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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. Given the Deputy
Premier’s repeated refusal to answer questions in this
place and also on radio last week, I very simply ask the
Deputy Premier: did he give his evidence to the Office
of Police Integrity (OPI) under oath, yes or no?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question. The first thing is that I certainly do not
accept the premise of his question. The second thing is
that, as the Leader of the Opposition should know, the
provisions of the Police Integrity Act 2008 are very
relevant to this and other matters, and as I indicated to
the house last year — seven or eight months ago, I
think it was — I cooperated fully with the OPI. I
answered the question then that I have now been asked
again, and I stand by the answer I then gave.

Building industry: Productivity Commission
review
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — My question is
to the Premier. Will the Premier inform the house of
progress on the Victorian government’s call for a
Productivity Commission inquiry into building
construction costs?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question. I have said many times in this chamber
and publicly that the escalating cost of construction in
this state is pricing us out of the vital infrastructure we
need in the state and is skewing the shape of our cities.
At Council of Australian Governments meetings last
year on two occasions I pressed the Prime Minister for
a Productivity Commission inquiry into high
construction costs, high project costs and escalating
project costs. At COAG in April I again pressed the
Prime Minister for such an inquiry. Finally the
commonwealth did give some ground at COAG. The
communiqué from that meeting said:
COAG noted that 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 …
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A month has gone by and we remain concerned there is
no Productivity Commission inquiry.
Bob Gottliebsen in the Business Spectator of 2l May
said:
Why have costs risen so far? There are a number of reasons,
including the shortage of labour and materials caused by the
prospect of the —

mining —
boom. The carbon tax has also played an important role. But
the biggest reason for the rise in cost is the productivity of
labour — the so-called Victorian desalination plant effect.

More than two months have passed since COAG, but
last week, on 13 June, I had the pleasure of being in
Brisbane for the Prime Minister’s economic forum.
Again I sought from the commonwealth, and indeed
from the federal Treasurer, a commitment for an
independent Productivity Commission inquiry into
construction and project costs. The Prime Minister
spoke at the time about productivity. She said:
You would have seen Governor Stevens this morning …
somewhat modestly suggest he wasn’t the expert and people
searching for ideas should go to —

where? —
the Productivity Commission.
It is not necessarily fashionable in life today to suggest
someone might know better than you but he did point to the
Productivity Commission.

Despite raising the Productivity Commission, the
commonwealth remains reluctant to embrace such an
inquiry.
In an article in the Age of 13 June Tim Colebatch wrote
about the forum and said:
… behind closed doors —

the Treasurer, Wayne Swan —
flatly rejected a call by Victorian Premier … for a
Productivity Commission inquiry into Australia’s
construction costs.

That was a serious step backwards, after the Prime
Minister had appeared supportive of the proposal when
it was raised earlier this year at the Council of
Australian Governments meeting. Mr Colebatch went
on to say that the proposal was:
… a sensible, modest first step to trying to bring down
construction costs. At worst, it could do no harm. At best, it
could do a lot of good. But Labor depends financially on
donations by the construction unions, who do not want the
Productivity Commission investigating their turf. So no
inquiry — and none of the productivity gains that might have
resulted from it.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
2722

ASSEMBLY

In a media release of 14 June the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry had this to say:
Victorian business is extremely concerned and disappointed
that the federal government appears to have withdrawn its
previous support for a Productivity Commission inquiry …

Instead the commonwealth seems to have settled on a
proposal by the unions to establish a working group to
look at the problem. That is no substitute for an
independent Productivity Commission inquiry.

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Deputy Premier, who is also the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Will the
Deputy Premier cease his claims that the Office of
Police Integrity report Crossing the Line cleared him,
when on page 9 of that report it clearly states for all
Victorians to see that the OPI did not have ‘jurisdiction
to investigate’ his conduct?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question and for his reference to the Crossing the
Line report. On page 9, ahead of the sentence that the
Leader of the Opposition has just quoted from, the
report states:
In this sense, and only in this sense, Mr Weston appears to
assert that some of the relevant conduct was implicitly
condoned by Minister Ryan. The minister, however,
emphatically denies that he was aware of, condoned or
approved — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. I do not intend to allow this to continue the
way it has been going.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier refused to answer my question about
whether he was under oath; he refused to answer that in
his last answer. Now it would seem that, despite the fact
that he will not confirm whether the testimony was
given under oath, he is relying on that very denial as his
defence in relation to this question. He is debating the
issue.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier certainly was not debating the issue.
He was quoting from the OPI report — the same OPI
report to which the Leader of the Opposition referred.
He was being relevant to the question. He was not
debating the question. He was providing a detailed and
comprehensive answer to the question asked by the
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Leader of the Opposition. I ask you to rule the point of
order out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do rule the point of
order out of order.
Mr RYAN — The quote continues:
… or approved (implicitly or otherwise) any conduct of
Mr Weston that could be characterised as improper. I have
not identified any evidence that corroborates Mr Weston’s
assertion.

That is the commentary that appears in the report. The
rest of the report is replete with content to the same
effect. There seems to be an almost morbid fascination
with this conspiracy theory regarding the issue of
evidence being sworn or unsworn — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will be out of the chamber if he continues in
this way.
Mr RYAN — If the Leader of the Opposition were
aware of the state of the law, he would know that under
the Police Integrity Act 2008 anybody who gives
misleading evidence to the OPI is subject to charge, no
matter whether the evidence is sworn or unsworn.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will not be warned again. Enough!
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is clearly debating the question. The
OPI report does not clear the Deputy Premier because it
did not investigate him.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Deputy Premier was answering a
question, and the answer was relevant to the question
that was asked.
Mr RYAN — This thesis that members opposite
continue to try to develop — this vast conspiracy
theory — in fact has no foundation. The provisions of
the Police Integrity Act are perfectly clear, and I would
refer the honourable member, respectfully of course, to
section 113 of that act.

Water: former government policy
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. Can the minister outline to the
house how the decisions of the previous government
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have had an impact on water consumers, and what the
coalition government is doing to fix this problem?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Burwood for his question and for his
interest in water issues in Melbourne. As the house
would know, Melbourne Water’s customers’ current
prices are set under what is called water plan 2. Water
plan 2, which runs from 2009 to 2013, was established
under the Labor government. The prices in water
plan 2 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Water: former government policy
Questions resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — Those prices
were approved by the Essential Services Commission
(ESC) under the Labor government as well. Those
prices were set to pay for the cost of the desalination
plant. Now, as we all know, the desal plant was
supposed to deliver its first water in December 2011
and it was supposed to be fully operational by 1 July
2012. If the desal plant had been finished on time,
payments would have started being made in December
2011.
As we know, Melbourne Water had built $231 million
into its 2011–12 prices to pay AquaSure if the desal
plant had started on time. As we know now, the desal
plant has not started on time, so Melbourne Water
approached the ESC about a plan as to how to return
that money to customers, and we — the Premier
and I — announced this morning that that money will
be returned to customers in 2012–13 and that any
residual, including interest, will be included as a credit
in the first bill of July 2013.
From 1 July this year, under the normal water plan set
by the previous government, Melbourne Water
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customers would have had an increase of 9.6 per cent in
their bill. That bill will now have a zero increase in the
price of water for the next financial year, and the
rebate — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is far too much
interjection across the chamber. I will not tolerate it any
further, and the next person who transgresses will be
ordered from the chamber.
Mr WALSH — That rebate for water customers
will show on their water bills. They will be able to see
the money being rebated to them on their bills in
2012–13, as well as whatever residual plus interest
there is in the first bill cycle of July 2013. This rebate is
delaying the inevitable, though. We all know that in the
future Melbourne water customers will be paying
$1.82 million per day for the desalination plant whether
water is taken not, which will equate to approximately
$400 per household over that time.
Some people are backgrounding commentators on this
issue and saying that returning this money will actually
have an impact on the dividends of the Melbourne
water authorities. Some are also misleading the public
on this particular issue. The government has not
received any dividends from Melbourne Water with
respect to the desalination plant and will not be
receiving any dividends in relation to the desal plant. So
I would have thought that some people — particularly
the past Treasurer and now shadow Minister for Water
in the other place — would know better than to be
spreading these malicious stories. It just goes to prove
that Labor cannot manage money.

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. I refer the Deputy
Premier to his telephone conversation with the member
for Benambra on 2 November 2011, a conversation
which was described by the member for Benambra as
follows:
… it’s the conversation in the lead-up to that joint statement
where I was being verballed.
It’s a police term for when people try to put words in your
mouth.

I ask the Deputy Premier: why did he verbal the
member for Benambra?
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Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question. There is only one person around here
doing the verballing, and that is the Leader of the
Opposition. The member for Benambra and I had a
telephone conversation; in the course of that we agreed
that we had a different recollection of a single aspect of
a conversation in which we had been jointly engaged in
May 2011. We agreed that we would issue a statement
to that effect. We did so on 8 November last year. As
both the member for Benambra and I have said as
recently as in the past few days, both of us stand by,
absolutely, the content of that statement.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier’s answer is not relevant to the question.
He is referring only to the joint statement. The question
was about the comments from the member for
Benambra, where he said, ‘I was being verballed’. That
was the question, and the Deputy Premier should
answer that question. Why did he verbal the member
for Benambra?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr RYAN — And so the situation which prevailed
in November last year prevails absolutely and utterly
right now.

Regional and rural Victoria: government
initiatives
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — My question is
to the Deputy Premier and Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. Can the minister update the house
on how the coalition government’s regional and rural
investment program is creating more jobs and securing
industry investment in regional cities and country
communities?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for his terrific
question, which is very timely having regard to
announcements we have been able to make as a
government just this last week in relation to
manufacturing generally and the food processing sector
in particular.
As the house would know, since we came to office one
of our key policy priorities has been the creation of new
prosperity, more jobs and greater opportunities for
quality of life in regional and rural Victoria. The
centrepiece of that policy has been the $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund. Even in the course of its first
six-plus months, I am proud to be able to say that the
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Regional Growth Fund has sponsored more than
450 projects right across the state of Victoria. Funding
commitments have totalled more than $165 million and
the total value of the projects facilitated is
$360 million-odd.
In administering the fund the government has placed
great priority on projects that are job creating in nature,
and since coming to office we have facilitated regional
investment projects valued at a little over $1.3 billion
that have resulted directly in the creation of an
additional 1400 new jobs. Last week I was in
Shepparton with the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade and the Minister for Local
Government, who is a great local member as the house
knows. We were there to make an announcement about
a major investment on the part of SPC Ardmona.
The house will, I am sure, recall that in August last year
the company had to make some difficult decisions in
relation to its operations in Mooroopna. Since that
announcement was made we have been working with
the company in relation to how it sees its future in the
marketplace, particularly in the context of not only its
domestic but also its international exports. The
announcement last week was the result of that work.
What we were able to do last week was contribute
$4.4 million to a $90 million investment by SPC
Ardmona in its facilities not only at Shepparton but also
over at Mooroopna. This is going to have a profoundly
beneficial effect on the company’s operations. It will
reduce its annual operating costs by about
$12.8 million; it will cut its annual water use by about
242 megalitres; it is going to reduce its annual energy
consumption by some 55 000 gigajoules; it will help to
secure the employment of 870 full-time equivalent staff
at SPC Ardmona and the 2700 indirect jobs in the
region; and importantly it will assist in securing the
future of the 275 suppliers to this great organisation.
The company buys about 150 000 tonnes of fruit worth
$32 million each year from contract growers in the
valley, and the fruit grower suppliers to SPC Ardmona
employ about 1850 workers.
By any standards this is a great announcement. The
other aspect of it that has not escaped the commentators
is that this is a very strong sign of faith by SPC
Ardmona in this wonderful aspect of the Victorian
economy. As you would be aware, Speaker, our food
processing sector employs something of the order of
28 000 people throughout the manufacturing elements
of regional Victoria. It is a great contributor. Not only is
this investment an investment in terms of the
company’s future, it is a great investment for the sector,
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and we are very proud to have joined SPC Ardmona in
enabling it to come to fruition.

