, and therefore the answer
was relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, I respect your ruling, but can you clarify: is it
relevant and in order for the Premier to reflect upon the
Leader of the Opposition or any other member on this
side of the house in his attempts to answer a question?
Am I a matter of government business? Is any member
on this side a matter of government business? I reflect
upon your rulings earlier in the week, Speaker, where I
think it is fair to say you took a very narrow view of
what was government business. I would seek for you to
apply the same now.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough. I
do not uphold the point of order.
Mr Andrews — So he can bag me, that is fine?
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The SPEAKER — Order! No, I am not going to
allow the Premier to ‘bag’ the Leader of the
Opposition. The Premier was replying to a question that
was asked.
Mr BAILLIEU — I thought for a moment there I
was complimenting the Leader of the Opposition by
saying I thought he would understand.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — Mr Speaker, I say again we are
intent — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question twice so far; no
more.
Mr BAILLIEU — I say again we are intent on
making the Victorian vocational training system
sustainable. I have been conscious this week of
comments from a variety of people who have expressed
publicly concerns about changes, and it is interesting
when some of those comments do not necessarily
reflect what has been said in other forums.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, with
regard to relevance, regardless of what other — —
Mr Wakeling interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ferntree
Gully went out yesterday; the way he is going he will
be out again today.
Mr Nardella — The Premier is debating the
question. What other people have commented on with
regard to this particular matter is irrelevant. The
question was specific with regard to comments of a
particular member of the government, and I ask you to
bring him back to that question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Mill
Park, once more and you will be out. Take it as a
warning.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, it
has been ruled over a number of years in this house that
the preamble and the total context are all parts of the
question and are all to be considered when considering
the relevance of the answer. The question was a very
longwinded question covering a wide range of issues. It
went to a range of subjects, it went to a range of
institutions and it went to a range of comments. It is
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absolutely relevant for the Premier to address aspects of
that question as he addresses the question in total.
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The issue is that the question was broad, therefore the
answer can pick up aspects of that question because the
preamble and all aspects of the question are parts of the
question. That has been a consistent ruling from the
Chair in this house, and I ask you to rule the point of
order out of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
preamble to this question referred directly and only to
the comments of Simon Ramsay in a letter to the
editor — considered comments of a government
member in the upper house to a newspaper in a letter to
the editor. The preamble referred only and directly to
Simon Ramsay. It was a clear question: does the
Premier support the comments of the member of his
government or not?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The answer was relevant to the question that
was asked, which includes the preamble.
Mr BAILLIEU — Mr Ramsay supports the
government’s efforts to put the vocational training
system on a sustainable basis. Indeed many other
people, despite what they might say publicly, support
the government’s efforts to put the training system in
Victoria on a sustainable basis.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — And the member across the way
asked, ‘Who’. Let me refer to some remarks which I
understand the federal Labor minister — —
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. Not only is he
responding to interjections, which is disorderly, as you
have ruled on many occasions, but quotes of other
people — —
Mr Hodgett interjected.
Questions interrupted.

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

Questions resumed.
Mr Nardella — Referring to the quotes of other
people, when the quote was specific and the question
was specific to a quote of a specific member of
Parliament, is debating the question. I ask you to bring
the Premier back to answering the question asked.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, on
the issue of relevance, every aspect and every
word — —
Ms Barker interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Oakleigh.
Dr Napthine — The point of order is with regard to
debating, and the debating depends on whether the
comments being made by the Premier were relevant
and a part of the contribution. Every aspect of the quote
from Simon Ramsay and every other comment in the
question is relevant. It is also relevant, and it is also
important in the answer, and it is certainly not debating
the answer to this question, for the Premier to refer to
other sources of information that are relevant. Providing
information that is consistent with the question is not
debating the question.
Ms Thomson — On the point of order, Speaker, the
point of order was about debating, not about relevance.
The issue was that the Premier was debating the
question. The question was quite specific. It related to
Mr Ramsay’s comments in relation to TAFE courses
and to the TAFE courses that will affect the most
vulnerable. The point of order was about debating the
issue. It was not about the question of relevance, as the
member for South-West Coast suggests.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I ask the Premier to come back to answering
the question.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — Mr Ramsay’s letter
demonstrates an understanding of the task ahead.
Indeed since the budget was released we have ourselves
drawn attention in the public arena to instances where
training courses came with cash or iPads for students if
they signed up and hundreds of dollars for sports
groups if they signed up individuals. That is
unsustainable, and others have said it is unsustainable.
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Again I mention the federal Labor minister, Chris
Evans, who I understand on 15 May 2012, at a
conference of Universities Australia in Adelaide, said
the Victorian government’s decision in part reflects the
budget considerations but also reflects that it had been
in an unsustainable mode in terms of some of the
training it was funding. He further said he had been
urging the then government to cut back on that for the
last year. This federal Labor minister said it was
unsustainable. You know what else he said at the
universities conference in Adelaide on 15 May? I
understand he said that, to be fair, it was the fault of the
previous Labor government.

Mornington pier: reconstruction project
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Minister for Ports. Can the Minister for Ports advise
the house what action the government is taking to fix
Mornington pier?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — I thank the
member for Mornington and recognise his hardworking
efforts to fix the problems of the Mornington pier. The
Mornington pier is a local icon which provides vital
protection for commercial fishing vessels, recreational
boaters and yachts in the area. Mornington pier is also a
key tourist attraction for Mornington and district,
attracting over 2 million visitors per year.
I was pleased to be in Mornington last week with the
hardworking local member to announce that the
Baillieu coalition government would provide
$13 million to $15 million to fully reconstruct
Mornington pier and, in addition, to install essential
protective wave screens along the full length of the pier.
Mornington Yacht Club (MYC) wrote to me recently,
on 17 May, saying the following:
MYC would like to commend your decision to fully complete
repairs to Mornington pier, including all the necessary wave
screens.
On behalf of MYC, Schnapper Point Angling Club, Davey’s
Bay YC, Mornington Chamber of Commerce, VMR —

Volunteer Marine Rescue —
Mornington rescue and Sailability Victoria we would like to
extend our appreciation to your office.
…
For the many thousands of visitors and regular users of this
precinct their ultimate safety, when this project is complete,
will be a credit to your office.

It will also be a credit to the member for Mornington
and his hard work.
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This is another classic example of the Baillieu
government fixing the problems it inherited from the
former Labor government. Members may recall that in
the lead-up to the 2006 election the then Labor
government promised major works at the Mornington
pier, but nothing was done. Then in 2010, in the lead-up
to the last election, the Labor government renovated
half a pier, leaving 70 metres of the pier completely
untouched and in a dangerous state of disrepair. Indeed
a section of the pier had to be removed so that people
could not move from the refurbished section to the
dangerous section of the pier.
Under Labor you got half a pier, but that half a pier
might even disappear because Labor forgot to put in the
wave screens, and without the wave screens the vessels
were not protected. Not only that, the storms and the
heavy seas were causing damage to the half of the pier
Labor fixed up. It is an absolute disgrace. The Labor
government spent money building half a pier and even
forgot to protect that half a pier. Without those wave
screens the heavy seas were causing damage to the half
a pier that had been refurbished. Only the former
government would be that incompetent, the Labor
government that built a north–south pipeline to a full
reservoir, the Labor government that designed a
regional rail system without signals or trains — —
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, I
actually listened to the question that was asked of the
minister, and there is no relevance in the last bit of the
minister’s answer to that question. I ask that he be
brought back to answer the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Dr NAPTHINE — Clearly the member for
Mornington cares about his community. Clearly the
member for Mornington listens to his community and
works with the government to deliver on this important
issue of fixing the whole Mornington pier and installing
the safe wave screens that will protect the pier, protect
the vessels that use it and protect the people who use it.
If Labor members really cared about Victoria, they
would go around the state and say they were sorry for
what they did when they were in office.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question. The question is
not about us as an opposition or the Labor Party; it is
about government business. I ask you to bring him back
to answering the question.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, and I ask the minister to come back to answering
the question.
Dr NAPTHINE — It would appear that some
people on that side are very sensitive.
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There have been many examples over a period of time
of significant mismanagement of major projects. Cost
blow-outs have occurred right across the board. You
only have to look at systems such as myki, the smart
meters, the gaming machine entitlements, the
Wonthaggi desalination plant — close to $2 million per
day down the drain — the north–south pipeline — —

Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, again
the minister is debating the question. Regardless of
what I am doing or the opposition is doing, it is
irrelevant to government business. I ask you to again, as
you did — and I appreciate that — bring him back to
answering the question that was asked.

Mr Noonan — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I seek to understand where the member for
Morwell finds the gaming machine entitlements in the
budget papers.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will remain
in his seat. I am sure you will all be delighted to know
that question time has concluded.

The SPEAKER — Order! The debate with regard
to appropriations is for everyone; it is a wide-ranging
debate. I do not want to have to stop the flow of the
debate.

APPROPRIATION (2012/2013) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the
Appropriation (2012/2013) Bill 2012. I extend at the
outset a hearty congratulations to the Treasurer and the
leadership team within the coalition on handing down
this budget — a $155 million surplus in what are
challenging and difficult economic times, as we all
know. In particular we understand that there are
substantial revenue write-downs in the forward
estimates. They are affected by not only national but
international influences as well.
In terms of revenue going forward — the forward
estimates — we understand that GST and stamp duty
will have been reduced to somewhere in the vicinity of
$7.6 billion over the four-year period. A key aspect of
that is the economic downturn more broadly, but as has
been raised many times in this house, another factor is
that the GST return on revenue for Victoria has at the
moment been reduced to 92 cents in the dollar.
As many other speakers on this side of the house have
said in their contributions in response to the budget, the
state of the economy going forward under Labor was
simply unsustainable. To see that, one only has to
consider that the revenue growth on average was
6.9 per cent while the expenditure growth on average
was 7.3 per cent. Obviously there was a growing debt,
so the Treasurer has sought to return the budget to a
responsible fiscal situation, and he has delivered on
that.

Mr NORTHE — I will go on to name some other
projects of significance where Victorians are ashamed
of the performance of the Labor government. The
regional rail link project, the Melbourne Markets and
the ICT projects that have blown out to the tune of
$1.3 billion, all of which have been well articulated by
the Auditor-General. The list goes on and on.
With respect to the 2011–12 budget, the coalition
government achieved savings in the vicinity of
$2.2 billion and constrained spending growth to 3.2 per
cent on average over the forward estimates. In our first
budget upon coming into government we were able to
constrain spending, and that was really important. If
spending growth had continued as it did under Labor,
we would be facing an operating deficit of $4 billion in
this budget and in four years time net debt would have
risen to $60 billion. With this budget, expenditure
growth has been reduced to 2.9 per cent, with revenue
up by 4.4 per cent over the forward estimates. We have
turned that around by ensuring that expenditure is less
than revenue and by making sure that we are able to
demonstrate surpluses going forward. The surplus the
Treasurer has put forward in this budget is
$155 million, and that will rise to $2.5 billion in
2015–16.
In the budget more broadly there is $5.8 billion towards
infrastructure spend. Unfortunately many of Victoria’s
projects are not supported by the federal government in
its most recent budget. I guess it comes back to the fact
that this government has a responsibility, much like you
do if you are running a household or business. We are
making sure that we are finding efficiencies and that we
actually make a profit, or a surplus in this case.
Indeed it is important that we keep that AAA credit
rating. There is no doubt about that. It is pleasing to see
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that Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s have endorsed
this budget by ensuring the AAA credit rating moves
forward. It sends a very strong message to the business
community that we have a government in place which
in tough economic times is able to demonstrate that it
can achieve a surplus.
In my role as the Parliamentary Secretary for Small
Business I will repeat some of the comments that have
been made by the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry (VECCI) with respect to the
budget handed down by the Treasurer. In part those
comments say that:
Encouragingly, the budget is fiscally responsible with a
forecast operating surplus of $155 million for 2012–13 and
surpluses in every year to 2015–16.

VECCI goes on to say:
Among the pluses for business is the 3 per cent reduction in
WorkCover premiums that will benefit an estimated
59 000 Victorian employers.

That has been very well received across the board.
VECCI states:
Also positive is that the budget acknowledges the need to
support Victorian manufacturing and trade growth with a
range of initiatives to improve access to government
information, raise innovation and strengthen trade and
investment ties.
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
development of the Melbourne Metro rail project.