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Deputy Premier and Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. I refer the Deputy
Premier to his comments last week:
… as Bill Tilley has confirmed yesterday he rebutted the
position that was put to him by that journalist and it was in the
course of that conversation I gather that the tape emerged.

I ask: can the Deputy Premier detail to the house the
proposition that was put to the member for Benambra?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I again thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question. What the Leader of the Opposition is
inviting me to do is to answer a question which ought
properly be directed in the first instance to the member
to whom it was put at the time.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr RYAN — I hear the interjection. Such is life.
The simple fact is this matter was explored with the
member in the course of a radio interview last week.
The member answered very fulsomely about the
matters, which led to him rebutting the proposition
which was put to him. Again, I would invite the Leader
of the Opposition to have regard to the transcript of that
very, very good interview, and I suspect he may already
have done so. As I say, whilst I am able to answer a lot
of the questions which are put to me in relation to the
matters that are put to me by the media at large, I think
that the issue the Leader of the Opposition is now
putting is being confused, because if he has a look at
the transcript of what occurred, he will see the full
explanation from the member himself.

Disability services: regional and rural Victoria
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. Can the minister
inform the house of measures the coalition government
is taking to ensure that people with a disability living in
regional Victoria have access to the care and support
they need?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for Evelyn for her
question and for her ongoing interest in people with
disabilities accessing the care and support they need.
Supported accommodation and access to it have been
longstanding issues. We know that in many instances
there are ageing parent carers who are not sure about
what is going to happen in the future to their adult

2725

children with disabilities and that there are individuals
who can just no longer live at home for a range of
issues because of the care and support they need. There
are also young people with disabilities who are seeking
the independence that all young people seek, wanting to
make that transition into accommodation of their own.
These issues are exacerbated in regional Victoria,
where often there are challenges in relation to distance
and also challenges in relation to a limited number of
service providers. Back in 2008 the Auditor-General, in
looking into supported accommodation, identified a real
concern that there was a one-size-fits-all approach and a
limited approach to looking at the individual needs of
people with disabilities, particularly in regional
Victoria.
As a result of those concerns, the coalition is committed
to looking much more innovatively at and funding
innovative approaches to accommodation for people
with disabilities. We undertook a consultation and
engagement process with people with disabilities, with
their carers, with their families and with service
providers. We had that as our ideas process about what
was possible in this area. Using that process, we
actually supported disability service providers to apply
to the federal government for some capital funding for
new supported accommodation, and we committed that
if they were successful, we would provide the recurrent
funding for those places. We were successful in
achieving 53 new places with federal capital funding of
$17 million, and we are contributing nearly $15 million
in recurrent funding. This is in areas such as Geelong,
Bairnsdale and Venus Bay in South Gippsland.
We also had further funding for supported
accommodation to be fully funded by the state
government. This was an election commitment, and it
was funded in the first coalition budget. I am very
pleased to inform the house that with $10.5 million of
funding, two top-class Bendigo disability service
providers, Golden City Support Services and St Luke’s
Anglicare, will be funded because of the need in that
particular area in relation to further supported
accommodation. These 14 places are really innovative
approaches. They look, for example, at the particularly
complex individualised needs of people with a
disability, they look at opportunities for families and
carers to stay with them in their supported
accommodation and they look at new approaches for
independence and also for community inclusion.
I was very pleased that Ian McLean from Golden City
Support Services said that this:
… is a practical demonstration of —

the government’s —
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commitment to develop an effective, evidence-based response
to the needs of a group that have been largely ignored in the
past.

In addition, just last week I was in Wodonga to open
the latest addition to the My Future My Choice housing
program, which provides age-appropriate
accommodation for people with disabilities who would
otherwise be in residential aged care. There has been a
longstanding bipartisan approach at both the federal and
state levels to supporting this transition. I was very
pleased to join with the member for Benambra to open
the new E. W. Tipping Foundation house in Wodonga.
These expansions are happening at the same time as we
are consulting on the state disability plan, receiving
comments through a submission process and
conducting 15 consultations right across the state,
including one in Gippsland just today.
This is a government that is engaging with people with
a disability, their families and their carers. We are a
government that is listening, and we are a government
that is delivering for people with a disability, their
families and their carers in regional Victoria and right
across the whole state.

Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services: appointment
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given that the Premier last
week described the member for Benambra as
‘passionate about policing’ and the Deputy Premier said
of the member for Benambra that he is an honourable
bloke — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Noting the broad agreement,
why then will the Premier not reappoint the member for
Benambra as the Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question and for repeating
commentary that the Deputy Premier and I made about
the member for Benambra. We stand by those
comments. The member for Benambra stepped down as
the Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, and he spelt out the reasons at the time. He
did so with integrity and an understanding of the
reasons which he conveyed to me, other members of
the team and indeed the government.
I appreciate that the Leader of the Opposition would
like to appoint members of Parliament to the cabinet,
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and I appreciate that he would like to appoint members
of Parliament as parliamentary secretaries.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
question time is not an opportunity for the Premier to
regale the house with what he thinks I might or might
not like to do. He was asked why he will not reappoint
his colleague, and he should answer that question. If he
is not prepared to reinstate the member for Benambra,
he should explain why.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — I am reminded of an article that
appeared in the Age on 5 April 2012, I think it was,
which referred to some comments that were provided to
the journalist, including:
… reflects growing anger and frustration amongst an
emerging circle … and a large cross-section of the caucus
with the poor performance of the leader’s media unit and the
pervasive, suffocating influence of former failed Brumby
government ministers.

Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the question. He was simply
asked: will he appoint the member for Benambra back
to the position he held before the Premier hung him out
to dry?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — The article went on to conclude
that — —
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58 the Premier is required to be direct
and factual in answering the question. The question
related to the member for Benambra and whether the
Premier would reappoint him as Parliamentary
Secretary for Police and Emergency Services, or is it
the case — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member knows
points of order are not an opportunity to re-ask the
question.
Mr Merlino — I have not finished the point of
order, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the member’s
point of order?
Mr Merlino — My point of order is in relation to
standing order 58. The Premier is required to be direct
and factual with his answer. Currently there is no
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
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Services. Why is that the case, and why will the
Premier not reappoint the member for Benambra to that
position?
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the Premier
was being relevant to the question asked. It is not up to
me to judge whether an answer is factual or not.
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker, you
are correct in your assertion that the standing orders say
ministers have a discretion in the way in which they
answer a question, but that discretion is limited by
standing order 58, which requires that answers be direct
and factual. It is in fact your role to enforce that
standing order. Further, the precedents in terms of
rulings from the Chair basically reassert and underscore
that it is important that the answer must be referable to
the question. The question was about whether the
Premier would reinstate the member for Benambra to
his position as the Parliamentary Secretary for Police
and Emergency Services or not. The road the Premier
was going down was in no way referable to the
question, and it is incumbent on you, Speaker, to bring
him back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the answer was
relevant. It is not up to me to judge whether it is factual
or not. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — If the government has
announcements to make about parliamentary
secretaries, it will make those announcements. I remind
members of the conclusion in that article, which says
that a certain person needs — —
Ms Green interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Yan Yean
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean can leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Yan Yean withdrew from
chamber.
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Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services: appointment
Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As I was saying, the
article concludes by saying that a certain person needs to:
… make some difficult decisions by tackling factional
interests and remove deadwood from the front bench to make
way for fresh faces.

And of whom did the article speak? It was the Leader
of the Opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.

Port of Melbourne: capacity
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Minister for Ports. Can the minister update the
house on decisions the government is taking in order to
accommodate the growth in trade through the port of
Melbourne?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — I thank the
member for Mornington for his question and for his
interest in ports and the economy of this state. I can
advise that in the calendar year of 2011 the port of
Melbourne had a record throughput of 2.5 million TEU
(20-foot equivalent units) containers. This is a 6.6 per
cent increase on the calendar year 2010. In the current
financial year total container volumes are up 9.2 per
cent so far and bulk cargo is up 9.7 per cent. The port of
Melbourne is Australia’s no. 1 container port, handling
36 per cent of the containers going to and from
Australia. Total port trade through the port of
Melbourne is worth over $85 billion. The port is clearly
vital for jobs and the economy in this great state of
Victoria.
It is anticipated that by 2025 there will be 5.5 million
TEU containers going through Victoria’s ports and by
2030 that will be 8 million TEUs. These volumes are
expected to well exceed current port capacity. When we
came to government 18 months ago we inherited a
situation where those facts were known but the Labor
government had dithered, delayed and procrastinated. It
would not make a decision about port capacity and
placed at risk Victoria’s position as the freight and
logistics capital of Australia. The previous government
placed at risk the jobs and the economic benefits from
our ports in this great state.
In contrast to the dithering, delay and procrastination of
the previous government, this government has got on
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with the job. Under the leadership of the Premier this
government has made a number of decisions about port
capacity. In the short to medium term, the Premier
recently announced a $1.2 billion expansion of capacity
at the port of Melbourne, with the expansion of both
East Swanston Dock and West Swanston Dock and the
development of Webb Dock East as a third container
terminal. In the medium to longer term, this
government has made the right decision to develop the
port of Hastings as another container port.
Yesterday the Premier and I made a further
announcement about capacity at the port of Melbourne.
We announced a further $400 million investment to
consolidate and expand the import and export of the
automotive trade at Webb Dock West, with 920 metres
of new wharves, capacity for 600 000 vehicles per year
to cater for the current 375 000 vehicles and growth,
and new and expanded pre-delivery inspection facilities
so that more of that work can be done at and near Webb
Dock to increase productivity and efficiency and reduce
the number of trucks going across the West Gate
Bridge. That is expansion at the port of Melbourne
worth a total of $1.6 billion towards involving
containers and the automotive trade.
There is also the development of the port of Hastings,
which I think is great for Melbourne. There are some
people who used to support the development of the port
of Hastings as a container port but who now want to
develop another port and cannot make up their minds.
They want to dither, delay and procrastinate again.
They are saying, ‘We shouldn’t develop the port of
Hastings; we should look at Bay West’. One of those is
the same person who in 2009 said:
No other port location offers the same overall advantages as
Hastings …

And:
Hastings is well positioned to serve as Melbourne’s second
container port.

The member for Tarneit said that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Tuesday, 19 June 2012

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL
2012
Introduction and first reading
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Local Government Act 1989, the City of Melbourne Act 2001
and the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998
and for other purposes.

Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation of the bill.
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
The Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012 will make various changes to
the Local Government Act 1989 and other relevant acts
to improve the administration of local government in
Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

RACING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Racing) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Racing Act 1958 and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 12 to
21 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
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PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 10

Abortion: legislation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house the long-overdue need to review the
Abortion Law Reform Act 2008 which did away with all
legal protection for babies in the womb even right up to birth.
After 24 weeks a baby may be aborted (killed) if two doctors
‘agree’ it is ‘appropriate’.
This law is a blight on Victoria, a betrayal of the medical
profession and health workers. It contravenes irrefutable
expanding scientific evidence that babies in the womb are real
people; hence the law should protect all unborn children from
conception until natural death, thereby respecting all human
life.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria review the Abortion Law Reform Act
2008.

Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) presented Alert Digest
No. 10 of 2012 on:
City of Melbourne Amendment (Enrolment) Bill
2012
Community Based Sentences (Transfer) Bill 2012
Evidence Amendment (Journalist Privilege) Bill
2012
Marriage Equality Bill 2012
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (931 signatures).

DOCUMENTS
Rail: level crossings
Tabled by Clerk:
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria at risk
from Victoria’s worst level crossings draws to the attention of
the house the Baillieu government’s $2 million funding for
the New Street, Brighton, railway crossing.
In particular we note that:
1.

the Department of Transport has identified over
200 level crossings that are a higher priority for safety
upgrades than New Street, Brighton, and;

Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 —
Report 2011 on the operation of the Act — Ordered to be
printed.
Planning and Environment Act 1987:
Amendments to the following Planning Schemes under
s 46AH:
Cardinia — C190
Casey — C170

2.