Those are just a few comments from VECCI in regard
to the budget.
More broadly from the small business perspective,
there is certainly plenty of support for small to medium
enterprises in innovation. There is much money on the
table, with vouchers that can be applied for by
businesses with a value of between $20 000 and
$50 000, with the idea of improving the capacity of
business to innovate. There is $50 million over four
years for international engagement missions. We know
how successful those missions of this government have
been in the past, with trade missions to India, the
Middle East and China. We have new business offices
in Mumbai and Beijing. We expect that will bring an
estimated benefit to somewhere around
2400 businesses in Victoria.
There is also $6 million over four years for the small
business success map, and that is really to assist
growth-orientated businesses. There is $6.1 million for
the small business festival during the month of August,
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which is very well supported. There is $9 million over
four years for a building innovative small
manufacturers program. Again that will provide
assistance to around 800 small businesses in the next
financial year. There is also significant investment in
tourism and other sectors. Again this sends a very
strong message to the business community that
Victoria’s economy is doing well despite the difficult
times.
I will relate some of the good outcomes for the Morwell
electorate. The government has allocated $100 000 to
Barrier Breakers, which is a very important
organisation for Morwell and indeed for the whole
Gippsland community. Barrier Breakers is a mental
health advocacy group that has sought support from our
government to help with its administration and with
representing people in the Gippsland community who
have mental health issues. I am very pleased that
$100 000 has been allocated to Barrier Breakers to
ensure that it is able to advocate on behalf of Gippsland
people with mental health issues.
Also in the budget is funding for a multidisciplinary
centre for my electorate. These centres have been very
well received. There are some existing ones around the
state, and certainly the Latrobe Valley looks forward to
that being introduced. This is a co-location of a number
of important services: Victoria Police; the sexual
offences and child abuse team within Victoria Police,
which is known as SOCA; child protection workers;
and the Gippsland Centre Against Sexual Assault
(CASA). All of these organisations get together and
provide a holistic and integrated approach to support
people who unfortunately have been the victims of
sexual assault. We look forward to that coming to
fruition. Indeed I take the liberty of thanking Fiona
Boyle from the Gippsland CASA centre for her very
hard work in concert with her team in making sure that
this particular project comes to fruition. We thank the
minister responsible for that. Whilst they may not seem
sexy projects, I guess, these projects are absolutely vital
and critical to our community.
Of course we also have the $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund, of which the Morwell electorate has been a great
beneficiary. Within that, if you like, we have the
Latrobe Valley Advantage Fund and a number of
programs within that. The government has allocated
$10 million for Skilling the Valley. It has also allocated
$10 million for the Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund. A number of local businesses have,
in part, been beneficiaries of that $10 million. There is
$1.5 million for GippsAero to improve its operations
and expand them substantially, not only into national
markets but also into international markets. Yesterday
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the Minister responsible for the Aviation Industry
announced $1.24 million for GippsAero for stage 2 of
this major development through the Regional Aviation
Fund.
There is also Hydro Australia, which as a result of
being a beneficiary of this funding is able to expand its
operations in the Latrobe Valley. That is a very
important business. National Foods, of Lion Australia,
has also been a beneficiary and is able to expand its
operations in Latrobe Valley. These announcements
were all made through this particular fund.
The reason we have this fund is because of the fact that
we understand the Latrobe Valley. The Gippsland
region will go through some extraordinarily difficult
times. The answer as to why that is is that we are
already feeling the pinch in some regards with respect
to the federal government’s carbon tax due on 1 July. It
is fair to say that already we have businesses in our
region that are suffering. If I can give an example of
that, there are a number of power stations in the Latrobe
Valley that have been earmarked through the Contract
for Closure program. The simple fact is that many of
these power generators are not undertaking long-term
maintenance, which historically they have done, and
unfortunately smaller businesses within the community
which provide those services to those generators simply
do not have the work. We are now working with a
number of those businesses, and through the Latrobe
Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund we have
delivered some fantastic outcomes.
There is also the CarbonNet project, for which the state
government has $30 million on the table. This is
supported by the federal government in this instance.
That will be a terrific program. There is the Small
Business Mentoring Service, a specialised part of which
is helping Latrobe Valley businesses to transition
through the carbon tax, work their way through those
particular concerns and hopefully get over the next
hurdle and make sure that they remain viable within our
community.
Within the context of the budget there is obviously a
number of line items that talk about specific projects for
certain electorates, but there are also programs within
the budget from which all our electorates and our
communities will benefit. A number of commitments
have been made in the last 12 months, and we look
forward to many more being made in the next
12 months. A number of election commitments have
already come to fruition through the budget and
through some of the programs that have been offered,
such as the Toongabbie town beautification project and

2353

the Traralgon South lighting project from a safety
perspective.
The Minister for Racing is in the house now. We have
delivered an extra race meeting for the Latrobe Valley
Racing Club. We have delivered a men’s shed for the
Boolarra community, which was very important. We
have had an upgrade to the Traralgon tennis court
surface; there are 24 courts in total. That was a massive
investment. Next week we are implementing our night
bus service in the Latrobe Valley, which is very
important. This is on top of a $2 million per annum
investment increase in bus services across the
Gippsland region. The Cowwarr and Glengarry halls
have received funding. There is $60 000 on the table to
get the Morwell–Traralgon bike path study under way.
There are more police in the Latrobe Valley, and can I
say they number in excess of 30. I can assure the house
that the local police are extremely happy with that
significant investment. That will continue to grow over
time. There is massive investment in mental health.
There has been $3.2 million allocated to the Doorway
program, a partnership between the Mental Illness
Fellowship of Victoria, local real estate agents and
Latrobe Regional Hospital, which supports people in
the community. Unfortunately I do not have time to go
through the myriad other benefits of this budget to my
electorate, but I commend the Treasurer again for a
wonderful budget on behalf of all Victorians.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to speak on what is a very ordinary budget. I
guess seeing the Premier and the Minister for Roads
last week digging a small hole pretty well sums it all
up — a lot of spin. A little kid can put on a hard hat and
dig a hole in the backyard, but that does not make it an
actual, substantial project. What we saw last week was
a little bit of colour and light but no actual funding for
this supposedly grand project. I suspect that somehow
or other the federal government will need to fund the
project and it will be the federal government’s fault if it
is not funded.
I did quite a substantial analysis of the budget papers,
looking particularly at road funding, and what it
highlighted to me was the ordinary nature of what this
government has contributed to road funding across the
state. If you look at 2012 and 2013, the total estimated
investment in road projects is something like
$4.6 billion, and that is a reasonable spend.
Unfortunately only 10 per cent of those projects is
actually being funded by this government. Out of the
$4.6 billion of money to be spent on roads, all this
government could contribute this year and in the
forward year is $403 million in total. These projects, in
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terms of the billions the government is supposedly
spending, are very much about completing projects that
the last government funded and contracted. In other
words, this government is doing very little; it is very
much the do-nothing government. I think there are
51 state-funded projects, of which 36 were funded in
previous budgets by the Labor government and a very
small number are being funded by this government.
I am looking at press releases from the Minister for
Roads, and it is pretty tragic that this government
continues to go around talking about the ‘Funding boost
for Melbourne’s suburban road network’. Then there is
the ‘Have your say on Blackburn rail crossing
removal’ — well, we know about that. That will never
happen because at the end of the day ‘having a say’ is
not a project; it is just having a say on whether you
want the rail crossing removed. That does not complete
a project, it does not even start a project — in the same
way that the east–west link project is not just putting on
a hard hat and digging a small hole. Obviously the
government is now a little concerned that the public
image of the Premier and his ministers is that they are
doing nothing, and the budget figures highlight that
they are doing very little. It is a bit like the Geelong
port proposal which was a big idea that came and
disappeared within the space of a couple of months.
We have a press release from the Minister for Roads
headed ‘Coalition lays solid foundation for Victoria’s
roads’. He has used the figure of $695 million, but if
you look at the budget papers, you see that that figure is
not borne out there. There is nothing like $695 million;
the minister is overquoting himself by about
$200 million.
One of the more amusing press release headlines reads
‘Work begins on the Clyde Road upgrade’. This
government has funded nothing to do with Clyde Road.
I know very well where it is; it is in my backyard. All
the minister has done is issue a press release. His
contribution to road funding in Victoria is a big,
whopping press release claiming credit for — I don’t
know — doing a press release. At the end of the day
there is not a single dollar from the state government
for this particular project.
It is a bit like in my backyard, the city of Casey. There
was a big press release about all the marvellous things
the government is doing with the duplication of the
Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road, but the total allocated
funding from the state government this year for roads in
Casey is a big, whacking $4.5 million. Under the
previous government the contribution was averaged
above $40 million every year. What we have is
$4.5 million over two years, so we are getting an
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average of $2 million per year for the city of Casey.
Hopefully by the end of the term of this government
Casey might have had $8 million spent on it. It is not
very much to have $8 million spent in total in one of the
fastest growing places in Victoria, compared to the
$500 million it got in 10 years under Labor
governments.
It appears that for a group of people who used to accuse
the Brumby and Bracks governments of spin what we
have in this budget is a whole lot of spin, a whole lot of
contributions from previous Labor governments and a
whole lot of contributions from the federal Labor
government to rebuilding roads in the state, but very
little from this government and very little for regional
towns, as we are well aware. I saw an article recently in
the Yarram Standard which highlighted the fact that
this government is dropping speed limits because it is
not keeping up with the need to upgrade roads. The
heading of the article is ‘Roads disaster: VicRoads
speed limit cuts no fix’. In other words, to fix the
problem they are deciding to reduce speed limits
locally. The article states:
A well-placed insider told the Standard VicRoads has plans
to reduce speed limits across the state because it does not
have the money to maintain crumbling roads.

This is the party that supposedly has strong
representation in regional towns. Unfortunately it does
not look as if that strong representation is bringing
dividends. When the Minister for Roads was asked
about this situation the response was this:
Mr Mulder firstly wrongly assumed the information regarding
VicRoads’ decision to cut speed limits on dodgy roads had
come from shadow roads minister Luke Donnellan, saying:
‘Labor Party MP Luke Donnellan’s claims around coalition
government funding for road safety are wrong and he knows
it.’

That is the only response we got. In other words, we
have a situation where speed limits are being reduced
and all the minister can say is, ‘You’re being a naughty
boy; you’re wrong’. Unfortunately that does not answer
the question.
The Yarram Standard is very keen to get the actual
funding figures, and the Great Southern Star in
Leongatha has also sought funding figures from the
minister in relation to maintenance but again it has got
no answer. In an editorial headed ‘Make roads spending
public’, the newspaper says:
The seemingly never-ending poor state of roads in South
Gippsland and Bass Coast shires has now become a political
hot potato.
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The problem is it is so hot the minister will not go
anywhere near it. He does not go there to visit, which is
a bit disappointing from a minister who says he is doing
the right thing.
I had an opportunity to pick up an article by Alex
Sinnott in the Warrnambool Standard this week. It
refers to rumours that VicRoads maintenance funding
for the south-west coast is going backwards. In
response the minister would not answer the question.
The only response was — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — It is good that we have the
Minister for Ports at the table, because he might do a
better job than the Minister for Roads.
The Standard reports that when it contacted the
minister’s office, it said the matter was in the hands of
VicRoads. In other words the minister said, ‘I am not
going to answer it directly; I am just going to hide
behind VicRoads’. A spokeswoman for the minister
said this, that and the other — that is, that the
government is injecting all this money — but at the end
of the day there were no facts and figures on exactly
what is going into the south-west coast. The article
reports Mr VicRoads, William Tieppo, as saying the
organisation’s proposed road asset maintenance
program for 2012–13 was not finalised.
In other words we had absolutely no answer, which is
pretty disappointing, because we know what is going
on in that region; we know what the Roads to Ruin
people are saying — they are being gutted. We know
that before the last election members of the coalition,
including the minister at the table, made various
promises to get these things fixed. Unfortunately these
roads are treacherous.
We have ministers like the Minister for Roads — and to
be fair to the Minister for Ports, he has not suggested
this — one minute saying the reason the government
cannot fix the roads is the basalt rock, the next minute
that it is the wind farms and the next minute that it is
the federal government. We had a reference to the
carbon tax the other day — that it was related to
bitumen and the carbon tax. So many answers have
been given that, unfortunately, they are not believable.
We have to go back to the basic figures which look at
the total expenditure on road funding in this state, the
majority of which was funded by Labor. The legacy of
the Baillieu government will be the completion of
projects which we funded and began. That is all there
is; there is very little this government has done in the
roads area. I am talking about things like the statewide
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cycling package, the Doncaster area rapid transport
plan, stage 4B of the Geelong Ring Road, the
M80 upgrade, the M80 upgrade again, the noise wall
program, Peninsula Link, SmartBus and the traffic
signal retrofit program, which were all funded by
Labor.
You only have to look at the capital expenditure figures
to see that the people of Victoria are being severely let
down. Have a quick look at this year’s new road
funding. I thought this was hysterical, because the
minister has been telling everybody what a marvellous
job he has done — —
Mr Noonan — Drill holes!
Mr DONNELLAN — Drill holes — incy-wincy
little drill holes that my son could have made in the
backyard while wearing a hard hat. I could have done
that shot; we could have done it together. It would have
looked like a good shot; it would have looked like a lot
of spin. Let us look at the minister’s spin in his media
releases headed ‘Funding boost for Melbourne’s
suburban road network’ — wacky do! — and ‘Have
your say on Blackburn rail crossing removal’.
If you look at how much new funding is provided in the
budget, it is the wacky-do total of $141 million this
year. The coalition should be ashamed that it is
spending so little on roads. The $141 million in new
roads funding in this budget will do absolutely nothing
for Victoria. It is virtually scandalous that the Transport
Accident Commission is putting in more than its fair
share. I think it is putting in $75 million for the safer
road infrastructure program this year, nearly 50 per cent
of what the state government is spending on roads. It is
amazing.
The minister continues to be evasive when it comes to
answering questions about what he will do across the
regions. If you look at the figures for the south-west
coast, you see that $430 million will be spent over
10 years. The minister suggested that a couple of
million dollars being spent here and there was the
equivalent of what we spent. I think the government
keeps mixing up the roads and bridges program with
road safety and saying, ‘That is our road safety program
this year’.
It is interesting that the regional newspapers are starting
to pick up on the spin of the government and the fact
that there is not much more than spin, and there is very
little substance. It is a bit like this sustainability term
that keeps being applied to the TAFE sector. I have
listened to the radio reports; it is not working very well.
Sustainability means not running out. What people are
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saying is that former Premier Kennett is back; the cuts
are back, and regional towns are losing people. That is
what they are saying. They are certainly not reporting
that suddenly this is about sustainability. I encourage
the Premier — someone who in opposition kept
running around accusing everyone else of spin — to
keep using the term, because it really sounds like spin.
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yet here we have the member for Narre Warren North
saying there is only $141 million in the budget for
roads. There is $160 million in one program.
Mr Donnellan — Four years.
Mr WELLER — Over four years. The member for
Narre Warren North also talked about this government
delivering the programs of the previous government.
Rather than being a wrecking-ball government, the
commitment was made that anything that was in the
2010–11 budget, which the previous government
brought down, would be honoured. The commitments
that were in that budget have been honoured.

At my TAFE, Chisholm, Labor built the trade training
centre in Berwick with a couple of hundred million
dollars, and now it has lost $30 million in one blow.
No-one can tell me that will not end up causing massive
job losses. There will be a lack of training, and when
the economy turns up again there will not be enough of
a skill base. It is very short-term vision. You have to go
back to the idea that somehow or other the east–west
drill holes, incy-wincy holes, amount to a major project.
It is not a major project, and I will bet my bottom dollar
that it will not begin in this term of government and
probably not in the next at the rate it is going. The way
the government manages projects at the moment is just
to dig a couple of holes and do some planning. All we
hear about at the moment is planning money. The
government is planning to do something, but
unfortunately it has to do a little bit more than plan to
do something; it has to actually do it. This government
is not meeting the mark. It is not doing the job, and I
think the public is catching up with it.

Mr WELLER — If they were in the budget. That
means we can manipulate only the forward spending
for the two years out.

Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the Appropriation
(2012/2013) Bill 2012. As always, I will reflect on
some of the contributions to the debate made by
members on the other side.

An honourable member — He didn’t say it was a
mess.

An honourable member — Good contributions.
Mr WELLER — It would be taking it a bit far to
say they were good contributions. The member for
Narre Warren North spoke a lot about the state of our
roads. What he neglected to tell the Parliament was that
there had been 11 years of neglect of roads while
members on his side of the house were in government. I
admit that roads deteriorate, but they do not deteriorate
overnight, and it is a well-known fact that there is a
great backlog of road repairs because of those 11 years
of neglect. The previous government got away with that
because those 11 years were dry — in wet weather
roads deteriorate fairly quickly.
What the member for Narre Warren North also
neglected to admit was that one of our election
commitments, and one we have delivered on, was that
each of the 40 smaller rural shires would be given
$1 million a year towards road maintenance, and that
continues. That is $160 million over a four-year period,

Mr Noonan — Everything?

The member for Lara in his contribution to the debate
spoke about a school in his electorate with a roof that is
leaking. It was probably leaking in 2010, but did his
government make a commitment in the 2010 budget to
fix it? No. The member for Broadmeadows was one of
the honest men on the other side. He admitted that there
needs to be fiscal responsibility. He admitted that there
was a mess and the Baillieu government was fixing the
financial problems that were there.

Mr WELLER — He did indeed. I was sitting in the
chair and listening at the time. What he understood was
that in the forward projections for the next four years
there will be $7.6 billion less income than would have
been expected because of the slowdown in the
economy. This is because of the changes to the GST
which brought back what Victoria is getting from
96 cents in the dollar to 92 cents in the dollar. There is
also the reduction in stamp duty, so over the forward
projections there is $7.6 billion less in the budget.
What also needs to be remembered is that when you
have those sorts of cuts in income you have to balance
the books — there is no doubt about that — and you
have to spend it on things that are priorities. That is
why the money is still being spent on the Echuca
hospital. In fact another 19 jobs have been created
whilst the project is in the clear-up phase. There will be
about 70 to 80 jobs in Echuca for tradesmen come this
August-September when the clearing of the site is
finished and building starts.
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The Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal Project
continues, and the Minister for Water should be
congratulated in that he obtained — not $1 billion, as
the previous government kept promising and never
delivering — a cheque for $1.2 billion for Victoria so
that the Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal Project
could continue.

members on the other side of the house will not
understand productivity, but we have invested
$60 million in the Department of Primary Industries to
conduct research into increasing the productivity on
farms.

One of our other election commitments was 1700 extra
police. That is in the budget — funded and continued.
Those 1700 extra police represent 1700 extra jobs, I
would imagine. There are also the 940 extra PSOs
(protective services officers).

Mr WELLER — The member for Essendon and
the member for Williamstown obviously do not
understand that agriculture has been the big driver of
rural economies in this state. Productivity in the dairy
industry, which I know best, has risen by an average of
3 per cent a year since 1964. We have to continue those
productivity increases, otherwise we will not be
competitive in global markets. We will lose further jobs
in regional areas, so it is important that we ensure the
productivity of agricultural industries to keep driving
jobs in our regional communities. The city of
Melbourne benefits from the dynamic industries we
have in our regional areas.

An honourable member — More jobs.
Mr WELLER — More jobs — another 940 jobs
that were in the budget and are funded.
Mr Noonan — How many in Echuca?
Mr WELLER — I know it is wrong to respond to
interjections, but when it comes to PSOs can I make it
clear that PSOs work from 6.00 p.m. to midnight. The
last train arrives at Echuca at 7.00 p.m., so PSOs are not
needed.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLER — The train turns up at 7.00 p.m.
Mr Noonan — You are talking it up.
Mr WELLER — We have interjections from
members on the other side who just do not understand
how things work in this state. We also have a
commitment for three new fire stations in my
electorate — at Maroopna North West, Undera and
Corop West. There is also some much-needed flood
money, as the state has been flooded. In the town of
Rochester we had those horrific floods at the start of
2011. Over the last 12 months about $1.5 million has
been put into the town to restore the library, the council
offices and the hall. Then there is the caravan park and
the recreation reserve. Might I say the fund is still there,
and being a good local member I am seeking some
more of that money. Time will tell.
We have also got Nathalia, Barmah and Licola, where
the floods came this year. The government has been out
there with its response: category C funding of $25 000
for businesses that have been affected. That money has
been there and will be there to support those businesses
and households through their time of need.
What this government has been focused on is
increasing the productivity of the state. I know

Honourable members interjecting.

There has been a commitment for extra money for
biosecurity. Members may ask why — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr WELLER — I understand that the member for
Williamstown would not understand, but biosecurity
defends our markets. If we cannot prove that our goods
are disease free, then we will not have access to
markets around the world. We have to invest in
biosecurity, and it makes a lot of sense.
Mr Madden interjected.
Mr WELLER — There is the sound of reason
coming from the member for Essendon on the other
side of the chamber. He agrees about biosecurity.
What also has to be understood is that we have
continued to do all these things against the backdrop of
the terrible position we were left with by the previous
government. We had a regional rail blow-out, and we
had to find the money for it — $1 billion. Myki —
there was a blow-out of $350 million. Melbourne
wholesale markets — another blow-out, $200 million.
HealthSMART — there was an $80 million blow-out.
You would have to say that the Herald Sun is not
particularly favourable in giving the government a good
run, but I have got an article from the Herald Sun of
18 May written by Lucie van den Berg.
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr WELLER — If you would listen! The article
says:
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A bungled state hospitals IT scheme that has swallowed
almost $500 million is being dumped.
The amount spent on the doomed HealthSMART system —
dubbed the myki of health — is equal to a year’s income tax
from about 37 000 battler families, or enough to pay for two
Monash children’s hospitals.

That is how much the former lot blew. The article then
says:
The cost of establishing a working alternative could run to
another $300 million.
The IT system joins a string of waste-plagued state Labor
projects, including the $1.35 billion myki, the $24 billion
Wonthaggi desalination plant and the abandoned
$750 million north–south pipeline.
Confirming HealthSMART would be ditched, Health
Minister David Davis said the government had been forced to
go back to the drawing board.
When the scheme —

and this is typical of the previous government —
was launched nine years ago, it was to replace obsolete and
outdated technology and revolutionise the health system,
establishing electronic patient records, prescribing, test
ordering and appointment management.
Instead it has been plagued by poor planning, massive cost
blow-outs and operating issues.
The former Labor government had promised to deliver it to
10 health services by 2007.

But just four services have been delivered. That is
typical of the previous mob. It could not manage
money, and it could not deliver projects on time.
Despite all these problems and the previous
government spending its money, it had an income rise
of 6.9 per cent, but its spending rose by 7.3 per cent. Of
course that is going to lead to problems. The public
service grew at 5.3 per cent while the population grew
at 2.5 per cent — of course we were going to end up
with a mess.
But despite all these messes, the Regional Growth Fund
continues to exist. It is a great driver of employment out
in regional electorates. I will mention one of the
programs that the Regional Growth Fund has funded in
my electorate. Under the Putting Locals First program
$94 000 has been provided for bituminising the car park
at the Kyabram parkland reserve. This is a multi-use
reserve. It has a par-3 golf course where the par-3 state
men’s titles are held; the ladies’ par-3 championships
will be held there as well. Not only is there a golf
course there — —
Mr Madden — There’s more?

Thursday, 24 May 2012

Mr WELLER — There is more. The Rotary Club
of Kyabram has its weekly meetings there. Landcare is
based there. There is also a trotting track in the vicinity,
so trotters are trained there as well. It has multipurpose
functions, and quite often the great facility at the
parkland is used for wakes; a lot of wakes are held
there.
We have heard a lot from the opposition about funding
for vocational training. We have to understand that
when the former government brought in the system in
2008 it budgeted for costs for this year of $900 million.
What did it do? The costs blew out to $1.3 billion.
What did we do? We said, ‘We will make it
$1.2 billion’, which is $300 million more than that mob
was going to contribute to vocational training. We are
spending $300 million more a year on vocational
training than the previous government budgeted for.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLER — It has been said that it is
unsustainable. We are not the only ones who have said
this. Senator Chris Evans, the federal Minister for
Tertiary Education, Skills, Science and Research, has
said that the system that was set up by the previous
government was unsustainable and had to change —
that is Labor admitting to that. In conclusion, may I say
that the Treasurer, amidst all these hurdles and
problems that were put in front of him, has done a
wonderful job in defending Victoria’s AAA rating.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I often
describe my electorate as a growing community that
many young families move into to follow their dreams.
They are good people who dream of getting a secure
job, owning their own home and raising a family. They
want to know that their children will have the best
possible start in life, attend good schools, have quality
options available to them in their senior secondary
school years and have pathways to university, TAFE or
employment. They also want to know that there is
proper health care available should their family need it.
While I call these ‘dreams’, they are actually pretty
reasonable aspirations. This is exactly what I wanted
for my family, and I can understand that the Narre
Warren South families want it for theirs.
It is really sad that the Baillieu government’s second
budget has made this dream more difficult to achieve.
In many ways this budget eliminates the dreams and
aspirations of the families of my electorate. It has made
it more difficult to get a job. Indeed, it cuts jobs. By
cutting the first home bonus the government has made
it more difficult for people to own their own home. It
has made it more difficult to secure a good education
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for your children by cutting the School Start bonus —
how cruel is that? — and limiting options in higher
education through the cutting of funding to TAFE. It
does nothing to help families secure better health care,
breaks the promise of new beds at Casey Hospital and
further delays the opening of the much-needed Monash
Children’s hospital.
During the global financial crisis — one of the worst
crises this state has ever faced — the former Labor
government took action. We had a plan to create jobs,
and we invested in job-creating infrastructure around
the state. In the final two years of the Labor
government we created nearly 200 000 new jobs. What
a sad contrast it is to see today that since the Baillieu
government’s first budget over 41 000 jobs have been
lost in Victoria. Eighteen months into its term and
despite the current situation the government has no plan
for jobs in Victoria. The former government used to
talk about jobs and always making them a priority. We
kept Victorians in jobs during the global financial crisis.
During these tough economic times it is very sad to see
the contrast with the Baillieu government, whose
members are plainly sitting on their hands. Their
approach has been to do nothing. As we saw in March,
the unemployment rate has reached 5.8 per cent. Only
Tasmania, that weeny state at the bottom of Australia,
has a higher unemployment rate than Victoria’s.
The situation is far worse in the south-eastern suburbs,
where my electorate is. When the Baillieu government
came to office the unemployment rate in the south-east
was 6 per cent; however, the loss of around 5000 jobs
has seen this rise to 8.3 per cent. What is Premier
Baillieu’s response to this jobs crisis in Victoria? It is to
cut 4200 more jobs. Youth unemployment is also a
major concern. My electorate is home to many young
people, and I know that the parents in my electorate do
not want their kids joining the dole queue. I am very
concerned by the youth unemployment rate, which
stands at 22.3 per cent. Look what the government has
done in response. It has made savage cuts to TAFE and
VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied learning) that
will ensure that the youth unemployment rate will
continue to grow.
In this budget the Baillieu government has slashed
$290 million from the TAFE sector, cutting subsidies to
80 per cent of courses. We read in the papers — and we
are hearing from students and staff at the TAFEs —
that this will mean some TAFEs will probably not be
able to remain open. Indeed in this house the Premier is
not saying there will be no closures; he is walking away
from that. He is leaving it open for TAFEs across
Victoria to be closed down. This is a very sad situation
for the many students in my electorate who are sent to
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TAFEs — and the many families that send their kids to
TAFEs — so they can get along in life, get a good
education and make a pathway into university. Those
students and families are seriously worried about these
cuts.
Chisholm TAFE is in my electorate. When we were in
government we expanded Berwick TAFE, which is
having nearly one-third of its funding cut — around
$25 million. I note from the newspaper that the chief
executive, Maria Peters, has been quoted as saying:
… given the magnitude of the cuts, it is more than possible
there will be job losses and the likelihood that some of our
current courses will not run.