St Albans crossing is busier and far more dangerous for
users.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu government to prioritise level
crossing upgrades based on safety needs and reverse its
decision to fund the New Street, Brighton, railway crossing.

By Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) (900 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Narracan be considered next day on
motion of Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Kororoit be considered next day on
motion of Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit).

Hume — C166
Melton — C128
Mitchell — C100
Whittlesea — C167
Wyndham — C180
Notices of approval of amendments to the following
Planning Schemes:
Boroondara — C123, C140, C175
Cardinia — C124, C156, C172
Casey — C150, C159
East Gippsland — C80, C82
Glenelg — C71
Golden Plains — C57
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considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, 21 June
2012:

Greater Shepparton — C148
Hume — C159

Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012

Monash — C112

Forests Amendment Bill 2012

South Gippsland — C69

Motion concerning the carbon dioxide tax

Wellington — C78 and

Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012

Wodonga — C86

Statute Law Revision Bill 2012

Racing Act 1958 — Notification under s 3B of modifications
to the Constitution of Racing Victoria Ltd.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
City of Melbourne Act 2001 — SR 40
Infringements Act 2006 — SR 36
Local Government Act 1989 — SR 40
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 37
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 38, 39
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15 in
relation to Statutory Rules 36, 37, 38, 39.

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 8 February 2011:
Resources Legislation Amendment Act 2011 — Part 6 —
1 July 2012 (Gazette S194, 13 June 2012).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 13 June to:
City of Melbourne Amendment (Enrolment) 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.

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 items be

Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012.

In moving the government business program, the
government is continuing with the motion on the
carbon tax that was moved by the Minister for Energy
and Resources a couple of weeks ago. This is a matter
of some significance to the people of Victoria, and we
propose to continue with it. A number of speakers still
want to make a contribution in relation to that motion.
There are five other bills on the government business
program, and it is the government’s position that there
is adequate time for these debates to occur. We
anticipate that the opposition will be opposing the
government business program, and in doing so,
opposition members will be reducing the time available
for debate by making their spurious comments during
the course of the discussion.
Second readings will be conducted during the normal
sitting period of the house, and we will be having a
usual sitting of the house this week. Last week was
unusual because of the budget, but from recollection
only about three or four members on the government
side and a similar number on the opposition side were
unable to make contributions. I gave notice of a
motion — it is on the notice paper and will perhaps
come on at some later stage — to enable all members to
make a contribution. That is a matter for some future
day. The most important thing is that, according to my
calculations, with the 40-odd minutes of second
readings that will be conducted during the course of this
week, if every member speaks for 10 minutes there are
still 60 speaking spaces for members to make a
contribution on bills and the motion. On top of that,
when you add members statements and the
adjournment debate, matters of public importance and
statements on committees, there are in excess of
100 speaking spaces — almost 120 opportunities for
members to make a contribution during normal time.
As we have seen happen in the past, many members do
not take the opportunity of using the full time available
to them for debate, but that is a matter entirely for them.
There is plenty of time. This is just a case of the
opposition being mischievous. This is a case of using
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the opposition’s rules. It started them, and we have
continued those rules. The opposition is just being
mischievous and wasting this house’s time by again
opposing the government business program.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise so as not to
disappoint the Leader of the House. I will confirm that
indeed the Victorian opposition does oppose the
government business program, and for good reason,
despite the characterisation the Leader of the House has
put to the Parliament in respect of the opportunities for
debate and his claim that he inherited the rules. Poor
him! Apparently it is beyond his capacity to alter the
standing orders. It is very much a position of saying,
‘Such is life’, that the leader has taken in his
characterisation of the government business program.
What the Leader of the House has not told the house is
that one of the changes was to put second-reading
speeches on Wednesday afternoons, and that is the
basis of the opposition’s objection. It is taking up
valuable debating time, and that is something we object
to.
In relation to the specifics, if you look at the notice
paper, you also see what is not on the government
business program: the Port Management Further
Amendment Bill 2012, the Road Safety Amendment
Bill 2012, the National Energy Retail Law (Victoria)
Bill 2012, the Community Based Sentences (Transfer)
Bill 2012 and the Evidence Amendment (Journalist
Privilege) Bill 2012. What has the government decided
is of greater priority in respect of the government
business program? The Statute Law Revision Bill 2012,
which in effect dots the i’s and crosses the t’s. We
certainly do not take issue with the Working with
Children Amendment Bill 2012, but what the
government business program demonstrates is a paucity
of policy reform and energy on the part of this
government. It has certainly demonstrated that in the
specifics of this government business program.
Liberal members continue to misuse Wednesday
afternoons for second-reading speeches simply to
enable their once friends in The Nationals to go home
early. I understand why they would want to make an
extra effort at this point in time in an attempt to
reinforce or solidify the relationship to the best of their
ability, but if the cost to this Parliament is a proper
legislative reform program — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members of The
Nationals to come to order.
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Ms HENNESSY — On that basis we oppose the
government business program.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — It comes as no
surprise that the opposition is opposing the government
business program. Opposition members are becoming
all too predictable. They oppose everything and are
anti-everything; they do not like good news. The truth
be known, if we had a government business program
such as that proposed by the member who just spoke,
those opposite would still be opposing it because they
do not care what is on the government business
program. We try to provide a program that allows them
adequate time to scrutinise bills, but they still whinge,
carp and carry on.
Opposition members have short memories. We
extended the sitting last week, and it was good to see
members of The Nationals working hard well into the
night and after 4.00 p.m. on Thursday. We did a
second-reading speech after 4.00 p.m. that day.
Opposition members have very short memories, and
they have stopped listening to the community.
I support the government business program motion
moved by the Leader of the House. We have five bills
to get through, and we also have the motion concerning
the carbon dioxide tax. On this side of the house we
have a number of speakers who wish to make a
contribution to the debate on this motion. It will be
interesting to see if members of the opposition want to
make a contribution to the debate on this motion,
because we know that Labor sold out Victoria on the
carbon tax. This government has fought hard against
the job-killing tax, but there has been only silence from
the opposition. It is now time for Labor to speak up for
Victoria.
I also note that last sitting week we devoted the bulk of
the debating time to the budget to allow everyone who
wanted to make a contribution adequate time to do so.
There was plenty of time for everyone to put forward
their views. I note that the Leader of the Opposition
failed to make a contribution to the debate on the
budget — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HODGETT — There was adequate time to
speak on the budget. Maybe everyone on that side of
the house wanted to put him last because they did not
want to listen to him, but there was adequate time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HODGETT — That is what Victorians want to
do. Maybe the Leader of the Opposition wants to make
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a contribution to the debate on the motion concerning
the carbon dioxide tax. We on this side of the house
would be very interested to listen to his contribution on
that motion.
In the interests of debating time and allowing adequate
time to scrutinise the five bills and the motion on the
government business program, I commend the motion
to the house and urge the opposition to have a think
about supporting the government business program
motions when we return to sitting after the winter
break.
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — It should be no
surprise to the government that we oppose the
government business program, because time and again
we come to the chamber and say that there is nothing
substantial in the government business program. When
the government puts something substantial up we might
be enthusiastic about the government business program.
What is startling to this side of the chamber is that the
legislation that comes before us is basically
administrative stuff. Of course governments have to do
this and we encourage the government to do more of it,
but where are the reforms? There are no reforms.
I refer to the ‘sort of’ contribution of the member for
Kilsyth, who mentioned that the government gave
members the opportunity to comment on the budget
after the event. I have never heard anything more
ridiculous in my life!
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their local newspapers, but it is not really about
government business.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is a very narrow debate, and going into the merits of the
carbon tax — notwithstanding how reprehensible the
tax may be — is not part of the government business
program discussion.
The SPEAKER — Order! I note that the motion
regarding the carbon tax is one of the items on the
government business program, and it has been a
wide-ranging debate. I call on the member for
Essendon to continue but advise him to maybe get back
to just talking about the motion before the house.
Mr MADDEN — It should be no surprise to the
government that we are not enthusiastic about its
business program, particularly because having the
second-reading speeches on a Wednesday basically
takes an opportunity for debate from the proceedings of
this house — and that is because what we want to do is
let members of The Nationals get home early. They
have got to get onto the freeway on a Thursday
afternoon before the roads get congested. The
difference is, as we know, that the roads in Melbourne
are always congested, so members who live in
Melbourne are not getting home any earlier this week,
given the government business program. I noticed last
week that when we extended the sitting a little
Nationals members were getting a bit twitchy when the
sitting went beyond 4 o’clock on Thursday.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is enough from the
member for Kilsyth and the member for Bayswater.
Mr MADDEN — The member for Kilsyth was
saying, ‘We are being incredibly generous because we
are allowing you to get up and talk about the budget
after we have passed it’. That does not equate with
democracy at all, because the idea of debating in this
chamber is that you debate things before they are
passed. It is reminiscent of the way the government
reinvented the rules of this chamber in order to pass a
bill because its members were asleep. It does not
surprise us one bit that the government moves motions
after bills have been passed and has us debate the same
thing that should have been debated before the bill was
passed in the first place. It is absolutely outrageous.
Not only that, the government wants to filibuster about
the carbon tax because there is nothing substantial on its
own legislative program. It thinks it might get a bit of
kudos by highlighting every little issue known to man
in every nook and cranny in each member’s electorate.
That might allow members to issue press releases to

I am highlighting that what the government is trying to
do is narrow down the debate, fill it with filibustering
for its own sake and also confine it to the earlier part of
the week so that The Nationals members can get home
early. If they were to catch a train they would not be
stuck in the train for too long, but we know that they
drive, unfortunately, and we know that they have got to
avoid the congestion on the freeways because there are
so many people trying to leave at around the same time.
As I said, it should not disappoint the government that
we are sceptical about its business program, because
once again it has shown that it has not got anything on
its program of any substance. It has got no reform and
basically no ideas on the program. It is the same old,
same old, and here we are doing it again.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
government business program. There are five bills on it,
and as the Leader of the House said, 60 speaking
places, as well as a motion on the carbon tax, which is, I
think, of considerable concern to everybody in this
chamber. So much of what we use in our lives contains
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energy. I think the response from the opposition pretty
much confirms that its attitude to this issue is Labor
first, Victorians second and families last. The additional
motion regarding the budget contribution is welcome.
You would not believe it from what the member for
Essendon said, but Labor actually supported the budget.
From what those opposite said, you would not believe
that.
I also find it amazing that the member for Essendon
does not think the carbon tax is important, does not
think getting the working-with-children arrangements
right is important and does not think reforming some of
the higher education and skills area is important. I am
just amazed by that, as well as by the statement that the
Leader of the Opposition has not had a chance to
respond to the budget. One wonders how they do things
on that side of the house. With the whip over there, I
would think that if her leader wanted time to respond,
she would provide it. I am somewhat surprised to hear
the member for Essendon’s excuse for the leader on this
issue. This is a business program that deserves to be
supported.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I rise
not to support the government’s business program,
which is quite interesting. I note with some interest that
the manager of government business indicated that
there were 120 opportunities for 88 members, which is
just over one opportunity each to speak. That is not
really a lot, to be honest. We are not exactly going to
spend a lot of time talking about a lot of these bills.
Having the second readings on Wednesday — we will
have snoozy Wednesday afternoon second readings —
so that on Thursday members of The Nationals can nick
off early is a bit unfair. Bearing in mind some of those
speaking opportunities, taking out 40 or maybe
50 minutes to allow people to go home early on
Thursday is cutting out a little bit of the democracy that
is so important and for which we are supposedly all
here. We are here to debate bills and take them
seriously.
Legislation like the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012 is serious legislation. I
remember that some members on the other side of the
house were not so supportive of that bill when it was
introduced, but I will not go into specific bills apart
from saying that there is not a lot happening according
to this business program.
We are going back to an old notice of motion from the
manager of government business on the budget. We are
going back there because we have run out of things to
do. We are bringing back that old chestnut of the
carbon dioxide tax motion, so we really have not got a
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lot to do. There is not a lot to do on this program. This
is a do-nothing, lazy government. This is why we do
not support the government’s business program —
because there is nothing happening here. It is ordinary,
very ordinary, to put it mildly. This is wrong. We come
here as members of Parliament to debate issues. For the
manager of government business to suggest that one
opportunity to debate is enough for all of us is not right.
Having 130 opportunities when we have lost 40-plus
minutes and are nicking off early on Thursday to keep
The Nationals happy in the coalition — because we
know there are strains in it at the moment — is not very
good. It is not very good at all.
It is time all members of this house took their
responsibilities seriously and we had proper debate, not
second readings, on Wednesdays. They should be
moved to Thursdays. If they were moved to Thursdays,
I suspect we would support the government business
program. Debate on the Statute Law Revision Bill 2012
and a couple of notices of motion do not really amount
to a government business program. There is no great
revolution in legislation here; there is no great reform.
There is very little happening with this government.
That is why we on this side of the house do not support
the government business program. If we have second
readings on Wednesdays, there will be very little on the
notice paper, and it is not appropriate to drag members
of the house in here to do very little.
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, 39
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms

Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
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Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
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

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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Higher education: TAFE funding
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I congratulate
everyone who attended the rally in Ballarat last Friday
to protest the TAFE funding cuts. No doubt most
members would have seen the extensive news coverage
of the rally. Disappointingly, like the Treasurer, the
Premier refused to look people in the eye and explain
why he thinks it is okay to decimate education, to
decimate regional TAFE, including in Ballarat, and to
decimate our local economy through massive job
losses. Like the Treasurer, the Premier had every
opportunity to do so; they were just downstairs.
Hundreds of passionate people — people who, unlike
the Baillieu government, understand the importance of
education for all — gave of their time to express their
horror, shock, grief and disgust at these unprecedented
cuts and this unprecedented attack on our local
community. I would particularly like to thank the
following participants for their support in attempting to
save our TAFE: Athan McCaw from the National
Tertiary Education Union, Brett Edgington and Paul
Clempson from the Ballarat Trades and Labour
Council, Erich Sinkis and Greg Barclay from the
Australian Education Union and delegates and
members of the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union, the Health and Community Services
Union, the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union,
the Australian Nursing Federation, United Voice and all
the other unions involved.
The Baillieu government has cut $20 million from
TAFE programs at the University of Ballarat, and this
will mean that people will lose their jobs and that there
will be reduced learning opportunities in Ballarat.
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When the Treasurer was in Ballarat a few weeks ago he
refused to meet with TAFE staff and students affected
by the cuts. He had every opportunity to do so — to
defend his decision and his choice; they were just
downstairs.

Bendigo: tourism and small business
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — I recently had the pleasure of
visiting Bendigo. While I was there I visited the
Bendigo Art Gallery, and I was able to confirm the
number of ticket sales for the Grace Kelly exhibition. I
am happy to advise the house that over 152 000 tickets
for the exhibition were sold. This represents an
economic benefit of $17 million to the city of Bendigo.
This is a very fine achievement, and it represents a
significantly higher benefit than that of the White
Wedding Dress exhibition, which was another very
successful exhibition held in Bendigo. The number of
tickets to this exhibition that have been sold is higher
than the population of Bendigo.
I was also able to announce that the mobile business
centre will be visiting Bendigo on Thursday, 21 June,
and to confirm that more than 550 business mentoring
sessions have been delivered to Victorian small
businesses. In terms of small business services in
regional Victoria, I am delighted to indicate to the
house that so far this year 48 per cent of the workshops
and seminars have been held in regional Victoria. In
terms of the small business mentoring service, 39 per
cent of the services provided up to this date have been
held in regional Victoria.
These are all very good outcomes — in this case
specifically for Bendigo — for regional Victoria in
terms of services available from this government in
both tourism and small business.

Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness
Centre: funding
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I rise to thank
residents of the Ivanhoe electorate for their support to
secure funding to complete the Olivia Newton-John
Cancer and Wellness Centre at the Austin Hospital.
Last year I collected over 3000 signatures on a petition
calling on the Baillieu government to allocate the
remaining $44.7 million required to fit out the centre.
This would honour a pledge from the previous state
Labor government, which had already committed
$93.9 million, all delivered. In total, federal and state
governments have now contributed over $160 million,
and the Austin Hospital’s fundraising appeal has raised
millions more.
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Thanks to community support for this campaign some
2000 patients a year in our community will receive their
cancer treatment closer to home when Olivia
Newton-John officially opens the cancer centre that
bears her name this Friday, 22 June. The centre will be
a world-class facility, providing the latest cancer
treatment for patients. Many of us have been touched
by cancer personally or know people who have needed
medical treatment and the support of family and friends
to fight this terrible illness. The Olivia Newton-John
Cancer and Wellness Centre at the Austin Hospital will
bring hope and comfort to many thousands of seriously
ill Victorians.
We are fortunate to live in the Ivanhoe electorate,
where people have a strong commitment to
volunteering and fundraising for a range of community
organisations and causes. That is why people fought so
hard to save the Austin Hospital from privatisation
under the former Kennett Liberal government. It is why
we will continue to run campaigns to secure the
remaining funds to complete the Olivia Newton-John
Cancer and Wellness Centre in the northern suburbs,
and that is why we will now pursue funding for the
upgrade and redevelopment of the emergency
department at the Austin Hospital. Together we will
continue to deliver change — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Australian Labor Party: performance
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — Victorians
want their politicians and political parties to be open,
honest and transparent, but it seems that the tired, old,
failed Labor leaders and shadow ministers have learnt
nothing from their 2010 election defeat and 18 months
in opposition. Despite having recently received a
detailed and honest evaluation of their electoral loss
that was undertaken by two opposition backbenchers,
the members for Brunswick and Williamstown, the
gang of failed ministers — the Leader of the Opposition
and the members for Monbulk, Tarneit, Essendon and
Lyndhurst — have got together to block the public
release of this important report.
Apparently this review said that Labor lacked creative
spark, that Labor policies were tired, out of date and
were largely driven by a few ministers, spin doctors and
Labor advisers, that Labor had an uninspired and
reactive approach to law and order, and that Labor’s
policy to fund 200 new Metro staff compared to the
coalition pledge of 940 protective services officers was
a clear example of incrementalism versus boldness. The
report also quite correctly identified cost blow-outs on
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myki, the desalination plant and the regional rail link as
eroding Labor’s infrastructure credibility. The Leader
of the Opposition today should publicly apologise to
the people of Victoria for the mess he and his Labor
mates left behind and should immediately release this
secret report on the Labor loss. Finally, the Leader of
the Opposition needs to dump his frontbench of tired,
old-guard, failed ministers.

Buses: Hallam service
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — This
week I was presented with a petition from Leslie John
Cook, a local resident of the Saffron Grove retirement
village in Saffron Drive, Hallam, concerning the
cessation of the 827 bus service which used to stop at
Saffron Grove and collect residents from the retirement
village who wished to travel to Dandenong.
Unfortunately this service has now stopped as part of a
previous bus review. New services were introduced,
and the route now takes the residents to Hallam station
but not to Dandenong or Berwick. Many of the
residents in this nursing home use walking sticks and
frames and must cross the dangerous Princes Highway
to get to this bus service. Dandenong is very much the
centre of interest for these residents, as it is where most
government services are provided. The residents are
finding it difficult to get to Hallam station, then catch a
train to Dandenong and walk from Dandenong station
to the heart of the Dandenong shopping centre to access
services.
I recently approached the bus service providers and
asked whether the 828 bus service, which does not go
through the Hallam Gardens estate, could go via
Saffron Grove before continuing along the Princes
Highway to Dandenong as it presently does.
Unfortunately at this stage the providers have indicated
that would not be possible, and as a result I have
received a petition from the community containing
38 signatures.

Victorian Jazz Archive
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I had the
wonderful opportunity of attending the Victorian Jazz
Archive to announce that Parks Victoria has agreed to
enter into a new 21-year lease to secure the archive’s
future at Koomba Park in Wantirna. The VJA
showcases and preserves Australian and internationally
produced jazz music and artefacts, and makes them
available for the public to hear and see. The VJA
thrives on the support of its many volunteers who are
passionate about conserving the history of jazz for
future generations.
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Melbourne International Jazz Festival
Mrs VICTORIA — Congratulations to the
organisers of the Melbourne International Jazz Festival,
another great event for Melbourne. The festival
showcased many fantastic local and international jazz
artists, and I had the privilege of attending a number of
concerts to see firsthand why Melbourne’s jazz festival
is becoming world renowned.

Metropolitan Traffic Education Centre: young
drivers forum
Mrs VICTORIA — I would like to thank the
member for Kilsyth and METEC Driver Training —
METEC is the Metroploitan Traffic Education
Centre — for organising a recent young driver forum. It
was great to hear the many suggestions, ideas and
experiences that some of our young drivers aged from
16 to 25 years had to share. I was impressed with the
level of commitment these young drivers demonstrated
to improving the attitudes and safety of their peers.

National Institute of Circus Arts: Lucy and the
Lost Boy
Mrs VICTORIA — It was inspiring to attend the
National Institute of Circus Arts production of Lucy
and the Lost Boy. The production was a collaboration
between NICA final-year students and guest director
Sally Richardson. NICA does a fantastic job of
preparing these young performers for future
employment.

National Sports Museum: Call to the Games
exhibition
Mrs VICTORIA — Congratulations to Margaret
Birtley and her team at the National Sports Museum for
Call to the Games, a wonderful exhibition of posters
dating back to 1851 from countries that have hosted the
games.

Women’s Health Loddon Mallee: funding
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The decision of
the Liberal-Nationals government to slash funding for
women’s health is a disgrace and will mean the loss of
at least one staff member at Women’s Health Loddon
Mallee. This service cannot afford to bear the brunt of
this funding cut. Its area of work includes
approximately 145 000 women from Mildura to
Macedon. It supports women in remote areas, many of
whom experience social and geographical isolation.
The service provides information, advice and advocacy
to those women and their families.
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What is most disturbing about this cut to women’s
health funding is that it will mean less assistance being
provided to victims of family violence. Crime statistics
show that in the 3555 and 3550 postcode areas there
has been a 57 per cent increase in the number of
reported family violence assaults. The Women’s Health
Loddon Mallee supports victims of family violence —
and women and children make up the bulk of those
needing this support. We know that domestic violence
is the leading cause of homelessness in Victoria, so
when you combine the slashing of funding to the
Women’s Health Loddon Mallee service and the failure
of this government to invest in any support for
homeless people, it is a double whammy for women
and children in the Loddon Mallee region.
Through collaboration and partnership with women’s
health services, as well as the provision of increased
resources, this government could take a leadership role
in developing a new approach to women’s health. The
government could fund research relating to women in a
changing society and disseminate the findings. Instead
the government has walked away from any
commitment or investment in services that support
women and children. Government members have no
vision to measurably reduce the inequities and poor
health outcomes faced by Victorian women.

Mildura: riverfront development
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The coalition government
has committed $12.5 million to the Mildura riverfront
development for the construction of the connection
between Langtree Avenue and the riverfront,
improvements to the riverfront park and the
establishment of the Mildura Riverfront Authority. The
partnership between the coalition government and the
Mildura Rural City Council has been successful in
attracting an extra $4.8 million from the federal
government. I would like to pay tribute to the
persistence of those involved in this project and
congratulate the partners in now achieving sufficient
resources to deliver the public component of stage 1 of
this visionary project for Mildura’s future.

Disability services: Mildura employment
service
Mr CRISP — On another matter, All Star Access
employment services has opened in Mildura, and I
would like to congratulate All Star’s parent, Mallee
Family Care, on achieving its registered training
organisation status. Maintaining disability employment
services is vital for Mildura, particularly as the federal
government moves to a national disability insurance
scheme. I would like to thank Rhonda Galbally for
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opening the branch in Mildura and for her words of
advice on the national scheme.