There is the dreams of a generation being snuffed out
by these massive cuts to TAFE. It is clear this is going
to happen elsewhere. At Holmesglen TAFE the
situation is equally distressing. It has warned that
diploma fees will double next year, from $2500 to
$5000, and that jobs will be lost. TAFE is a crucial
pathway for disadvantaged students to use to progress
to university or employment. It is very clear that the
Baillieu government does not care and does not have a
strategy to lower the youth unemployment rate. On the
contrary, given what it is doing in the TAFE sector and
what it did in last year’s budget with VCAL, it appears
it is intent on planning to extend the youth
unemployment queues.
I would now like to speak on some schools in my
electorate of Narre Warren South. Last year’s budget
provided funding for land acquisition for the new Casey
central east primary school, a project first announced by
Labor in 2010. The community was genuinely relieved
that last year’s budget provided the land, and we
expected that this year’s budget would provide funding
for the construction of this much-needed new school.
However, we were wrong. I thought government
members would do the right thing here, but obviously
they have decided they would rather spend money in
other electorates, and certainly not in Labor-held
electorates. I gather that only three schools are being
built in Labor-held electorates. Unlike the situation in
our term of government, during which we built nine
schools in my electorate, we have been given no
funding to build this new school in an area where it is
much needed — Cranbourne North. This school is
desperately needed because other schools in the area
are at capacity. We knew it had to be built and we
promised it at the last election. Whilst we were grateful
to get the land in the last budget, kids cannot go to
school in an empty paddock.
I also note that the local paper has been leading a
campaign for the opening of the Officer special school,
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which the Baillieu government promised to open in
2013. Sadly it appears that there is no funding in this
budget for the opening of the school at an interim
campus in 2013 as parents are requesting. They have
made decisions and arrangements in their lives so that
their kids can go to this new school in Officer. I think it
will be a very good school, but these parents thought
the government had told them that it would be open in
2013. They have asked for an interim campus to be
opened in 2013. We did this when we were in power
and Alkira Secondary College was not quite ready for
the start of the school year — we opened an interim
campus at Hillsmeade Primary School. However, the
parents’ pleas have gone unnoticed. It just shows you
how uncaring this government is towards families in
my local area that are really doing it tough.
I would like to move from schools to infrastructure.
The Baillieu government’s lack of investment in
Victoria’s infrastructure has sent the economy
backwards. If you look at the new infrastructure
projects in the budget, you will notice that they are on
the never-never; the government is mainly funding
business cases and planning. This has undeniably
undermined confidence in the Victorian economy and
has contributed to weakening the economy and massive
job losses. To give you a bit of a hint, one of the things
that could have been done to improve the health of
Victorians and at the same time invest in infrastructure
would have been for the government to have invested
in public hospitals.
In Narre Warren South we have the Casey Hospital,
which is waiting for its upgrade. We want the 100 new
beds that were promised. That would have been a great
local project that would have kept many local tradies in
work. Of course we would have liked to have seen the
government keep its promise to open the Monash
Children’s hospital in its first term in office, but it now
appears that we will have to wait for the re-election of
the Baillieu government before one kid in Narre
Warren South is able to go to a children’s hospital
closer to home.
I would like to finish up by talking about the School
Start bonus and the cuts to the education maintenance
allowance. This a really savage cut to families in my
electorate. It is a huge impost on the family budget if
you are trying to send children back to school, kit them
out and give them access to all the fun and games
offered by schools, such as camps and excursions.
People really appreciated the School Start bonus. In
fact, when surveyed people in my electorate said they
would like it to be extended, not obliterated. Susan
Magee of the Casey North Community Information and
Support Service has written to me about this, saying:
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Education costs are causing great financial stress to many
families we work with. We have great concern for children
that are unable to participate fully in their education programs
because they do not have adequate resources or funding for
activities such as camps and swimming classes.

Here we have family budgets under all sorts of stress,
despite the member for Bentleigh saying there has been
a reduction in the cost of living. The government has
effectively doubled TAFE fees, it has cut jobs, it has
increased car registration fees and it has cut the first
home owner bonus. These are great imposts on the
family budgets of the people of Narre Warren South.
I will finish up on what may be a lighter note but is
actually a very important issue for the people of Narre
Warren South. Having flushed down the toilet the
previous government’s commitment to upgrade Hallam
station to premium status, which would have provided a
fully manned station with security and toilets for
commuters, we now know from the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings that this government
is spending $260 000 at each station on toilets for
protective services officers. There is not one dollar in
this budget for toilets at Hallam station for the
commuters who are just holding on. This says
everything about the government.
Victorians were looking for the government to really
get its act together. It has got its training wheels off by
now. We expected the government to kick-start the
Victorian economy and create jobs in this state. Instead
we have seen the complete opposite. We cannot even
get a toilet out of it for Hallam station. This budget is
full of excuses and spin. It is a budget based on an
artificial surplus, which without creative accounting
would not exist. It is a job-killing budget. It is a budget
that makes getting your own home much harder. It is a
budget that stymies opportunity. It is a budget that
pushes our young people onto the dole queue. It is a
budget without even one toilet for Hallam station. This
budget deals Victorians a bad hand, especially with the
lights going out in workplaces across the state.
This once progressive state, the place to be and a great
place to live, work and raise a family, is sadly going
backwards. The dreams and aspirations of the
hardworking families of the Narre Warren South
electorate are being snuffed out by this
Liberal-Nationals government that just does not care.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I am absolutely
delighted to speak on the appropriation bill this
afternoon. In short, I believe this bill represents a
budget which is indicative of the times — and the times
are indeed tough — but at the same time is an
extremely fiscally strategic and responsible budget. It
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will help provide effective government for all
Victorians, as did our last budget. At the same time it
will continue to facilitate the delivery of our
pre-election commitments which were related to our
vision, looking at fixing the problems that were created
by the previous government and building the future.
I want to put a bit of context around the budget. I have
said that times are tough. Yesterday we heard that for
some time the United Kingdom has been heading into
recession. There are a lot of problems in Greece and in
Europe generally. The flow-on effects from those
situations are something that we need to be very
mindful of. Certainly the United States of America is
struggling big time as well. We need to remember how
tough it is in the global context and that there are
flow-on effects from that. At the same time we know
that we have a federal Labor government that, similarly
to the former Victorian Labor government, really
cannot manage the taxpayer dollar, and we have seen it
remove a massive amount of our GST revenue. With
the uncertainty created at the moment with the carbon
tax, people in business do not know whether they are
Arthur or Martha, and that puts people who are trying
to employ others and to make a good living under a lot
of pressure. They really do not know how that will play
out.
We have certainly not had any support for Victoria
from the Prime Minister, who is a Victorian. You
would think that the Prime Minister might like to look
after her own state, but instead we have seen a lot of
withdrawals and no assistance with project funding, and
when you look at the 90-something cents that we get
back for every dollar that we contribute in GST perhaps
that is not a very fair position.
The context of the budget also relates very much to the
performance of the former government, which over
11 years time and again wasted money and in fact
squandered billions. I will recap on some of the things
it did. Time and again in this house we have heard —
opposition members have forgotten it or if they have
not forgotten it they are just hanging their heads so far
in shame — about that $2 million that we have to pay
per day for 28 years for that absolute white elephant
desalination plant. We have not needed the water; we
have put in a zero order. The north–south pipeline,
which cost $750 million, which is an absolute disgrace,
goes to the Sugarloaf Reservoir, which is full. It was
based on false economy in the first instance. Despite the
protestations, that false economy won out and the
former government pushed ahead and built it.
We have had ICT project blow-outs of some
$1.44 billion. I am talking about billions, not millions,
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of dollars. With the fire sale, the gaming licences were
undersold by $3 billion. The Melbourne Markets had a
disgraceful project management, being six years
overdue and double the cost outlined in the original
business case. The current minister responsible for
them has had to pick up the pieces of that appalling
project and almost start again to get it back on track.
Not only were there those absolutely blatant examples
of squandering and wasteful projects, but the former
government also had programs that were not
sustainable. The former government continued to spend
more than the revenue it was bringing in the door.
Everybody knows that if you continue to do that for a
long time you will go down the gurgler. You might get
away with it for a little bit, but continuing to do that is
not a good thing. We have had issues with social
housing, where the Auditor-General has picked up a
whole bunch of problems, including that the program
was not well managed and that it is not sustainable. The
current Minister for Housing has said that doing
nothing is not an option. She has to start almost from
scratch to work out what we can do to fix some of those
problems. The TAFE sector was not on a sustainable
path either.
There were other projects with issues. In public
transport there was the regional rail link. It sounds
good, but again the budget did not include funding for
signals or trains. Members need to go back and look at
those embarrassing decisions that members of the
previous government made. They did not realise what
they would mean. In his report on public transport the
Auditor-General said that for the last decade the former
government had not planned for growth. Hello!
Melbourne had been growing like Topsy, and the way
that the growth was managed was certainly like Topsy.
The members of the former government had not
planned public transport around that growth. It was
almost as though it caught them by surprise. It was the
same with social housing. It is an appalling record. We
had schools that were run down and the maintenance
budget for those schools was outrageous. The list of
what had been upgraded and classified as an upgrade
was almost fraudulent.
We have had all the challenges in very difficult times
globally, with a federal Labor government that does not
know how to manage the taxpayer dollar and with all of
its blow-outs that have caused problems and the
previous state government that wasted and squandered
millions. Here we are with our second budget. We have
delivered a budget that provides a balance between
meeting metropolitan needs and regional needs. It has
also done something that is very important: it has
maintained our AAA rating. That helps with our

POLICE AND EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2012
2362

ASSEMBLY

borrowing costs. We know that Standard and Poor’s
and Moody’s were very quick to confirm that
AAA rating and that had the previous government
remained in office that probably would not have
happened.
We will honour the budget, as we did last year, which is
not what happened with each of the budgets of the
11 years of the Labor government. We can manage
money. In fact, we ran the budget on budget. I know
that it is hard to understand, because Labor
governments continually live above their means. We
have seen that in other states, in New South Wales and
Queensland, with the difficulties they are finding
themselves in now with their finances because they
have lived above their means.
We will again be looking at delivering a surplus. I
know that people have commented on that and asked
why there is a need for a surplus. People really have to
think about how we can provide for and invest in the
future. The federal government has been very lucky that
under former Prime Minister Howard and Treasurer
Costello the previous federal government built a great
surplus. It was spent in pretty well record time, but
surpluses can be there for when times are tough so that
we can fund some major projects or if something
unexpected happens we are not digging ourselves
further into debt.
I have mentioned also that the federal government is
not contributing to major projects. The Regional
Development Australia Fund bucket is empty and the
federal government is not supporting the feasibility
study into the east–west link, which is very important.
Listening today I realise that many people on the other
side do not really understand what a feasibility study is
and why it is important to do one and not just launch
into a project. We know how to manage projects and
money. It is important to do the feasibility study up
front because then your project management at the back
end will be a lot more successful. Despite the rantings
of members over there about the government not
undertaking some of the so-called ‘not projects’, we are
actually providing the backbone for a sustainable
project in the future.
There are many positive aspects of this budget that I
want to highlight. Some of the metropolitan ones
include the removal of dangerous level crossings. There
is a $350 million investment in that. It is something that
should have been done long ago because of the
congestion in the city, with the railway lines and the
roads intersecting and causing people to have to wait in
their cars for umpteen minutes. We have a $220 million
investment in schools and $64 million for schools in
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urgent need of upgrades. There is $199 million for
hospital upgrades and $172 million for rail track
maintenance and for new carriages and rolling stock. It
is so important that rail track maintenance be kept up
because that adds — surprisingly, some people might
think — to the timeliness of trains in getting to the end
point by their not having to slow down when the track
is inferior or when there are mud holes that slow them
down.
We have further investments, in police, in business, in
bushfires, in agriculture and in seniors.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
the consideration of items on the government business
program has expired, and I am required to interrupt
business.

POLICE AND EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of Mr RYAN
(Minister for Police and Emergency Services).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TRANSITION) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Gaming).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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MONETARY UNITS AMENDMENT BILL
2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2012/2013) BILL 2012

That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
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

Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Treasurer).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT
(SALARY RESTRAINT) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business).

Noes, 37
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Bulleen: freeway link
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads. The
specific action that I seek is for him to write to local
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councils in the north-east of Melbourne outlining the
government’s process for the planning and evaluation
of a freeway link between the Metropolitan Ring Road
at Greensborough and the Eastern Freeway at Bulleen. I
raise this today more on behalf of another member of
this house who has raised this issue a number of times
in this chamber — someone who is very concerned
about this particular link. This member has condemned
previous local members for supporting this road link
between Greensborough and Bulleen. Back in 2008 the
member said:
… all the residents along Bulleen Road object and are
opposed to a freeway link along Bulleen Road.

He advised that residents were opposed to the link. That
particular member further said in this house:
I would have thought a better public transport system would
be preferable to a road link …

In 2010, only weeks before the last state election, the
same member called on the Labor government to come
clean on its plans for a freeway link. Even though the
government had been quite open in consulting with the
public, the member was concerned about the impact it
would have on local schools, sporting clubs, the
community and the environment, and said that, most
importantly, there must be a proper consultation
process. That person said:
Let me make it clear that I will not support an above-ground
freeway link between the Eastern Freeway and Banyule Flats
under any circumstances, and I will not support a freeway
through environmentally sensitive areas.

I have been waiting since the last state election for that
person to pop up and raise their concerns, but we have
not heard from that particular member for some time.
Of course I am talking about the member for Bulleen.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROOKS — He has popped into the house. He
would have been a little bit concerned, as I was, to read
in the Heidelberg Leader last week the following:
Roads minister Terry Mulder said the north-east link was still
being considered …

I would have thought, given the concerns the member
for Bulleen has expressed about that particular road link
and freeway through his electorate, that he would have
raised this issue in the house for the benefit of his
constituents. But he has been surprisingly silent on this
particular matter.
The Manningham Leader of 18 December 2008
contains a very good quote from the member for
Bulleen. It states:
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Bulleen state Liberal MP Nicholas Kotsiras said the plan —

that is, the road link —
reminded him of the Wizard of Oz. ‘Residents are being asked
to follow a yellow brick road to nowhere’, he said.

I suggest to the member for Bulleen that he not be the
Cowardly Lion but that he stand up for his area, as he
did in opposition, now that he is in government.

Benambra electorate: sports facilities
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, and I am glad to see that he is here in the
chamber. The action I seek from the minister is for him
to again come up to the north-east of Victoria to the
electorate of Benambra — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr TILLEY — It is a great area, is it not? On this
occasion I seek that the minister meet with and speak to
many of the sporting groups that make up the very
fabric of regional sport participation in the electorate of
Benambra. As we know, sport is a large part of rural
and country life, and the electorate of Benambra is
home to many sporting groups, including football —
the three codes, which I would like to talk about;
netball; hockey; soccer — that other code; swimming;
basketball — and the list goes on.
Mr Delahunty — You haven’t got time to do them
all.
Mr TILLEY — No, there is not enough time to talk
about our great sport participation. In particular
Mr Pedro Afonso and Mr Simon Barlow from the Twin
City Wanderers Football Club, which is a soccer club,
would relish the opportunity to talk with the minister
about their vision for the future of the world game,
soccer, in the Wodonga area and their vision to create a
rural centre of excellence for the world game.
Sport is a particular way of life for us up in the
north-east, particularly in the electorate of Benambra.
The relatively temperate weather conditions allow us to
play sports year round, and our children enjoy the
ability to participate in a variety of sports. I look
forward to again hosting the minister in the Benambra
electorate and introducing him to some of the
committed sporting club representatives who
continually and tirelessly volunteer to give so much of
their time to their chosen sports. This is all about
getting more people more active more often.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
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Mr TILLEY — Yes. Look at the clock — I have
another minute. Talking about sport, there is the Ovens
and Murray Hall of Fame annual event. We are seeing
some great achievements coming from our football
teams, and the girls continue to participate in the
netball. There are also those other legitimate sporting
pursuits, including shooting and hunting, which are a
strong and vibrant part of our way of life in
north-eastern Victoria. The area also accommodates the
world game, soccer, which is really growing.
Particularly in the early years with the Snowy hydro
project we saw a great influence from our multicultural
people who are accustomed to country and rural life.
They heightened awareness of the world game, soccer,
and we are seeing some great competition going on
there. What they really need for the future are
world-class grounds for a sport that is second to none.
We see a strong emphasis on the Australian Rules code,
but I strongly support our soccer codes growing into the
future with the growth of regional Victoria.

St Kilda pier: reconstruction
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Ports. It is
most certainly not for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, for, as we learned in question time
today, it is the Minister for Ports who is actually
responsible for piers in Port Phillip Bay. The specific
action I seek from the Minister for Ports is that he come
with me to St Kilda pier with a view to learning how he
can, through his newly established Local Ports Critical
Infrastructure Fund, seek to fund the wave attenuator
screens on the proposed St Kilda pier reconstruction
project — like he has just announced with the pier at
Mornington.
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media release recently that the Liberal government will
invest in the rebuilding of the St Kilda pier as part of
the minister’s new fund. The trouble is that the member
for Caulfield got it wrong. There is, it seems, no
funding at all in the budget for the rebuilding of the
St Kilda pier. This is clear in Parks Victoria’s public
statements to the City of Port Phillip in April this year
when an application from the Royal Melbourne Yacht
Squadron for a new and extended breakwater wall was
put to the council for approval. There was an
application from the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron,
which is a fine and longstanding club operating from
the St Kilda foreshore, for the construction of a
significant breakwater wall to extend beyond the end of
the pier and down in a southerly direction so as to break
the swells from storms from that direction, thereby
allowing the club to go ahead with its project of
expanding the private marina.
What was surprising about the member for Caulfield’s
announcement was that he had essentially hit the nail
on the head: there was money going into a project at
St Kilda, but it was for the benefit of the members of
the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron. It was going to
the construction of a wall that would have no public
benefit and would certainly not put a single new dollar
into the St Kilda pier. Let us be clear: the member for
Caulfield and the Minister for Ports’ Local Ports
Critical Infrastructure Fund will contribute to a wall
that will allow for the expansion of a private marina for
RMYS members but not contribute one dollar to the
new pier.

Tourism: Murray Valley electorate

This would allow the St Kilda safe harbour project to
proceed and with it achieve the primary job of making
safe the most visited pier on Port Phillip Bay, which has
more than 4 million visits per annum. It would allow
the secondary benefit of providing greater opportunities
for swimmers, fishers and public boating. That this
would allow the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron to
proceed with its private berth expansion would be a
consequential but not unimportant policy outcome —
an outcome that club has long sought. I make this
request against the somewhat disturbing background
that suggests the government has dumped this proposal
and instead decided to put its scarce funds into
alternative measures that will not provide any public
benefit but will deliver a private gain to the members of
the RMYS.

Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Tourism and Major Events. The
action I seek is that the minister support my electorate
by providing funds to market some events to be held in
the Sun Country on the Murray region over the next
12 months. I have spoken in this chamber many times,
particularly in this and the last sitting period, about the
floods that have hit our region and how we need to
market our events wherever we possibly can to get
visitors back to the region. It is a delicate balance
between letting people know about the tragedies that
have taken place with the floods and promoting it as a
tourism area and getting the tourists back to our
communities. Sun Country on the Murray takes in
Yarrawonga, Mulwala, Cobram, Barooga, Numurkah
and even Nathalia and Barmah in the seat of Rodney. It
takes in the Murray, Ovens and Goulburn rivers and
also Lake Mulwala.

We know this because the very helpful member for
Caulfield, who I know is here today, outlined in a

The first event I would like some assistance with is the
Numurkah Foodbowl Festival, which is a weekend that
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celebrates the dedication and passion of local producers
and chefs as they come together to showcase food and
wine from the Numurkah region. There are many
activities, including producers markets, food fairs and a
progressive dinner.
The second festival we would like supported is the
Yarrawonga-Mulwala multisport festival. This will be
the first year of this event, which will be held on the
Yarrawonga foreshore. The multisport festival is a
two-day event incorporating three triathlons of different
distances. The flagship event is the Olympic distance
triathlon. There are also the sprint and dash events. The
multisport festival will be held in October.
Another inaugural event will be the quadrathlon, which
is the first of its kind in the Murray River region. The
quadrathlon is a combination of a 3.5-kilometre swim, a
20.5-kilometre run, an 80-kilometre bike ride and then
a 26-kilometre paddle, which is quite an event. It begins
in Lake Mulwala and then runs down through
Yarrawonga. The cyclists then ride to Cobram and
finish with a paddle down the Murray River to
Tocumwal.
Finally, there is the Yarrawonga-Mulwala Splash ‘n’
Dash, which is a terrific event that I have been to on
many occasions. This year 840 patrons attended this
event.
I ask that the minister support these requests so that
these events can be successfully marketed, which will
ensure that the greatest number of people are aware of
them and encouraged to attend. This support will
significantly help my electorate to recover and move on
from the devastation of the floods and will also promote
the wonderful Murray Valley region.

Rail: infrastructure projects
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Public Transport, and it
concerns promises that were made prior to the last
election to build or upgrade a raft of stations right
across the network. The action that I seek is for the
minister to commence construction and end his fixation
with further studies and delays.
In the case of the Caroline Springs station, the money
for the building of the station is already in the budget.
We know this because Labor put it there. It was part of
Labor’s growth areas station program that four new
outer suburban stations were to be built as part of a
$188 million program. Fortunately for Cardinia,
Lynbrook and Williams Landing, these stations were all
commenced before the minister could get his slippery
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little mitts on them. However, in the case of Caroline
Springs the funds have been held over, and despite
residents’ concerns about this and demands that action
be taken, nothing has been commenced.
In fact an Age story highlighted the minister’s
incompetence over Caroline Springs recently, and it
prompted a member of the community to make this
observation:
… Ted’s transport priority is to fix the gate at the rail crossing
at New Street and Beach Road. Go figure!

Go figure indeed, because of course New Street,
Brighton, is a level crossing that is 223rd on the list of
most dangerous crossings in the state. The government
is proceeding with that, but it is not getting on with the
promises it made to build new stations in the outer
corridor.
It gets worse when you consider that study money has
been allocated only for stations at Southland,
Grovedale, Ballan, Epson, Eaglehawk, Ringwood and
Balaclava. There is a long list of stations waiting for
any construction to commence, but I will focus on
Grovedale station, which the Premier made reference to
in question time today. He spoke about it as a great job
creator. This project was allocated $1 million last year
for studies and another $8.4 million this year, yet not
one construction worker has been seen on site. That is
because the minister has still failed to allocate a single
cent for construction. A word of advice to the Premier:
unless you are talking about consultancy jobs that the
minister is perfectly adept at providing, it is perhaps
wiser to stay away from any suggestion that the
Minister for Public Transport can build anything other
than a reputation as a muppet.
What about Southland station, the one that the Liberals
were going to build for $13 million? The minister has
again just provided study money — not a single cent
for construction. In every case the budget papers also
reveal that the time lines for completion of these
projects have been pushed out. When the Premier said
this is a safe and responsible budget, clearly what he
meant in reference to the Minister for Public Transport
was that it is a safe bet that no new station will be built
by this minister.

Hospitals: personal care suites
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Health. The action I
seek is for the minister to examine the possibility of
incorporating personal care suites in hospitals. Recently
I met with one of my constituents, Shirley Sloan, who
made me aware of the need for such facilities. Shirley
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has a teenage son with a disability, and she expressed to
me the difficulty experienced by carers when there is a
need to change wheelchair-bound children and adults.
Shirley regularly needs to spend a number of hours at
hospital with her son for specialist appointments. If he
needs to use the bathroom, she is often required to drive
home, where she has all the necessary equipment to
manage him safely, only to return to hospital for further
appointments throughout the day.
We have terrific facilities in hospitals for new parents
and their babies, such as changing facilities. However,
when a carer needs to change a teenager or an adult this
cannot be achieved without the use of specialised
equipment such as ceiling hoists, height-adjustable
tables or change benches, plus a toilet and basin in each
room. Such rooms would make life so much easier for
both carers and their clients.
I congratulate the government on incorporating a
similar room at the new award-winning Royal
Children’s Hospital, and I request that the Minister for
Health examine the possibility of incorporating such
change rooms in all new hospital builds.

Roads: city of Wyndham
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to raise an urgent matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads. The action I
seek from the minister is that he invest in arterial roads
in the Wyndham Vale area, part of my electorate, to
alleviate the traffic congestion that my constituents
come across on a daily basis. I ask the minister to
ensure that my constituents have adequate road
infrastructure to meet their needs so they are not stuck
in traffic for most of their journeys. Whether it is going
to work, dropping off their kids at school or just going
about their everyday lives, they constantly come across
traffic congestion, which is so bad at the moment that it
is gridlock any time between 6.00 a.m. and 9.00 a.m.
This congestion also has an impact on the mainstream
traffic for commuters from Geelong. I left from
Geelong at about 5.45 a.m. the other morning only to be
stopped around the Altona area by the car park that the
Princes Freeway now is. The government needs to
understand that the city of Wyndham is one of the
fastest growing municipalities in not only the state but
the nation, and it is very disappointing that this
government did not provide any funding to the City of
Wyndham for arterial roads or upgrades in the 2012–13
budget handed down earlier this month.
The pace of growth in the outer suburbs, including
those in the city of Wyndham, means schools, bus
services and upgraded arterial roads need to be
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maintained each and every year without fail. This
government is showing contempt for the residents of
Wyndham Vale and the local council by completely
ignoring their pleas for help.
A public rally was held recently which was attended by
a fair few people, and rightfully so. A petition was
launched. I assume there will be thousands of people
from the western suburbs, including from my
electorate, who will sign this petition to beg and plead
with the minister and the government to make sure that
they make appropriate investments — not on a political
basis but on a needs basis. It is not all right for the
Minister for Planning to go out there, tick off on
developments and open up more development lots
without investing in infrastructure.
I urge the state government to support the city of
Wyndham with the infrastructure it needs and deserves
as the fastest growing municipality in the state and
indeed the nation. The action I seek from the minister is
to invest in arterial roads in the Wyndham Vale area.

Bay Road, Sandringham: traffic management
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The matter I
wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport. The specific action I seek is that he
attend a site meeting in Bay Road, Sandringham, to
observe the installation of traffic remediation measures
at two locations: the first at the junction of Fernhill
Road and Bay Road and the second adjacent to a school
crossing in a road proximate to Copley Engineering and
Sandringham East Primary School.
Over a number of years requests have been made on a
repeated basis by members of the local school
community at Sandringham East Primary School for
traffic remediation measures, such as a
40-kilometre-per-hour sign in Bay Road that might
stem the speed of traffic in that precinct. There is an
existing school crossing and a 60-kilometre-per-hour
speed limit which operates at that particular section of
Bay Road. However, there have been reported instances
of trucks and cars going through the crossing, giving
rise to potential risk to young children crossing the road
with their parents.
A number of years ago, during the time of the former
Labor government, a request was made to see whether
the speed could be reduced at that section of Bay Road
to assist schoolchildren who were crossing there.
Regrettably those requests fell on deaf ears, and nothing
was done. There was a technical reason: Sandringham
East Primary School only joined Bay Road by way of
an easement beside a factory, and therefore by virtue of
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departmental land not abutting Bay Road it was not
possible to impose a reduced speed limit for that
section.
I contacted the Minister for Public Transport recently to
bring to his attention the representations of the
Sandringham East Primary School community,
keen-minded parents and strong community advocates.
What has the minister done? He has introduced a
reform to enable a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit to
be applied in that section of road to the great delight of
the local community.
What I would like him to do is visit the site once the
40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit has been introduced,
noting that with the increased urban density that is
taking place in Melbourne, there have been myriad
requests throughout my electorate for road remediation
measures to enable senior citizens, schoolchildren and
foreshore users to cross roads in the face of increasing
volumes of traffic. There are myriad issues in my
electorate, but the one matter that I want the minister to
evaluate — besides cycling issues, public transport
issues on the railways and other local issues — is these
two sites in Bay Road, where he can observe the good
works that have been undertaken.