Carers: Sunraysia workshop
Mr CRISP — Congratulations to the organisers of
Communities of Practice, a workshop for carers in
Sunraysia. I thank those involved for their appreciation
of the government’s efforts with the Carers Recognition
Bill 2012. Many caring people from the Mildura
electorate were present, and the many issues they
identified will need work and attention in the future. I
look forward to seeing the report of the day’s activities,
and I thank all carers for the work they do in our
community, free of charge, looking after those less able
to look after themselves.

Craigieburn: shopping centre construction
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Last Tuesday I had the
privilege of visiting the Craigieburn Central complex,
which is currently under construction. This town centre
and shopping complex has been needed in the area for
over 10 years. Thanks to the people at Lend Lease and
their $330 million investment, it has now become
possible. The residents of Craigieburn and surrounding
areas are to be provided with this much-needed amenity
towards the end of next year.
The new shopping precinct will bring many
employment opportunities, both throughout the
construction process and upon completion. At the peak
of construction up to 600 workers will be employed on
the site. There will be 150 stores at the centre, and this
will boost the economy and employment opportunities
in the retail sector. Craigieburn Central will not only
service Craigieburn but also bring people from all
suburbs together to enjoy a modern shopping
experience.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank the
residents of Craigieburn for their patience regarding the
need for a new shopping complex in their community,
and I would like once again to thank Lend Lease for
providing this opportunity to the people of Craigieburn.
I must also say that Hume City Council has played a
vital role in the delivery of these facilities, and I thank
all of those working together for the good of
Craigieburn.

Country Fire Authority: Coongulla brigade
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — The coalition
government has a strong commitment to ensuring that
our emergency services personnel are equipped with
the best possible resources to undertake the vital work
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of protecting the community. In line with this, I recently
had the pleasure of joining Country Fire Authority staff
and volunteers to celebrate two great milestones for the
Coongulla CFA brigade: the 40th anniversary of
providing emergency services to the local community
and the presentation of the keys for a new
$142 000 four-wheel tanker. Coongulla CFA is one of
the first brigades in the state to receive the new
ultralight tanker.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mr BULL — I congratulate two residents of my
electorate who have been recognised for their
contribution to the local community, receiving Order of
Australia medals. Gil Sheppard of Lakes Entrance was
recognised for his years of service to war veterans and
their families, local government and the general
community. Gil has served with organisations including
the Naval Association of Australia and the RSL, and
although not a formal representative of Legacy, he
nevertheless represented many legatees free of charge.
Gil was also a councillor with the East Gippsland Shire
Council, serving on two separate occasions.
Don Jarrett of Lindenow South served as inspector of
police, inaugural bandmaster of the Royal Australian
Armoured Corps band and officer commanding/chief
instructor of the Army School of Music and the Third
Military District band. Don has also represented the
Royal Victorian Association of Honorary Justices. Over
a long period of time both Gil and Don have dedicated
their efforts to helping others in East Gippsland, and
both are to be commended for their volunteer work.

Housing: government performance
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — The state
government’s plan to increase public housing rents,
privatise housing stock and end the tenure of public
residents is causing great concern for more than
3000 social housing residents in the district of Albert
Park. That this is accompanied by a lack of information
and a refusal by the Minister for Housing and her
government to engage with public tenants in any proper
way only adds insult to this injury. Local residents are
expressing grave fears for their future and are worried
about what secret plans the government has in store.
It is of great concern that we are now receiving
examples of what can only be seen as push polling
under the guise of a feedback form in relation to the
discussion paper entitled Pathways to a Fair and
Sustainable Social Housing System. We now have a
situation whereby public housing residents are being
asked whether they would be in a position to buy their
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office or housing units. This only adds to the fear we
are starting to see in the eyes of people throughout
public housing estates in inner Melbourne and beyond.
The Minister for Housing intends to become the person
who rips up a successful model of housing for over
120 000 Victorians across the state. These communities
are disproportionately populated by the elderly, those
from non-English-speaking backgrounds, those with
disabilities and those on statutory benefits, and there are
real issues about how you consult and deal with these
people. These communities need to be treated with
respect, not with the contempt that the minister has
shown in this regard. I call upon the minister to mend
her ways.

Lions clubs: presidential elections
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — It is great to be part of
the global Lions movement, which plays a valuable role
in our electorates. I am looking forward to being elected
president of the Lions Club of State Parliament, which
provides an opportunity for members of Parliament to
come together in a bipartisan manner for the benefit of
the community.
I commend Evelyn Sainsbury, the newly elected
president of the Lions Club of Chelsea District, for
continuing service to our Carrum electorate and
community that dates back to 1978, when the Chelsea
Lions club was established.

Bendigo Bank: Aspendale Gardens branch
Mrs BAUER — The Aspendale Gardens branch of
the Bendigo Bank is to be congratulated on its support
of our community. In two years $27 810 has been
distributed back to the community by way of
sponsorships and donations. I enjoyed attending the
branch’s second birthday celebrations recently. Well
done to Russell Mactaggart, branch manager, and the
board for supporting community organisations from
Aspendale to Seaford.

Chelsea Yacht Club
Mrs BAUER — It was a full house at the Chelsea
Yacht Club annual general meeting and presentation
evening on the weekend. Congratulations to Steve
Read, the president, and to the incoming committee.
The club began in 1938, when it was decided to form a
yacht club to conduct racing and organise shore
assistance. Well done to Lynette Williams and Gavin
Rogerson, two outstanding volunteers who received life
membership after decades of club involvement.
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Ron Jacobs
Mrs BAUER — Congratulations to Ron Jacobs,
who has been recognised for his contribution to the
Chelsea community through the prestigious award of
the Medal of the Order of Australia. As well as
volunteering for the Country Fire Authority, Ron was a
local councillor, a member of both the Chelsea and
District Historical Society and Kingston Historical
Societies Network, and chairman of the Chelsea
volunteer fire brigade.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Bacchus Marsh: coalmining
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Last week I heard
author Sharyn Munro talk about her book on the
dangers of coalmining and the burning and
transportation of coal, especially around Bacchus
Marsh. The Moorabool Environment Group has given
me a copy of the book, which I presented to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. I hope he reads it,
especially in relation to coal and the mining of coal
around Bacchus Marsh.

Public transport: Mowbray College students
Mr NARDELLA — I call on the Minister for
Education to implement a bus service from the
Mowbray College Patterson campus in Melton to CRC
(Catholic Regional College) Sydenham for all the kids
to get to their school, especially the year 11 and 12
students. I also call on the Minister for Public Transport
to get the V/Line Bendigo train to stop at Sydenham
station for students from Sunbury and Macedon Ranges
to get to CRC Sydenham via that line.

Students: education conveyance allowance
Mr NARDELLA — I also ask the Minister for
Education to urgently review and reverse the Baillieu
government’s decision to take away the conveyance
allowance for students travelling from Bacchus Marsh
and Melton to Ballarat Clarendon College. It is
impossible for these kids to attend Greenvale Primary
School, as they have been directed to do. It would take
them all day to get there and all day to get back, and
there are no transport connections. I ask the minister to
reverse that decision.

Mowbray College: closure
Mr NARDELLA — I also want to thank Melton
Shire Council — Justin Mammarella, Sophie Ramsey
and the team there — and Djerriwarrh Health Services
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for hosting and organising a thankyou afternoon tea for
Mowbray teachers and staff. They certainly deserve it;
they have been fantastic in looking after their students
and the Mowbray family out there, and I want to thank
them sincerely.

Australian Labor Party: scrutiny unit
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — We bore the
brunt of it in opposition, and we now have positive
proof that the man who was party to Victorian Labor’s
dirt unit in the John Brumby era has been doing the
same work for the Gillard government. Nick Reece has
employed the same dirty tactics in Canberra that were
deployed against the Liberal Party in opposition in
Victoria.
It was reported last week that Nick Reece, John
Brumby’s right-hand man when Labor was in office,
distributed an 11-point list on what dirt ministerial
officers should be gathering on their coalition
opponents. This is the man who smeared and defamed
the Premier and was then forced to publicly apologise.
He is the man who was hand-picked by the former
Premier, John Brumby, to head up Labor’s election
campaign. ‘Look for shit on Labor’s opponents’ is one
of the reported quotes from inside Labor. The dirt unit
is alive and well — it’s the dirty way; it’s the Labor
way.
We found Labor’s little black book of dirty tricks when
we came into office. Victorian Labor must have sent a
copy to Canberra, because the tactics federal Labor
employs are the same as were used in Victoria in the
lead-up to the last election. The to-do list in the
Canberra dirt file suggests trawling opposition
members’ younger days — maiden speeches,
ministerial records, study trips, fundraising, pecuniary
interests, associated travel reports, companies they may
be involved in and investigating potential issues such as
litigation, even student newspapers. What is happening
in Canberra is no different from what was in the little
black book left behind in Victoria. There are no depths
to which Labor will not stoop; young recruits are
employed to do the same thing. These are shameful
tactics by the Labor Party. Labor Party members ought
to be ashamed of these tactics.

Paul Georgalis
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I rise to
pay my condolences to the family of Paul Georgalis,
who died on 3 June at the age of 86. He was born in
Ammochostos, an area of Cyprus which is currently
occupied, and he has lived through the trauma and
suffering experienced by descendants of refugee
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communities from Cyprus. Paul was a member of the
Labor Party for close on 40 years. More importantly,
for many years he was a very strong stalwart on the
committee of the Dandenong Greek Orthodox
community. In that time he was involved in the
building of a new church, a community centre, a senior
citizens club as well as his engagement with language
and cultural programs at the centre. He was much loved
for his dedicated work for the community, having been
involved in community affairs in the former City of
Dandenong representing the Greek community at many
activities. I pass on my condolences to Paul’s widow,
Helen, and daughter, Georgia, for their loss.

Dandenong: civic centre development
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — I am also pleased that
the federal government, through Regional Development
Australia and the Minister for Regional Australia,
Simon Crean, along with the federal member for Isaacs,
Mark Dreyfus, recently announced a $6 million grant
for the new cultural hub of Dandenong. This is a new
civic square precinct that will be located in the centre of
Dandenong. It is an innovative project that is supported
by both Places Victoria and the City of Greater
Dandenong. The federal government has now also
provided support for the project. This project will
ensure that the new cultural hub of the new and
redeveloped Dandenong is this new civic space.

Frankston: business forum
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — On Saturday morning at
the Frankston International Motel I was happy to make
a presentation to a variety of business owners of
bakeries at a forum facilitated by Robert Powell of RnJ
Cakes in Beach Street. The business owners think tank
was concerned with increased electricity prices due to
the carbon tax but participants were also keen to learn
what the future holds for Frankston and what the state
government’s plans are.

Kananook Creek: desilting
Mr SHAW — The fifth meeting of the Kananook
Creek Advisory Group was held yesterday with
representatives of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment, the Kananook Creek Association and the
local council. The group was formed by me to carry out
the government’s election promise of $2.5 million to
desilt the creek. The group has formed an opinion and
will advise the government on which is the most
appropriate organisation to take control of this task. We
will be relaying that decision to the minister. At this
point I wish to thank all those involved, particularly the
Minister for Water, who has visited Frankston twice
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and at all times has wanted to break down the walls of
inefficiency and buck-passing that has clogged the
creek for 20 years.