Buses: outer suburbs
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I wish to raise a matter
with the Minister for Public Transport, and the action I
seek is that he commit to real and substantial increases
in bus services and bus routes in the outer suburbs of
Melbourne in the next budget, since he failed to provide
a cent for residents in the fastest growing region of
Melbourne in the 2012 budget.

Thursday, 24 May 2012

also reduce road congestion, are better for public health
and improve the lives of many people who are at risk of
social exclusion. I am sad to say, though, that I think
the Minister for Public Transport does not share my
passion. No, he does not feel the same way. He does
not even flirt with buses, as you can see if you have a
look at the way he has responded in the budget. He has
no time for buses, and I have rarely heard him say a
good word about the need to extend bus routes into the
outer suburbs.
Community organisation LeadWest describes
inadequate transport infrastructure as the greatest threat
to the region’s economy. Bus services and routes in
particular are extremely important to Melbourne’s
growth and to the mobility of families in the outer
regions. The government’s own budget papers reveal
that metropolitan bus patronage grew by a massive
16.2 per cent over the last 12 months, with further
growth of 6 per cent predicted over the next year. The
combination of staggeringly large population growth in
the outer suburbs, particularly in the outer west, and
increased patronage of bus services shows the real need
for commitment to buses and bus services across those
suburbs. The public transport minister recently declared
that he had put public transport back to where it should
be after only 11 months — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Prahran electorate: elite athlete funding

This lack of new funding comes despite both the huge
projected population growth in the outer suburbs of
Melbourne and increased bus patronage, and it is yet
another example of the Baillieu government turning its
back on the people of the outer suburbs. Melbourne is
booming at no faster rate than in Melbourne’s outer
west, where we are experiencing some of the greatest
population growth in Australia. Statistics from the
Australian Bureau of Statistics for 2009–10
demonstrate that the shire of Melton and the city of
Wyndham are at the top of the list of the fastest
growing local government areas in the nation. The outer
western region is expected to accommodate 25 per cent
of the projected metropolitan population growth over
the next 25 years.

Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for Sport
and Recreation. The action I seek is that he consider
some of my local constituents for elite athlete travel
grants. Victoria’s elite athletes can face many
challenges throughout their sporting careers, especially
when travel is a requirement to qualify in various
events both within Australia and overseas. Funding is
available under the election commitments of the
coalition government for grants of up to $2000 to be
provided to elite athletes to assist with costs of travel.
To be eligible, applicants must be elite athletes,
Victorian residents, members of a state sporting
organisation and must be travelling to compete at a
national championship or international event. A few of
my constituents are elite athletes. I seek that the
minister consider the following people in the course of
considering who will be the worthy recipients of these
grants.

I have to declare here in the house today that I have a
deep obsession with and love for buses. I love buses,
because they are not only safe but also reliable. They

The first elite athlete I refer to the minister for
consideration is Evelyn Halls. She is probably
Australia’s best fencer. She has won a total of eight
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world cup medals and she achieved a world ranking of
11 in April this year. She also works as a solicitor. She
seeks funding to travel to the Asian Fencing
Championships in Japan. Maylin Chuah seeks to travel
to the world ultimate championships. I was introduced
to this obscure frisbee game by Matthew Barrett,
another accomplished Melbourne sportsman in this
discipline. It is perhaps the only game that does not
have an umpire. It is a self-regulated game. Imagine
that, Speaker — if we were self-regulated here, you
would be out of a job! This is a game where
sportspeople are very sporting in that they do not
require an umpire. Maylin Chuah seeks to travel to
Japan to compete in the world ultimate championships.
Catherine McArthur is a junior canoeing champion, and
she is a member of the under-23 Australian canoe sprint
team. She has achieved a top-10 finish in both the K1
and K2 at the marathon junior world championships.
She assists junior athletes in school programs and
within Victoria, and she attends Melbourne University,
where she has received an elite athlete sport
scholarship. She seeks funding to assist with a trip to
the Penrith selections. Trudy Scott is an accomplished
sportsperson in archery. She won a world indoor
bare-bow competition in an international event in 2010.
She is a member of the Sherbrooke Archery Club, and
she seeks funding to assist her to travel to the World
Field Archery Championships. The final sportsperson is
Benjamin Stokes, who is a gridiron player. He plays
with the Monash University Warriors, and he seeks
funding to assist with travel in relation to the Victorian
state gridiron team. I ask the minister to consider all
these worthy local constituents in the consideration of
the elite athlete travel grants.
The SPEAKER — Order! I would call the member
for Ivanhoe next, but he is with his wife celebrating the
birth of their baby daughter this afternoon.

Responses
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Murray Valley has asked
me to consider funding for his electorate. He spoke
about the Sun Country region. He referred to
Yarrawonga, Cobram, Numurkah and a range of events
for which he is seeking funding. He specifically
mentioned the 2012 Numurkah Foodbowl Festival,
which is to be held on 20 and 21 October 2012; the
2012 Murray Quadrathlon, which is to be held on 15
and 16 December 2012; the 2012 Yarrawonga Mulwala
Multisport Festival in October 2012; and the 2013
Yarrawonga Mulwala Splash ‘n’ Dash, which is to be
held on 16 and 17 March 2013.
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The member for Murray Valley, as all members would
be aware, is a forceful advocate for the tourism benefits
of his electorate. He is well aware of what a good
visitor spend can do to advantage his electorate. The
examples that he has provided to the Parliament today
are small events, but if there is a multiplicity of smaller
events, there will be in aggregate good economic value
for country regions, in particular the electorate of
Murray Valley. Tourism is a key economic driver, and I
am sure all members of this Parliament understand that
point.
I am pleased to advise the member for Murray Valley
that the two events in Yarrawonga will receive $5500
under the Country Victoria Events program that I
announced last night — that is, $3000 for the inaugural
Yarrawonga Mulwala Multisport Festival and $2500
for the Yarrawonga Mulwala Splash ‘n’ Dash event. I
announced in the Parliament last night a whole range of
small grants to promote visitation to regional areas.
This is part of that tranche of funding that I announced
in part last night. I am also pleased to announce today
funding of $17 500 from the flood recovery program.
Of that amount, $11 500 will help support the tourism
marketing for the other two events mentioned by the
member for Murray Valley — that is, $6000 for the
Numurkah Foodbowl Festival and $5000 for the
Murray Quadrathlon. The remaining $6000 will be
provided to two events in the Grampians region, and
both events have been very strongly supported by the
member for Lowan. There is $4000 for the annual arts
festival in Horsham, which will run from 1 June to
11 June, and $2000 for the 2012 Dunkeld Adventure,
an outdoor physical endurance challenge running from
8 to 11 June.
Supporting these events is part of the coalition
government’s ongoing commitment to supporting
townships affected by the 2011 flood events. It is very
important that organisers of these regional events
continue to receive government support for the
marketing of their events to visitors, because in the end
that is the tourism value. I am delighted to be able to
respond positively to the member for Murray Valley.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — Two members have raised matters with
me tonight. Firstly, the member for Benambra raised
the issue of support for coaches, officials and managers
of local sporting clubs in his electorate, particularly the
very important soccer clubs. In his presentation tonight
he spoke about the fact that a lot of the athletes in the
area came out of the time when the Snowy River
scheme was built. A lot of people with different cultural
backgrounds moved into that area at that time, and that
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flowed on into the soccer clubs. Those clubs need
support for their activities.
I am pleased to inform the member for Benambra that I
have recently approved the latest round of funding
under the 2012 Country Action grants scheme (CAGS).
Four clubs in the Benambra electorate have received
funding under this program: the Twin City Wanderers
soccer club will receive $3300 for development of its
strategic plan; the Wodonga Diamonds Football Club
will receive $3079 to continue its coach development
and first-aid training; the Wodonga Hockey Club will
receive $5000 for its club administration project; and
the Corryong Amateur Swimming Club will receive
$2620 for Austswim teacher of swimming and water
safety qualification certificates. A total of 34 sporting
clubs have received CAGS funding totalling $132 657
in the latest round of funding. The grants go a long way
towards helping sporting organisations increase their
skills base and improve their administration and
program delivery so they can provide even better
sporting opportunities for their communities.
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assist a wide range of athletes to reach their potential by
making it easier for them to travel to national and
international competitions or training venues.
The member for Prahran will be pleased to learn that
five athletes from his electorate have been awarded
funding totalling over $8000 for travel. I have a list of
the recipients, and I know he has already mentioned
some of these people, but I can tell him that Evelyn
Halls will receive $2000 to travel to and compete in the
2012 Asian Fencing Championships in Japan;
Catherine McArthur — and I know he has spoken
about this young lady — will receive $2000 to travel to
the National Sprint Kayak Championships and Olympic
selection races in Penrith; and Trudy Scott will receive
$2000 to travel to and represent Australia at the 2012
World Archery Field Championships. The member for
Prahran also spoke about Benjamin Stokes, a gridiron
player with the Monash University Warriors. It is
unbelievable. I support about 50 sports in
Victoria — —
Dr Napthine interjected.

A recent VicHealth study has shown that cutting
physical inactivity by 5 per cent would save 1000 lives
nationally and result in 3000 fewer cases of illness each
year. It is very important that we get our people fit and
healthy. In Queen’s Hall this week we ran science and
health programs. The scientists I spoke to said that if we
keep people fit and healthy, we will address a lot of the
problems they are trying to solve. Supporting local
organisations to operate more effectively is just one of
the many ways the coalition government is ensuring
that even more people are more active more often. I
thank the member for Benambra for his advocacy on
behalf of his constituents up there.
The member for Prahran raised the matter of support
for elite-level athletes. I congratulate the member for
Prahran. He is a very active member not only in the
Parliament but also in his electorate. He is in constant
contact with us as ministers in the chamber. He is doing
a fantastic job, and he is a great member for Prahran.
As I have previously stated in this house, I have
recently approved the first round of grants from the
coalition’s Elite Athlete Travel grants program. We
took this to the election, and it was widely supported by
the community. This program gives elite athletes the
opportunity to take that next step. We already give
Victalent grants to help people from regional areas
attend programs in Melbourne, but this grant is to assist
people to go to national or international events. In the
first round this year we have allocated funding totalling
just under half a million dollars to 349 Victorian
athletes. The Elite Athlete Travel grants program will

Mr DELAHUNTY — I am not sure what position
he plays.
Dr Napthine — Is he a fullback or is he a
linebacker?
Mr DELAHUNTY — He is a tough player, but I
know he needs support. I am pleased to tell the member
for Prahran that Ben will receive $485 to assist in his
travel. There is no doubt that these grants will 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. Our athletes
deserve support so they can aspire to and achieve their
potential across Australia and the world. Again,
congratulations to the member for Prahran on his
advocacy; he is doing a great job, and I am pleased to
help some of the athletes in his electorate.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — I welcome
the opportunity to respond to the member for Albert
Park and talk about ports programs across the state. The
member for Albert Park raised an issue concerning the
St Kilda pier. The current St Kilda pier was built in
1971 and is 445 metres long and 6.7 metres wide. I am
advised that there are about 8 million visitors a year to
the St Kilda foreshore area, of whom about 2 million
per year promenade along the St Kilda pier — the
member for Albert Park says 4 million, and we will
take that as tourist promotion for his area. There is an
800-berth marina there, and Parks Victoria is the
manager of this asset.

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 24 May 2012

ASSEMBLY

The pier is described as being in very poor condition
but, Speaker, as you would know, these things do not
happen overnight, and indeed in 2006 vehicle loading
on the pier was reduced significantly because of the
condition of the pier. I would have thought the local
member and the government of the day would have
taken action to do something about it at the time, and
under the Labor government in 2008 there was a
St Kilda pier redevelopment master plan yet still no
funding — zero funding — and no effective
representation from the lazy, ineffective, uncaring
member for Albert Park, who could not deliver on this
important project in his local electorate. He would not
listen; he did not care. He has known since he was
elected to this house of issues to do with St Kilda pier,
but the member for Albert Park is like an empty
vessel — he makes a lot of noise but simply does not
deliver.
Mr Brooks — On a point of order, Speaker, I do not
think my colleague on this side of the house needs the
protection of the Chair, but I am sure that somewhere in
the standing orders there is a relevant section that
prevents members from reflecting on other members of
the house in that particular manner.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Foley — On the point of order, Speaker, as I am
the member being reflected upon, I am more than
happy for the Minister for Ports to continue to dig
himself into a hole about St Kilda pier, as he appears
intent on doing. I thank my colleague for his concern
about my welfare, but on this particular matter I am
happy for the minister to continue to take a very long
walk off a very short pier.
The SPEAKER — Order! On that basis I do not
uphold that point of order.
Dr NAPTHINE — Once again we see that the
opposition is full of division and cannot get its act
together. Perhaps the member for Albert Park can
explain to his constituents why his party, in
government, allowed the cost of the Princes Pier project
to blow out from $14 million to $34 million at a time
when it could not find money for the St Kilda pier.
Perhaps he could explain that to his constituents.
Mr Foley — On a point of order, Speaker, on that
particular matter I will take umbrage, because, as I have
pointed out on a number of occasions when the minister
has brought this up in question time, the Minister for
Ports continues to misrepresent that proposition.
Princes Pier was a two-stage proposal — —
The SPEAKER — Order!
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have turned the
member’s microphone off.
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
resume his seat; I would hate to throw him out for an
hour now. The minister was reflecting a little on the
member for Albert Park.
Dr NAPTHINE — I was reflecting on the fact that,
in contrast to the lack of achievement from the member
for Albert Park, we are fortunate on this side of the
house that we have hardworking members of
Parliament like the member for Caulfield, who raises
these important issues; upper house members for
Southern Metropolitan Region Andrea Coote, Georgie
Crozier and David Davis, who raise these issues; and
the member for Mornington, who raised concerns about
his pier and the fact that the previous Labor government
built half a pier that was going to disappear because it
forgot to build the wave screens, and he got funding for
that pier.
I am pleased to advise the house that the 2012–13
budget allocates $23 million for critical local port
infrastructure upgrades. Some of that money has been
allocated for the critical works at Mornington because
of the terrifically hard work of the member for
Mornington. That was long overdue. Unfortunately
when we came to government there was a huge black
hole in infrastructure when it came to ports. The
member for Bellarine talked about the Portarlington
port. The former government did nothing in 11 years of
government, yet she comes in here whingeing, carping
and whining about it instead of having done something
when she was a minister in the former government. We
have allocated $23 million for local ports infrastructure.
I am advised that Parks Victoria has continued to work
with the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron on these
issues.
In response to the request by the member for Albert
Park, I am more than happy to visit and look at the
issues with my colleagues who well represent the area
and have put forward these concerns. Perhaps the
member for Albert Park can explain to me why in
11 years of Labor government, with a Deputy Premier
as a member for Albert Park and with a high-profile
member for Albert Park who was a senior adviser to the
previous government, it could not deliver one dollar for
this important project in his own backyard. As we
promenade along the pier perhaps he could explain to
me why his government could not find any money to
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fix it and left it as another gaping infrastructure black
hole that we have to fix in government. Fortunately we
are tackling the Mornington pier issue. We have money
in this budget for critical local port infrastructure.
I am happy to work with the member for Albert Park
and visit the area so that he can explain how we can
work together to deal with the appalling mess that his
government left behind.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — The member for Northcote raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action she seeks is for the minister to
commence construction on a number of railway stations
across Victoria. I will refer that matter to the minister
for his attention and direct response.
The member for Carrum raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health, and the action she
seeks is for the minister to investigate the possibility of
incorporating personal care suites for people with
disabilities in new hospital rebuilds. I will refer that
matter to the minister.
The member for Lara raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads, and the action he seeks is for the minister to
invest in road infrastructure in Wyndham Vale. I will
refer that matter to the minister for his attention and
direct response.
The member for Sandringham raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport, and the action he seeks is
for the minister to visit a site at Bay Road,
Sandringham, and evaluate a number of local issues. I
will refer that matter to the minister for his attention.
The member for Keilor raised a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Public Transport, and the action she
seeks is for the minister to provide more bus services
for the outer suburbs of Melbourne. I will refer that
matter to the minister for his action.
I turn to the member for Bundoora. After 10 years of
not raising this issue once in this house, he has finally
found his voice. I will refer his matter to the Minister
for Roads, but I have to tell the member that in 2000
there was a huge meeting of all residents. The former
member for Ivanhoe was present at the meeting, and he
said there would be no above-ground freeway link and
he would resign if there was. I was also at that meeting,
and I said I also would not support an above-ground
freeway link. The current member for Ivanhoe is a
coward — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! It is unparliamentary to
refer to a member in that way, particularly as he is a
new dad.
Mr Brooks — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
to a 1997 ruling by Speaker Plowman in relation to the
adjournment debate. I quote from Rulings from the
Chair, under the heading, ‘Passing issue to minister
responsible’:
If a minister is aware of the facts relating to a matter raised, it
is better for the Parliament if he or she answers in full rather
than simply passing it on to the minister concerned. If,
however, the minister does not know the facts, he or she
should not bluff his or her way through it but simply pass it
on to the minister concerned.

Given that the Minister for Roads has not bothered to
come into the chamber, I ask the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship to simply refer it
on to him.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister at the table has clearly shown that he does
know the facts of the matter. In line with
Speaker Plowman’s ruling I ask you to allow him to
continue espousing the facts he knows on this issue to
fully inform the member who raised the matter on the
adjournment.
Mr Foley — On the point of order, Speaker, in his
ruling Speaker Plowman was referring to the
responsible minister for the portfolio, not to the
ill-advised minister who is pretending he knows about
this issue at the moment.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I ask the minister to just tell the house
what he knows and then refer the matter to the minister.
Mr KOTSIRAS — I would be more than happy to
do so. For 12 years I have constantly said the residents
do not support an above-ground freeway link. The
current member for Ivanhoe has said at his branch
meeting that he does not support it, yet he said at a
community meeting that he does support it. He is the
one who is being inconsistent; I have been consistent.
Mr Foley — On a point of order, Speaker, in line
with your earlier suggestion to the minister, I ask you to
ask the minister at the table to pass this matter on to the
relevant minister and put us all out of our misery.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I remember the question asked, and I know
there were some reflections made on the current
member at the time. If the minister wishes to continue
answering the question, I ask him to do so according to
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what he knows and then look towards moving
reasonably quickly to passing it on to the minister.
Mr KOTSIRAS — As I said, the member for
Bundoora is ill informed. He has no concept and no
idea of whether this link is going to take place. I have
said since 2000 to residents, and he can check, that I do
not support an above-ground freeway link. That is what
we said. The member for Bundoora is wrong and is
misleading the house. I said that in 2000, and I have
said it again many times in this chamber since then. For
the member for Bundoora to come into this chamber
and say that I have said something else is false. It is
wrong. I reiterate what I said in 2000 and have
continued to say, I think, every year in the house. I
asked the former Labor government to come clean and
tell us what its plans were. Obviously the current
member for Ivanhoe had two different plans — one for
his branch meetings and one for the committee
meetings. I have been consistent, and I will continue to
be consistent. I will refer this matter to the Minister for
Roads for his attention and direct response.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sure we are all very
pleased about that. I would now like to declare the
house adjourned, and we will meet again soon.
House adjourned 4.59 p.m. until Tuesday, 5 June.
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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, 22 May 2012
Corrections: recidivism models
382.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — will the minister provide a copy to the house of
the predictive recidivism models that Corrections Victoria has been developing.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The predictive recidivism model is currently being used by Corrections Victoria to inform the development of
public policy and, therefore, release at this time would be premature and not in the public interest.

Corrections: grants — not-for-profit organisations
385.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — with respect to grants provided through the
Corrections portfolio since 1 December 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grants have been provided to not-for-profit organisations in relation to supporting the
reintegration of offenders into the community.
To which organisation have these grants been made.
What was the amount of each grant.
What was the purpose of each grant.
For what period of time did the grants relate.

ANSWER:
I am advised that from 1 December 2010 to 16 August 2011:
(1)

18.

(2) (3) (4) and (5)
No. of
grants

Name of
Organisation

(1)

(2)

1

Women’s
Housing Ltd

Payments
1/12/10 to
16/8/11 excl GST
(3)

Purpose of each grant

(4)
Complex tenancy and property management
services, support and assistance to facilitate
$26 002.60 transition into long-term housing for
offenders exiting prison at high risk of
homelessness.

Period of
grant
(5)

21 months

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2376

ASSEMBLY

No. of
grants

Name of
Organisation

(1)

(2)

1

Rural Housing
Network Ltd

1

Haven

1

Yarra
Community
Housing Ltd

2

Youth Projects

Payments
1/12/10 to
16/8/11 excl GST
(3)

$18 000

$105 580.21

$88 690.84

$341 036.04
$246 000

3

Australian
Community
Support
Organisation

$2 295 080.85

Tuesday, 22 May 2012

Purpose of each grant
(4)
Complex tenancy and property management
services, support and assistance to facilitate
transition into long-term housing for
offenders exiting prison at high risk of
homelessness.
Complex tenancy and property management
services, support and assistance to facilitate
transition into long-term housing for
offenders exiting prison at high risk of
homelessness
Complex tenancy and property management
services, support and assistance to facilitate
transition into long-term housing for
offenders exiting prison at high risk of
homelessness
Support and assistance to facilitate transition
into long-term housing for offenders exiting
prison at high risk of homelessness
Provides for pre and post-release support for
Indigenous men and women exiting prison
Provides for pre and post-release support for
men exiting prison

$175 683.25 Sex offender support program
1
1

Melbourne City
Mission Inc
Islamic Council
of Victoria Inc

$956 665.73
$80 000

1

The Young
Men’s Christian
Association

$37 500

1

Youth Projects

$95 000

1

Salvation Army

$18 333

1

Australian
Vietnamese
Women’s
Association

1

Prison Network
Ministries Inc

$95 136.36

$54 999

Provides for pre and post-release support for
women exiting prison
Provides culturally appropriate transitional
case management to Muslim prisoners
Provides life skills and employment skills
training to prisoners at the Metropolitan
Remand Centre and Marngoneet Correctional
Centre, and links to supported employment
placements post release
Provides personal development support
programs for men at the Judy Lazarus
Transition Centre
Provides transitional support for men with a
disability exiting prison
INDECOS Program for Indo-Chinese
offenders on community-based orders, to
provide customised counselling services and
assistance to access community support
networks
Provides a suite of services to women pre and
post-release

Period of
grant
(5)

20 months

3 years

3 years,
1 month &
10 days
1 years,
9 months and
4 days
2 years,
10 months
3 years,
10 months
3 years,
4 months and
23 days
5 years
3 years

3 years

1 year,
3 months
3 years

3 years

3 years
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No. of
grants

Name of
Organisation

(1)

(2)
Jesuit Social
Services Ltd

1

1

VACRO

ASSEMBLY

Payments
1/12/10 to
16/8/11 excl GST
(3)

Purpose of each grant

(4)
Provides volunteer community mentors to
$80 000 provide pre and post-release support to
African prisoners
Community support program — allows for
$560 846.88 the provision of supports and services to
offenders subject to post-sentence supervision
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Period of
grant
(5)
3 years
2 years,
11 months,
11 days

Corrections: contraband seizures
2607.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — since December 2010, on how many occasions
has the minister been informed with written advice of major contraband seizures or events from:
(1)
(2)

The commissioner for corrections.
The Department of Justice.

ANSWER:
I am advised that until 7 February 2012:
(1)

Six.

(2)

Nil.

Attorney-General: County Court — Ballarat sittings
2630.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Attorney General — with reference to sittings of the County Court in Ballarat:
(1)

What was the total number of part and full sitting days in:
(a) 2007–08;
(b) 2008–09;
(c) 2009–10;
(d) 2010–11.

(2)

What was the total number of judges that undertook a short-term circuit during:
(a) 2007–08;
(b) 2008–09;
(c) 2009–10;
(d) 2010–11.

(3)

What was the total number of full and part sitting days in each short-term circuit undertaken by a
judge during:
(a) 2007–08;
(b) 2008–09;
(c) 2009–10;
(d) 2010–11.

(4)

What was the average time it took for each case that was heard to come to trial in:
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
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2007–08;
2008–09;
2009–10;
2010–11.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

(a)(b)(c)(d)
The department is unable to provide an actual total part and full sitting days as only scheduled full sitting days
are recorded.
The department can however provide scheduled full sitting days which have been derived from the court’s
annual judicial rosters.

(2)

2007–08 — CRIMINAL — 225

CIVIL — 65;

2008–09 — CRIMINAL — 242

CIVIL — 70;

2009–10 — CRIMINAL — 226

CIVIL — 85;

2010–11 — CRIMINAL — 233

CIVIL — 60.

(a)(b)(c)(d)
The department is unable to provide an actual number of judges that undertook a short-term circuit as only
scheduled sitting dates are recorded.
However, the department can provide an estimate of the number of judges sitting in Ballarat for the financial
years stated above.

(3)

2007–08 — CRIMINAL — 10

CIVIL — 3;

2008–09 — CRIMINAL — 10

CIVIL — 3;

2009–10 — CRIMINAL — 10

CIVIL — 4;

2010–11 — CRIMINAL — 11

CIVIL — 3.

(a)(b)(c)(d)
The department is unable to provide an actual total part and full sitting days per judge as the court does not
record this data.

(4)

(a)(b)(c)(d)
Average time to trial for criminal cases for the following financial years:
2007–08 — 9 months;
2008–09 — 6 months;
2009–10 — 9 months;
2010–11 — 5 months.
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Environment and climate change: commercial waste collection — shire of Mount Alexander
2642.

Ms EDWARDS to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — with reference to
Mount Alexander Shire Council’s plan to cease collection of commercial waste from 1 April 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When was the minister informed of the plan.
Why did the minister allow the change.
Is the minister aware that the council will also cease recycling at commercial properties.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In October 2010, the Mount Alexander Shire introduced a new five-year ‘Waste Management Strategy’. One of the
actions within the strategy is the removal of all commercial and industrial kerbside waste collection services from
Mount Alexander Shire Council kerbside collection runs.
The strategy indicates that this was consistent with the then government’s policy.
It is not a policy of the coalition government to require the removal of kerbside bins. Individual councils determine
the most appropriate collection services for their municipality.
I have initiated a review of waste policy in Victoria, and this is currently under way (being led by the Department
of Sustainability and Environment (DSE)). I have asked DSE to work closely with all stakeholders, including local
government, in order to establish a new waste policy that is both contemporary and relevant for the people of
Victoria.

Environment and climate change: Caring for Our Country program — contract positions
3120.

Ms NEVILLE to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — have any contract positions
funded by the federal government’s Caring for Our Country program been terminated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Caring for Our Country funding is provided on a project basis and fixed-term contract positions are often utilised to
deliver these projects. To my knowledge no fixed-term contracts associated with Caring for Our Country funding
have been terminated early.

Environment and climate change: Department of Sustainability and Environment — federally
funded contracts
3121.

Ms NEVILLE to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — under what authority does
the Department of Sustainability and Environment have the power to cancel contracts funded by the
federal government.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) is responsible for managing all contracts it enters into.
DSE is not responsible for managing contracts, including cancellation of contracts, entered into by the federal
government with other parties.
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Environment and climate change: contract positions — federal funding
3122.