Frankston Taxis: industry inquiry response
Mr SHAW — Yesterday I met with Frankston
Taxis directors Kevin Dunn, Jack Hodge and David
O’Dea to discuss their concerns in relation to the taxi
inquiry and their response to that inquiry. Frankston
Taxis is a consistent contributor to the Frankston
community, having been in business for 60 years. The
business owns 64 taxis, including 14 wheelchair-access
taxis. The company has a 96 per cent success rate, and
95 per cent of its work is in the bounded area. I look
forward to the Frankston Taxis formal response to the
inquiry from its perspective as a smaller provider in an
outer suburb of Melbourne.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr SHAW — Labor has sold out Victoria on the
carbon tax. Not once have Labor members spoken out
against it; not once have they heard and conveyed the
concerns that this job-killing, cost of living-hiking tax
will do to Victorian families and businesses. What is
their position on the carbon tax? They are in agreement
with it 100 per cent. What is their position on the unfair
GST cuts? They are in agreement with them 100 per
cent. What is their position on infrastructure funding?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Broadmeadows electorate: jobs and investment
forum
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — On Thursday,
31 May, I had the honour of hosting a jobs and
investment forum in Broadmeadows that highlighted
the desperate need for a vision for Victoria with a
balanced economic plan delivering not just fiscal
consolidation but also jobs growth and confidence. The
forum was organised in conjunction with my Labor
colleagues, the members for Yuroke, Keilor and
Niddrie, and was led by the shadow Treasurer. Leaders
of business, big and small, representatives of local
government and education providers, and residents
combined to help build on the Local Jobs for Local
People strategy I called for and helped initiate years ago
as chairman of the Social Justice and Safe City
Taskforce in the city of Hume, and which is now being
implemented.
The need has been made more acute following the
Baillieu-Ryan regime’s reverse Robin Hood budget,
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which robs from the poor to give to the prosperous by
cutting $14.7 million from the funding for the promised
government services building in Broadmeadows and
which robs young people of education and career
options by axing TAFE funding and slashing the
education maintenance allowance. As the
manufacturing engine room that has underwritten
Victoria’s prosperity for decades, Broadmeadows
deserves much more from this government, particularly
given its historic neglect by Liberal administrations.
Many families are concerned by the coalition’s inability
to articulate how it is going to secure, safeguard and
create jobs, an issue that dramatically escalated
yesterday with the Age’s announcement that its
Tullamarine printing plant will be closed within two
years.
Labor stands for jobs, education and the training
required to build a state. From Broadmeadows to
business, Victorians are staggered by the Baillieu-Ryan
regime’s arrogant failure to establish a viable jobs plan,
no matter the cost to families.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Cobram Secondary College: healthy eating
initiatives
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — Well done to
Lauren McKeown, a humanities teacher at Cobram
Secondary College, who last week ran a
Hunger4Change banquet which gave year 7 students
the opportunity to put themselves in the shoes of
children around the world who have various food
insecurity issues. Amanda Clissold and her year 10
peers made lunch and demonstrated the various
nutritional differences we have around the world, whilst
the year 11 and 12 Victorian certificate of applied
learning personal development skills class created a
cookbook containing a collection of inexpensive and
healthy recipes. The students have worked very hard in
putting the book together, and all of them are very
proud of what they have achieved. To date students
have raised over $800 for Cobram community house,
which is absolutely thrilled. This money will go
towards funding programs and initiatives that promote
healthy eating in our local community.

Wangaratta: development initiatives
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to the Rural
City of Wangaratta, which is celebrating a period of
unprecedented development, with confirmation that the
$5 million Ovens Riverside Precinct development will
go ahead with support from the state and federal
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governments, with progress on the $5 million
Department of Justice building that is currently under
construction and with the announcement of the
$2.7 million courthouse redevelopment. All this
complements the $854 000 Ovens River Link, which I
had the privilege of opening earlier this month, and the
recently completed $3 million showgrounds
development. We also have the proposed $25 million
Target Country, a multideck car park, the $29 million
St John’s Nursing Home development, and the
$8 million Charles Sturt University campus.
Wangaratta is truly the most livable regional city in
Australia!

Ken Jasper
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Ken Jasper,
AM, the former member for Murray Valley, who was
made a Member of the Order of Australia in the
Queen’s Birthday honours for his magnificent service
to his community and his former electorate.

Country Fire Authority: Murray Valley
electorate brigades
Mr McCURDY — Country Fire Authority crews
from Strathmerton, Boosey, Cobram and Muckatah
came together to demonstrate to the advanced class at
Cobram Secondary College the many and varied
techniques of firefighting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Diabetes: teacher awareness
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Recently I met with
a young family in the Cranbourne electorate who have
two children suffering from type 1 diabetes, which is a
quite serious health matter. I have met a number of
children with juvenile diabetes. If a child’s sugar levels
peak, the child becomes thirsty and hungry and
perspires; if sugar levels drop dramatically, the child
will become hungry and shaky. In both instances the
child becomes tired and lethargic and loses
concentration.
Local parents have put to me that it would be ideal if
our teachers were aware of these symptoms and had
backup plans to ensure the child’s health and safety at
school if they occurred. Parents are seeking that the
government mandate the training of some teachers in
every school to be alert to the implications of children
suffering from type 1 diabetes and to be aware of
requirements for these children to wear insulin pumps
continuously and have their blood monitored daily after
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their meals at school et cetera. It is unfortunate that
young children are suffering from this incurable,
lifelong, life-threatening disease. I have formally
written to the government raising their concerns.

Frankston-Mornington Peninsula Medicare
Local
Mr PERERA — I also congratulate the Gillard
Labor government on delivering a much-needed
Medicare Local for Frankston and the peninsula. A
local network of providers will bring together doctors,
nurses and other health and allied services to work with
local people to identify gaps in the area’s health
services and plan for the future.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Russell Ardley
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Today I rise to pay
tribute to Russell Ardley, who recently resigned from
Mornington Peninsula Youth Enterprises. MPYE had
its genesis when Russell demonstrated, first at home
and later at Mitchell Street, Mornington, the difference
that the acquisition of practical skills can make to
young people. From a very modest start, MPYE
quickly developed into a respected local institution. The
former Mornington Sewerage Authority site was
pressed into service, and today it contains propagating
rooms, hothouses, a training room, woodwork and
metalwork facilities, and an extensive native plant
nursery. It has provided a new start for countless young
people of the peninsula, developing practical skills in
the hands-on way at which Russell became so adept.
MPYE would simply not exist today were it not for
Russell Ardley’s drive, passion, dedication and
commitment to the task. Russell has made an enormous
contribution to the development of our young people,
and he will leave very big shoes to fill. I am sure all
members wish him well in whatever task he next turns
his hand to.

Opposition: performance
Mr MORRIS — On another matter, I remain
amazed at the determination of the opposition to remain
silent when matters critical to the future of Victoria
remain neglected by its federal colleagues.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
the making of statements by members has expired.