Ms NEVILLE to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — what happens to funding
left after a cancellation of federally funded contract positions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The agreements entered into by the Department of Sustainability and Environment for federal funding provide
mechanisms for dealing with any unspent funds remaining at the end of projects.
The funding provider usually makes decisions about the return or reallocation of any unspent funds.

Manufacturing, exports and trade: Williamstown shipyard — future
3144.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business for the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade — with reference to BAE Systems Williamstown shipyards:
(1)

On what date or dates did the minister meet with BAE Systems regarding the future operations of
the shipyards in:
(a) 2011;
(b) 2012.

(2)

Has the minister requested or received any advice from the Department of Business and
Innovation regarding the future operations of the shipyards.

ANSWER:
I met with senior executives from BAE Systems on numerous occasions in 2011 and 2012 to discuss the current
and future operational issues of the Williamstown shipyard.
I also receive regular updates from senior departmental officers on the Williamstown shipyard and its future
operations.
I note your silence on the impact of federal procurement decisions by your Labor colleagues in Canberra —
specifically the recent announcement by the Gillard government to award further shipbuilding contracts to Spain
over the BAE workforce in Williamstown.

Environment and climate change: Snakebusters — licence revocation
3146.

Ms NEVILLE to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — with reference to the
closure of Snakebusters and the revocation of their licence to handle and put on live wildlife displays:
(1)
(2)

What standards or requirements did Snakebusters fail to meet that led to the revocation of their
licence.
What specific improvements or changes are required for Snakebusters to have their licence
reinstated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Commercial Wildlife (Wildlife Demonstrator) Licence concerned was held by Raymond Terrence Hoser
(trading as ‘Snakebusters’), who was convicted on 4 August 2011 in Melbourne County Court for breaching
licence conditions.
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On 9 March 2012, the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) noted Mr Hoser’s conviction for
offences under the Wildlife Act 1975 and found that he was not a fit and proper person to hold the licence.
VCAT affirmed the department’s decision to cancel the licence, citing:
– failure or refusal to comply with licence conditions;
– failure or refusal to follow reasonable directions;
– a contemptuous attitude towards licence obligations; and
– conduct of demonstrations in a manner which places the general public, particularly children, at risk of harm and
potentially life-threatening consequences.
As VCAT has affirmed the decision to cancel Mr Hoser’s licence, this licence cannot be reinstated.
Given VCAT’s reasoning, it would not be appropriate grant Mr Hoser another Commercial Wildlife (Wildlife
Demonstrator) Licence.

Environment and climate change: live wildlife displays
3147.

Ms NEVILLE to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change —

What standards are required to be met for registration to handle and put on live wildlife displays.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A Commercial Wildlife (Wildlife Demonstrator) Licence under the Wildlife Act 1975 authorises the holder to
demonstrate specified wildlife to the public in temporary or travelling demonstrations at any location within
Victoria.
Any person who applies for a demonstrator licence must be at least 18 years of age, must be a fit and proper person
to hold the licence and must have relevant expertise.
An application for a wildlife demonstrator licence must be supported by a national police check, and a management
plan that includes:
– detailed plans of the proposed facilities;
– proposed arrangements for the handling and treatment of sick or injured wildlife;
– proposed arrangements for managing breeding in captive populations; and
– an exit strategy for placement of captive populations in the event that the commercial activity is not successful.
The holder of a wildlife demonstrator licence must comply with the conditions of the licence together with all
requirements under the Wildlife Act 1975, Wildlife Regulations 2002, the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act
1986 and relevant codes of practice.
A wildlife demonstrator licence does not obviate the need for the holder to comply with any other laws of Victoria,
the commonwealth or any other state or territory where applicable.
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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.

Wednesday, 23 May 2012
Aboriginal affairs: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
104(e).

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs — on which dates between 2 December 2010
and 2 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat and for each date:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of each commitment made;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) for what project or purpose were funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I did not visit any locality in the city of Ballarat in the period 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011 in my capacity as
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

Environment and climate change: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
104(p).

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — on which dates between
2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat and for
each date:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of each commitment made;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) for what project or purpose were funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The minister did not visit the city of Ballarat between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011.

Youth affairs: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
104(ar).

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Youth Affairs — on which dates between 2 December 2010 and
2 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat and for each date:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
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what was the dollar value of each commitment made;
to which individual or group was the commitment made;
for what project or purpose were funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I did not visit any locality within the city of Ballarat between the dates of 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011.

Aboriginal affairs: ministerial visits — shire of Golden Plains
124(e).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs — did the minister visit any locality within
the Golden Plains shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of the dates the
minister visited the shire:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I did not visit any localities in the Shire of Golden Plains during the period 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011 in
my capacity as the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

Aboriginal affairs: ministerial visits — shire of Moorabool
125(e).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs — did the minister visit any locality within
the Moorabool shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of the dates the
minister visited the shire:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I did not visit any localities in the Moorabool shire during the period 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011 in my
capacity as the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

Environment and climate change: ministerial visits — shire of Moorabool
125(p).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — did the minister visit any
locality within the Moorabool shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of the
dates the minister visited the shire:
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Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The minister did not visit Moorabool shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011.

Aboriginal affairs: ministerial visits — shire of Hepburn
126(e).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs — did the minister visit any locality within
the Hepburn shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of the dates the minister
visited the shire:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I did not visit any localities in the Hepburn shire during the period 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011 in my
capacity as the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

Environment and climate change: ministerial visits — shire of Hepburn
126(p).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — did the minister visit any
locality within the Hepburn shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of the
dates the minister visited the shire:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The minister did not visit Hepburn shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011.
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Aboriginal affairs: ministerial visits — shire of Macedon Ranges
127(e).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs — did the minister visit any locality within
the Macedon Ranges shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of the dates the
minister visited the shire:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I did not visit any localities in the Macedon Ranges shire during the period 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011 in
my capacity as the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

Environment and climate change: ministerial visits — shire of Macedon Ranges
127(p).

Mr HOWARD to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — did the minister visit any
locality within the Macedon Ranges shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011; if so, for each of
the dates the minister visited the shire:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; if so:
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment made;
(c) to what project or purpose were the funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The minister did not visit Macedon Ranges shire between 2 December 2010 and 2 April 2011.

Roads: high productivity freight vehicles — route review
141.

Mr PALLAS to ask the Minister for Roads — with reference to the review of freight routes upon
which high performance freight vehicles can travel:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When will the review be completed.
What community input will be included in the review.
What roads are being considered for inclusion in the extension of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The review will be completed before the end of this year.
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A number of options to enhance the trial of high productivity freight vehicles (HPFVs) are currently being
considered by VicRoads in consultation with industry. VicRoads is also working with peak community bodies such
as the MAV and the RACV to ensure that issues of last mile access, amenity and road safety are dealt with.
The routes being considered for use by HPFVs are still under consideration and assessment by VicRoads, with no
decisions being made as yet.

Consumer affairs: women on boards, councils and committees
148(r).

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs — with reference to each department,
agency and authority within the minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)

How many women hold positions on those boards, councils or committees, including their name
and qualification.
What is the total number of members on each board, council or committee.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Gaming: women on boards, councils and committees
148(r).

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Gaming — with reference to each department, agency and
authority within the minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)

How many women hold positions on those boards, councils or committees, including their name
and qualification.
What is the total number of members on each board, council or committee.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Tourism and major events: Australian Formula One Grand Prix
269.

Mr FOLEY to ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events —
(1)

Has the government engaged Ernst & Young, or any other organisation, to conduct a report on the
economic performance and impact of the 2011 Australian Formula One Grand Prix; if so:
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when will the report be complete;
will the report be made public; if so, when; if not, why not;
how much will the report, and contract with the provider, cost;
what are the terms of reference;
what advice been given to the provider regarding the scope and breadth of the report;
is the economic assessment based on the Monash multiregional forecasting model; if not,
what model is it based on.

(2)

Has the government considered undertaking a full cost-benefit analysis of the Australian Formula
One Grand Prix; if so:
(a) did it proceed; if not, why not;
(b) did it consider any particular modelling method, and for what reasons did the government
resolve on the method used.

(3)

Does the government and the Australian Grand Prix Corporation have a role in contributing to the
development and maintenance of the community sporting assets that are unable to be used during
the grand prix.
Will the Australian Grand Prix Corporation contribute to the renewal of the community and
sporting assets located within the Albert Park Reserve.
What contribution is the Australian Grand Prix Corporation making to the South Melbourne
District Sports Club Clarke Shields Pavilion redevelopment project.
What is the amount and nature of any contribution the Australian Grand Prix Corporation makes
to the maintenance and development of the Albert Park Reserve each year:
(a) in kind;
(b) in direct assistance to Parks Victoria;
(c) in total.

(4)
(5)
(6)

ANSWER:
Response to question 1:
I released an economic impact assessment of this year’s Australian Formula One Grand Prix on 22 July 2011.
The computable general equilibrium study was undertaken by Ernst & Young utilising the Monash multiregional
forecasting model.
The scope of the study was to provide an assessment of the net economic benefit of the event to Victoria.
In contrast, similar studies of the economic impact of the grand prix undertaken by the previous government were
not publicly released.
The fee paid to Ernst & Young is considered to be commercial in confidence and is therefore not available for
public release.
Response to question 2:
The government did not consider undertaking a full cost-benefit analysis (CBA) of the grand prix. In this respect,
the approach taken is consistent with the approach taken by the previous government.
Response to question 3:
The Australian Grand Prix Corporation (AGPC) does have a role in contributing to the development and
maintenance of community sporting assets in Albert Park. Through the AGPC the park’s sports fields have been
provided with automatic controls for flood lighting and had drainage modification works undertaken; gates to the
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children’s playground have been improved to offer better access and safety, and new asphalt pathways and concrete
trench drains have been constructed at various park locations.
Response to question 4 and question 6:
The AGPC is in regular discussion with Parks Victoria regarding proposed and potential park improvement works
that could be of benefit to the grand prix, Albert Park, sporting clubs and the community. During the lead-up to
each grand prix, AGPC typically undertakes miscellaneous works to present the park and facilities to the standard
required for the staging of this international event.
The amount of direct and in-kind assistance provided by the AGPC to Parks Victoria has been determined to be
commercially sensitive. The release of this information could undermine the AGPC’s commercial activities, its
ability to effectively compete in the event market place and its operational processes.
Contracts relating to the AGPC that were not deemed to be commercially sensitive were recently tabled in the
upper house.
Response to question 5:
The AGPC is making no in-kind or direct assistance to the South Melbourne District Sports Club Clarke Shields
Pavilion redevelopment project. As previously stated the AGPC does have a role in contributing to the
development and maintenance of community sporting assets in Albert Park. Through the AGPC the park’s sports
fields have been provided with automatic controls for flood lighting and had drainage modification works
undertaken; gates to the children’s playground have been improved to offer better access and safety, and new
asphalt pathways and concrete trench drains have been constructed at various park locations.
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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.
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Community services: Department of Human Services — sustainable government initiative
3246.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Community Services — how many fewer staff will be employed
in Ballarat by the Department of Human Services as a result of the sustainable government initiative.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– the contribution of the Department of Human Services towards sustainable government initiative objectives will
be achieved by the implementation of a restructure of the department which is being undertaken on the basis of
the recommendations of a comprehensive review conducted between June 2011 and January 2012.
– no front-line service delivery roles will be lost as part of this initiative.
– implementation of the new departmental structure is subject to consultation with affected staff. The number of
staff ultimately working at each of the department’s locations will not be determined until this has occurred.

Education: class sizes — Alfredton Primary School
3252.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Alfredton Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Alfredton Primary School were:
(1)

20.2 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

23.0 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Ballarat North Primary School
3264.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Ballarat North Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Ballarat North Primary School were:
(1)

21.2 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

22.3 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Black Hill Primary School
3265.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Black Hill Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Black Hill Primary School were:
(1)

23.2 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

22.6 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Caledonian Primary School
3266.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Caledonian Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Caledonian Primary School were:
(1)

22.0 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

23.6 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Delacombe Primary School
3267.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Delacombe Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Delacombe Primary School were:
(1)

19.2 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

20.8 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Forest Street Primary School
3268.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Forest Street Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Forest Street Primary School were:
(1)

21.7 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

22.1 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Invermay Primary School
3269.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Invermay Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Invermay Primary School were:
(1)

14.0 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

13.0 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Little Bendigo Primary School
3270.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Little Bendigo Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Little Bendigo Primary School were:
(1)

17.0 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

19.0 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Macarthur Street Primary School
3271.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Macarthur Street Primary School at the time of
the February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Macarthur Street Primary School were:
(1)

13.5 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

15.8 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Pleasant Street Primary School
3272.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Pleasant Street Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Pleasant Street Primary School (Ballarat)
were:
(1)

22.2 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

24.1 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Phoenix P–12 Community College
3273.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Phoenix P–12 Community College at the time of
the February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Phoenix P–12 Community College were:
(1)

17.7 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

20.7 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Sebastopol Primary School
3274.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Sebastopol Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Sebastopol Primary School were:
(1)

20.7 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

21.0 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Urquhart Park Primary School
3275.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Urquhart Park Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Urquhart Park Primary School were:
(1)

20.8 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

22.0 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Wendouree Primary School
3276.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Wendouree Primary School at the time of the
February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Wendouree Primary School were:
(1)

21.3 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

23.2 for prep to year 6 classes.

Education: class sizes — Yuille Park P–8 Community College
3277.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Education — at Yuille Park P–8 Community College at the time
of the February 2012 school census:
(1)
(2)

What was the average prep to year 2 class size.
What was the average prep to year 6 class size.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As reported in the 2012 February school census, the average class sizes at Yuille Park P–8 Community College
were:
(1)

14.8 for prep to year 2 classes; and

(2)

14.1 for prep to year 6 classes.
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