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

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to contribute to this very important
debate on the federal Labor government’s push for the
introduction of a carbon dioxide tax in this nation. I am
gravely concerned, like many on this side of the house
and the majority of Victorians and Australians, about
the potential impact of this piece of legislation. There is
one group of people which is certainly not concerned
about the legislation and its impact on Victorians —
that is, its impact on Victorian industry, Victorian
families and government departments, including those
responsible for schools and the running of our public
transport system — and that group is those opposite.
That is why those opposite stand condemned for their
position on this very important issue.
The Victorian community is right to ask the question
‘What is the alternative government in this state doing
on this issue?’, because once the legislation comes into
force this issue will impact on every person in this state.
What are members of the opposition doing? Nothing.
What have they done in terms of trying to change this
situation? Nothing. What have those opposite done in
terms of picking up the phone, talking to their
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colleagues in Canberra — the backbench, their
ministers and the federal member for Lalor, the Prime
Minister — and putting a Victorian position? They
have done nothing. They are not prepared to stand up
for Victorians, but we on this side of the house will,
because we know that once this is implemented there
will be a 10 per cent increase immediately in electricity
prices.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am very pleased to take up
interjections of those opposite. I would be pleased to
inform the constituents of the electorate of the member
for Albert Park that their member condones and
supports a 10 per cent increase in electricity prices once
this tax is implemented.
Looking at gas, we will have a 9 per cent increase in
gas prices in the first year of this tax. Those opposite
talk about utility costs. They can see that there will be a
10 per cent increase in electricity prices and a 9 per cent
increase in gas prices. What have those opposite done
about that? How many questions about that very
important issue have those opposite raised in this
house? How many members statements on this issue
have we heard from those opposite? What have we
heard on this very important issue in the contributions
of those opposite during adjournment debates? What
questions have they asked about the impact of the
10 per cent increase in electricity prices and the 9 per
cent increase in gas prices? The answer is: none. Those
opposite are not willing to stand up for Victorians —
because they are prepared to stand shoulder to shoulder
with Julia Gillard and her Labor mates in Canberra and
say that a 10 per cent increase in electricity prices is
good for Victorian families.
I for one will stand in this house and say — on behalf
of my community and the other communities that we
on this side represent, but more importantly on behalf
of the communities that those on the other side of the
house represent — that it is unacceptable. Whilst the
member for Albert Park might think it is acceptable to
have a 10 per cent electricity price increase as a
consequence of this tax, I will stand up for his
community and say that it is unacceptable.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr WAKELING — It is just a shame that the local
member is not prepared to take the same form of action.
The impact of the carbon tax has been warmly
embraced by those opposite, but it has not been warmly
embraced by the Victorian community. It has not been
warmly embraced by Liberal voters and it has not been
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warmly embraced by Nationals voters, but more
importantly it has not been warmly embraced by Labor
Party voters. That is why we have seen support for
members in Labor Party seats plummet. Those opposite
know that. I have seen what has happened to federal
government members and the concerns on their faces
about the impact of this legislation.
When the tax comes, what is this lazy opposition going
to do to take up the challenge with respect to the impact
on our public hospital system? The carbon tax will
increase annual power bills for Victoria’s public
hospitals by around $13.6 million per annum. Those
opposite say, ‘What’s $13.6 million?’. In a health
budget, $13.6 million is a significant amount of money.
What could be provided in our health service for
Victoria’s community with $13.6 million? We should
not be wasting $13.6 million purely to pay for Julia
Gillard’s carbon tax. I wait to hear the contributions of
those opposite, to hear their views and what they think
about the $13.6 million increase in the costs of public
hospitals in this state.
In addition, to see the impact of this tax one needs only
to look at education. Those opposite stand up in this
house and bleat about the education system and what is
besetting the schools in this state. They forget the fact
that they were in power for 11 years. They had the
opportunity over 11 years to improve infrastructure, but
they have the audacity to stand in this house and blame
the government for their inaction over 11 years in
government.
Putting that issue to one side, if I may, $4.2 million will
have to be expended in government schools across this
state purely to pay for Julia Gillard’s carbon tax. What
is the federal government doing to compensate
Victorian schools for that $4.2 million? Is it providing a
contribution to the Victorian government to compensate
it for $4.2 million? You would think that was only
reasonable, given it is the federal government making
this imposition. But the answer is no. Imagine what you
could do with $4.2 million. Those members opposite
are happy to stand there.
I would be more than happy on behalf of those
members opposite to provide schools in their
electorates with a breakdown of the impact of costs on
those schools. Their schools are going to have to find
that money from their existing budgets to pay for an
increase in electricity prices. The school communities’
local members of Parliament in this house — who are
meant to be standing up and fighting for their needs —
are prepared to sit on their hands, say nothing and do
nothing in this house in relation to this issue. They are
unwilling to write a letter to a minister, unwilling to
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pick up the phone, unwilling to stand up for their
community, unwilling to call Canberra and unwilling to
meet with Prime Minister and call for action.
Mr Foley interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Albert Park!
Mr WAKELING — I am happy to take up
interjections, although members opposite have gone
very quiet. I am more than happy to take up their
interjections. I am waiting to hear the contribution of
the member for Albert Park on this very important
issue. I want to hear what he thinks about the cost
impact on his schools. I am waiting to hear his
contribution.
There is the issue of public transport. The current —
this month’s! — shadow Minister for Public Transport
is in the chamber. I do not know what rumblings might
happen in relation to the opposition leadership and
whether there will be a new shadow minister, but it has
been estimated that over 2012–13 to 2014–15
Victoria’s public transport industry will be affected by
the impact of a cost imposition of $48 million. What
has the shadow Minister for Public Transport done on
this issue? What actions has she taken to stand up for
Victorian commuters in relation to a $48 million cost
imposed by her mates in Canberra? What action has she
taken in relation to picking up the phone and speaking
to her public transport counterpart in Canberra? What
has she done in relation to speaking to her local federal
member on this very important issue? The answer is:
nothing.
She would have stood up in this house and said, ‘I
won’t stand for a $48 million cost imposition on public
transport in this state’. After I speak, she will have
every opportunity to stand in this house — if this is
what she believes — —
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr WAKELING — We have just heard the
interjection. She has every opportunity to stand in this
house and stand shoulder to shoulder with the Victorian
government and say, ‘I for one, as shadow Minister for
Public Transport, will not accept Julia Gillard’s
$48 million cost imposition’. There is the challenge.
The shadow minister has every opportunity to stand up
in this house and stand shoulder to shoulder with the
government and oppose this unfair tax.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to oppose this
foolish motion because it reflects the position of a
government that says and does anything depending on
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the prevailing politically opportune winds at that time.
But the government cannot even apply its own
weathervane approach to politics very well in even this
instance.
‘We’ll all be rooned’, according to the government.
Members of the government clearly believe in nothing.
One day, less than two years ago when they were on
this side of the chamber in opposition, they all lined up
and supported the Climate Change Bill 2010, but then
they turned into the real sceptics that we always knew
they were as soon as they occupied government
benches. We know that members of this government
will say and do anything in order to tap into what they
see to be the short-term political cycles of opportunism.
When the then opposition members voted in 2010 for
that Climate Change Bill they seemed to be converts to
the fact that there needed to be a price on carbon. We
know now that they misled the people of Victoria.
This position, taken in 2010 and in the years before
then, was a part of Liberal Party policy. In the 2007
federal election an emissions trading scheme policy
position was taken by the then Prime Minister, John
Howard. It was a position that the former federal
Leader of the Opposition, the federal member for
Wentworth, took to his political grave when the current
federal Leader of the Opposition knifed him for it. I
only make those passing comments in regard to this
motion before the house to show that it is simply this
government taking an opportunity to engage in a bit of
political opportunism.
Those members opposite have clearly chosen to ignore
the fact that scientists have been advising governments
across the world for a long time that climate change
poses significant risks; it poses significant risks to
Australians, including Victorians. These risks range
from higher temperatures to changing rainfall patterns,
more extreme weather events and rising sea levels. We
see mounting evidence of this worldwide, including in
this state. The recent scaremongering done by those
members opposite and their federal Liberal-Nationals
counterparts in Canberra might be good short-term
politics, but it is very bad public policy, because climate
change represents a serious economic risk. Serious
economic risks should be taken — just like the term
says — seriously. That is why John Howard took an
emissions trading scheme policy to the 2007 election
and why the policy continued to be the federal
opposition’s policy until such time as the current gross
opportunist politically, the current federal Leader of the
Opposition, decided to use it as a launching pad to knife
his predecessor.
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We know that inaction on climate change will cause
significant issues right across our economy in areas
such as agriculture, tourism and planning — issues
relating to how Victorians go about their lives. Faced
with this scientific evidence, governments have a public
responsibility to act. That is why the federal Labor
government is putting a price on carbon, whilst this
motion is completely opportunistic nonsense. That price
on carbon will offer an incentive for the economy’s
largest emitters of greenhouse gases to reduce their
greenhouse emissions; it will require them to purchase
a permit for every tonne of greenhouse gas they emit.
The federal Labor government is ensuring that this is
done not only in an environmentally effective and
economically responsible way but also in a socially fair
and just manner. This is despite the hysteria being
whipped up by the federal opposition and the Victorian
government.
Notwithstanding what the member for Ferntree Gully
might like to think — in terms of what he was rabbiting
on about — the price impacts will be modest. Federal
Treasury modelled a 0.7 per cent increase in the
consumer price index. That modelling shows that the
average electricity price impact will be $3.30 per week
per household across the nation. The leader of the
federal opposition has previously described the price
impacts as unimaginable. We have heard all sorts of
over-the-top rhetoric in this debate, not least from the
member for Ferntree Gully. Despite what those
opposite have asserted, however, state pricing
regulators are confirming the federal Treasury
modelling — confirming that there will be a consistent
price impact of around $3.30 a week averaged across
households.
What is federal Labor doing with respect to this? The
federal government is funding a compensation package,
that well exceeds that average $3.30, involving an extra
$10.10 a week through tax cuts, higher family tax
benefits and increases in pensions that will be locked in
forever, again despite the rhetoric being espoused by
those opposite. In a real and meaningful Labor way,
that compensation package will target and assist low
and middle-income households.
The federal government also announced as recently as
yesterday that it will be funding the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission so that it can
tackle businesses which try to rip people off with false
claims about carbon pricing. I am of the mind that this
motion should probably be submitted to the ACCC,
because it does not pass the deceptive and misleading
test. The framers of the motion — of this proposed
resolution of the house — have tried to beat up things
in an unsubstantiated way that bears no relationship to
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reality whatsoever. The ACCC can have the claims of
businesses tested in an appropriate way; they have to be
truthful or have a reasonable basis in truth. This is an
attitude the government should take with respect to a
motion on this issue.
As we tackle climate change we need to realise that we,
as Victorians and as Australians, are dealing with an
international issue and that we should look to countries
in the international forum to see that many nations are
taking steps to deal with climate change. Australia
needs to pay its fair share and play its fair share as part
of these efforts. Ninety countries have pledged to
reduce their greenhouse emissions through to 2020. At
the United Nations climate change conference late last
year all countries agreed to negotiate a new treaty that
would apply from 2020 and that would introduce
binding obligations on all the major emitters to reduce
their emissions.
What do we hear from the federal opposition and the
Victorian government? Total denial. Unless
preparations for these binding global arrangements are
put in place now on a gradual, sensible basis, we will
experience much more dramatic effects when those
international obligations roll around. Rather than play
the short-term politics, rather than play the
opportunistic card that we are seeing as the hallmark of
this government, those opposite should be looking to
the long-term economic and environmental benefits for
Victorians and all Australians.
There are very significant implications of this issue for
our country, our economy and our state. We should
start making sensible, gradual changes to reduce the
emissions intensity of our economy. We should play a
leadership role in this. We should start to ignore some
of the nonsense being proposed, by the Victorian
government in this instance. We need to be making sure
the path we have to travel between now and 2020
towards a reduced emissions economy will create
opportunities for all Victorians rather than heeding this
nonsense those opposite would have us believe — that
the sky is going to fall in on the first day of next month.
To make sure our economy is not hit with the back of
an axe come 2020 we need to make the sensible and
gradual changes now.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise this afternoon to speak in support of the motion in
relation to the carbon dioxide tax. In making my
contribution I intend to go through the seven points the
minister has raised in his motion, and as I said I am
delighted to be able to stand in support of it today. I
have spoken in this place many times in relation to this
matter.
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I want to make some introductory remarks. We find
ourselves in challenging economic times, not only
domestically but internationally, which have
implications and consequences for us here in Australia
and in Victoria. We can summarise this carbon dioxide
tax as the fruit of a totally economically irresponsible
federal government that is financially totally out of
control. If we cut to the chase, what we see is a
$9 billion per annum tax on the Australian community,
for which every Victorian, including all members in
this place and their constituents, will bear the brunt for
years to come. It is the worst possible time for a tax like
this to be introduced into the Australian economy.
If we go through the points that the member has raised,
firstly, we see that the carbon dioxide tax will increase
the cost of living for all Victorian families, notably in
relation to the cost of electricity and gas. As the
member for Ferntree Gully accurately noted in his
contribution, there are a wide range of estimates about
the flow-on effects that will inevitably come from this
tax regarding the essential services of gas and
electricity. Price increment estimates range between
8 per cent and 25 per cent. Australia Power and Gas
estimates that prices will rise by 25 per cent. AGL and
Origin Energy are also arguing for higher gas rises to
potentially hit 18 per cent. You do not have to be an
economics graduate to work out the disastrous impact
that these price increments will have on Victorian
household budgets. The direct impact on the utilities
side of things alone will be extraordinary. Of course
this does not include the other impacts that will flow
through from all areas of the economy onto food,
clothes, other consumables and all other purchases
within household budgets.
The second point is that the carbon dioxide tax will hurt
Victorian business and destroy jobs by increasing costs,
especially in manufacturing, food processing and
agriculture. There is no doubt about the vulnerability of
the Victorian economy to a tax of this nature. We rely
on the agriculture, manufacturing and food processing
sectors. It has already been estimated that the electricity
cost increase for small businesses — and this is just
small businesses — will be around $3051 per annum.
Then you have, as I said, a range of inputs. For those in
business, inputs can cut across a very broad range —
for example, they could include steel, components,
transport costs and other things. So the cascading effect
of this tax on all the components as they come together
in various business units and sectors is going to be
extraordinary. There is no way that this can be
accurately modelled at this time, given the fact that the
extent of the impact on individual businesses is very
hard to gauge.
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Having said that, Deloitte Access Economics has
conducted some modelling which concluded that by
2015 the impact of the carbon dioxide tax on Victoria
will mean 35 000 fewer jobs than would otherwise have
been the case, with gross state product estimated to be
1.8 per cent lower; I think that equates to $6.14 billion.
What an absolutely disastrous situation that is for all
Victorians. How anybody could be sitting on their
hands watching this come in without pushing back
against the federal government is absolutely
extraordinary. It is high time that the Victorian Labor
opposition stood up and pushed back against the Prime
Minister, federal ministers and their colleagues in
Canberra regarding this disgraceful impost on the
Victorian economy.
Mr Weller — Act as Victorians!
Mr ANGUS — That is exactly right. They should
put Victoria first, not the Labor Party brand. The next
point is that this carbon dioxide tax short-changes
Victorian families and businesses with inadequate
compensation arrangements. There is no doubt about
that; a one-off cheque is not going to compensate for an
all-encompassing tax on everything. It is interesting to
note that the federal government, given its financial
recklessness, is borrowing money to pay families and
others for this compensation. It certainly is not coming
out of any surpluses or accumulated funds held by the
federal government; rather it just goes and borrows, as
is its wont. About 8 million households are going to pay
more through the carbon dioxide tax than they will
receive in compensation, so that is going to be very
cold comfort for those people, many of whom reside in
Victoria.
It is also interesting to note that the compensation
package that is to be implemented — $200 million over
seven years — will be less than the scheme originally
proposed under former Prime Minister Rudd, which
was $200 million over five years. Even from that cold
analysis you can see that it is going down and that it
will be inadequate.
In terms of costs for Victorian schools, hospitals and
public transport, it is again clear that the impact of this
tax has not been thought through and that those
opposite are not standing up for the various institutions
within their electorates. Public hospitals are going to be
$13.6 million worse off. Every state public school is
going to be in the vicinity of $9100 worse off. Public
transport will face rising costs of fuel, repairs and
maintenance and asset replacements. Last but not least
there is the cost of housing. There will be an ongoing
avalanche of cost increases and pressures in all areas,
with totally inadequate compensation — in fact no
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compensation for schools and hospitals. Who is going
to bear the brunt of all that? It is going to be the
taxpayers and residents of Victoria. What are members
opposite doing? Absolutely nothing. They remain mute
against this disgraceful carbon dioxide tax that is going
to hurt all Victorians.
This tax will disproportionately hurt Victoria because
of our world-class endowment of brown coal resources
and the fact that we rely on brown coal for our energy
generation. Brown coal is responsible for over 90 per
cent of our electricity needs and, despite the fact that
Labor wants to shut down a lot of those generators,
there has been no explanation as to how they will be
replaced. Again, this is a fanciful notion that will put a
dagger through the heart of the Latrobe Valley and
result in massive job losses and dislocation for industry,
not only in the Latrobe Valley but throughout the state
of Victoria. Various detailed reports and analysis has
been conducted in relation to the devastating impact
that such a proposition will have on the Latrobe Valley.
In terms of Victoria’s export position and the
international competitiveness of Australia relative to its
major trading partners, this tax is going to significantly
disadvantage us. This is an antibusiness tax. It will be a
financial millstone for all Australian businesses. The
Deloittes Access Economics report estimates that by
2015 state investment will be down by 6.63 per cent,
which equates to around $6.3 billion. If you say it fast,
it does not seem like much, but if you think about it in
terms of jobs and the impact upon the Victorian
economy, you realise that it is an absolute disaster.
Those opposite should be ashamed of remaining silent
on the impending introduction of this tax.
The motion also refers to federal Treasury modelling,
which estimates that Victoria will be hit first and
hardest, damaging Victoria’s gross state product more
than that of any other state for the next 25 years. I have
mentioned that in passing in relation to our major
manufacturing establishments and significant food
producers. The impact on the dairy sector alone is
estimated to be $30 million, which equates to
$5687 worth of additional costs on every Victorian
dairy farm.
I am about to run out of time, but one thing is certain:
Labor, true to form, is spending about $70 million on
spin and advertising, including $24 million post-1 July.
The whole proposition is based on a lie, and those
opposite should be condemned for not standing up to it.
I commend the motion to the house.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — This is
a farce of a motion. It is the most hypocritical motion
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this government has moved in this house all year. It is
from a coalition of political parties whose members sit
there and say that theoretically they care about the
environment and they care about carbon pollution, and
that we need to do something about it. They are the
same people whose former national leader, Prime
Minister John Howard, supported an energy trading
scheme — a carbon price is an equivalent of that. The
reality that we face is: if you want to do something
about the environment, then clearly you have got to
change the rules. All the best thinkers around the world
say that if you want to do something about the
environment, you put in place a market-based
mechanism where the market factors in the
environmental costs because we live in a global market
economy.
Through the work I have been doing with the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association I have had
the pleasure of being a representative on its climate
change working group and I have chaired a number of
international sessions with a number of members of
Parliament from around the world. We in Australia,
particularly the conservative parties, are way off the
mark compared to what other political parties are doing
around the world. Other conservative political parties,
like those even in New Zealand and in the UK, are way
ahead of Australia on the debate. It is Australian
conservative politicians who are reactionary on this.
We have seen other countries that have developed a
market base and are committed to developing
market-based mechanisms where the environment is
taken into account. There is no better way to develop a
market-based mechanism than by creating an energy
trading system — which, since Tony Abbott became its
leader, the federal opposition now opposes, even
though when Malcolm Turnbull was leader it
supported it — and of course carbon pricing is part of
that if you cannot end up delivering on the technicalities
of an energy trading system. Yes, you can criticise the
Prime Minister.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Of course you will, as
you are criticised for your own actions. But let us look
at the reality at the federal level. The Australian public
voted for a minority government and a
Greens-controlled Senate. Whether Tony Abbott was
Prime Minister or not, people would be bagging the
government, because as we all know it is very difficult
to run a government when you are a minority
government in the lower house and you do not control
the numbers in the upper house. Right? It is basic
maths; we all know that as politicians. Of course you sit

2747

there and accept it as part of that arrangement. The
Nationals had to dump a whole lot of stuff to have the
benefit of being a coalition partner; as part of their
coalition agreement they would have had to do things
that were different to what each party supported doing.
However, they ended up choosing that the two parties
would be joined together in government, and each party
does not necessarily get its own way. The Prime
Minister at least said that the terms of forming a stable
government and doing something on the environment
were around a carbon tax.
Let us look at some of the rubbish in the motion:
… increase the cost of living for all Victorian families …

We all know there is a compensation package. I bet you
not one single member from the government side will
give any of the compensation package back. I am sure
they will not be sitting there organising petitions in their
electorates stating, ‘We don’t want the federal
government compensation package’. The point is that
the federal government accepts that with the carbon tax
there will be an increase in costs and it has rejigged the
system so that the lowest paid — those who are the
most vulnerable — will get compensated.
Okay, there is a flow-on cost to business. But as we all
know, there are a whole lot of other reasons why
businesses increase costs. I look at some of the
electricity pricing — and there are big debates going on
in New South Wales — and why the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission is inquiring
into price gouging. Businesses are using the carbon
price as an excuse to jack up prices, and it should
investigate these things. Is it not a wonderful
opportunity? Every time the system is changed, they
jack up the prices. Do you know when that happened?
The same thing happened with the GST, and the same
thing happened when we went to decimal currency.
Some people will use such an opportunity to price
gouge and increase prices at a higher rate than the real
cost increases.
You cannot go around to every single business and go
through their books to see how much of an increase is
as a result of a carbon price. But we know from looking
at some of the work done on electricity prices in New
South Wales — because the companies there are a little
bit more transparent than they are here — that the
carbon price accounts for only about half of the
electricity price increases there. What a wonderful
opportunity for power companies to jack up the price.
They blame the carbon tax and use it as an excuse for
why they have increased their prices at a much higher
rate than they should have.
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When the GST came in there was a readjustment, was
there not? There was a readjustment because everything
went up, except for food, by 10 per cent — but even
food went up because of the embedded costs of the
GST. Of course there is also a range of embedded costs
in the CPI, but let us not just assume that all increases
are because of the carbon price. That is the message
from the federal opposition and what it is trying to
convince Australians of and fool them about, and it is
exactly what this state coalition government is also
trying to do. It says the carbon price will hurt our export
potential because of our coal resources. No-one is
saying that by supporting carbon pricing and doing
something about carbon emissions you will not still be
able to have coal energy production and will not be able
to do things with that coal.
We were moving to an energy trading system in
Victoria, and the previous government invested in a
whole lot of resources, which this government is rightly
continuing, around the potential of new technologies
and cleaning up carbon dioxide emissions as much as
possible. There are a whole lot of innovations to invest
in and solutions to help reduce the impact on the
environment. That is why having a market-based price
and mechanism helps you make those investment
decisions.
In the motion there is a reference to cost increases for
schools and hospitals, basically being through the
power bill increases that are imposed by the federal
government. But this is at the same time that this
government has stopped the school building program.
The whole idea of that was about modernising and
building new schools. But no, this government is
bandaiding. It has dumped the schools rebuilding
program of the previous government and is now putting
money into what it calls school maintenance. Providing
school maintenance is bandaiding; that is the reality of
it. Building new schools was our plan.
If you look at the building stock, you see that the
majority of schools in Victoria were built from the
1950s to the 1970s, when we had our last big
population boom. Those schools — they are still like
that; there are many in my electorate — have been
continually patched up, year after year. If you actually
rebuilt — —
Mrs Victoria — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I know this motion is fairly wide ranging, but I
do believe this is straying quite considerably from the
motion before the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do not
uphold the point of order. I ask the member to continue.
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Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — It is part (4) of the
government’s own motion, if the member actually
looked at it. The whole idea is that if the government
invested in newer technologies, including in building
new schools, it would save a whole lot more money
than the cost increases from a carbon price. So it should
not use the carbon price as an excuse for why it is not
doing things for the community and why it is not
making public buildings more energy efficient, as we
all should. The public would expect us to be putting
more resources into making our public buildings more
energy efficient. It is something that we should all be
doing, and the carbon price will, in effect, help motivate
us to do more as governments and as individuals.
This is just filling in during a week when the
government has no real agenda or program. Because
the carbon price comes in on 1 July, it just throws in
something new because there is nothing else to debate
during this week in Parliament. It creates some space to
highlight that there is no real legislative agenda and no
real initiatives from a ho-hum government. That is why
we are faced with this motion. It is a silly motion.
At the end of the day, when the carbon price comes
through and people start adjusting to it, I have every
confidence that we will all sit here and say, ‘I wonder
what all the hoo-ha was about?’. I will even be daring
enough to say that the same occurred with the GST.
Some of us were cynics about the GST, but once it
happened we realised that at the end of the day we
could live with it. Yes, there was price readjustment,
and yes, there was compensation. We could argue
about the adequacy and the amount, but we all adjusted
to it and we can live with it in the same way we will
live with the carbon price. We will adjust to it in the
future, and we will get a much better environment for
our kids.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I was elected in
the 2006 election, but there were an awful lot of
members from the eastern corridor who lost their seats
in the 2002 election because of the fanciful language
that had been used — in fact outright changes of policy
that happened before and after the 2002 election. In
2006 some of that was corrected. In 2002 the then
Premier, Steve Bracks, stood up in the eastern corridor
and said there would be no tolls. Within weeks of being
elected — —
Mr Howard — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the member speaking now recently got up and
raised a point of order about what one of our members
was speaking about, saying that the member for
Dandenong was not speaking on the legislation. The
member is now going down the track of talking about
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roadworks carried out by the last state government. I
ask you to draw the member for Bayswater’s attention
to the need to at least start off by talking about the
motion before us.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member for Bayswater had just commenced her
presentation. In terms of a speech, I think you could say
she was setting the scene. Members of Parliament are
allowed to actually set the scene, particularly on a
motion which, as has been pointed out by the member
for Dandenong, is a very wide-ranging motion. The
member for Bayswater is allowed to set the scene by
making some preliminary remarks, which is what she is
doing. I take up the point raised in the point of order. It
does not really matter what points of order members
have made in the past. There are standing orders in this
Parliament which require a member to speak to the
motion, and the member for Bayswater is speaking to
the motion.
Ms Richardson — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, it might help the house in setting the scene, as
has been described by the member opposite, that the
you draw the member’s attention back to the motion
before the house in setting her scene.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do not
uphold the point of order at this moment. I think the
member was setting the scene.
Mrs VICTORIA — Indeed I was setting the scene,
and I was reminding those opposite that when an
electorate gets told things and then a flip-flop — as it
was called constantly in the media — takes place, it
comes back to bite them at the following election. I
think that is exactly what will happen at the next federal
election. If we cast our minds back to 16 August 2010,
the Prime Minister said:
There will be no carbon tax under the government I lead.

We had the federal election on 21 August that year, and
on 25 February 2011 the Prime Minister announced the
carbon tax — an absolute flip-flop. It was not taken to
the electorate. At the time of the election we were sold
on a concept that was completely different to what we
have in front of us now. I would say that an impost of
$23 per tonne, initially, for this carbon dioxide tax is an
unfair impost on Victorians — on Australians full stop,
but certainly here in Victoria we are going to be hit very
hard.
This government commissioned a Deloitte Access
Economics brief on the model of the carbon tax and the
impact it would have on Victoria. The findings were
shocking, to say the least. Deloitte Access Economics
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found that by 2015 there would be 35 000 fewer jobs in
Victoria. We hear from the opposition members about
how they are all about job creation, yet they do not
stand up against their federal counterparts and say,
‘What are you doing to jobs in our state?’. They need to
be more vocal. They are silent on this matter in
standing up for their constituencies, and I think that is a
real shame.
The carbon dioxide tax is driving instability. I look at
the seat of Bayswater and where we are at; there are an
awful lot of manufacturing and commercial businesses
in my electorate, and a lot of them are very nervous.
They have actually said to me that they are not
employing people at the moment. They have vacancies,
but they are not employing because they do not know
what the cost of this tax is going to mean in real terms.
If we look again at the Deloitte Access Economics
report, we see that it is estimated that in three years the
budget will be almost $660 million worse off. That is
something we cannot afford at a time of great
uncertainty in the world, with the global financial crisis
hitting as it is. This tax is bad for business, it is bad for
Victorians and it is really bad timing.
That $660 million could be put towards schools. I hear
opposition members talk about how there should be
replacement of school buildings rather than just
maintenance of them. I remind them that they had
11 years to do that, and many of the schools in the
Bayswater electorate were in a diabolical state. We
have done an awful lot to help progress that cause and
to make sure that schools are brought up to the sort of
standards that our children deserve when they are
learning. I also remind the opposition that hospitals,
police, roads, public transport and all those things cost
money. When we take money away from the state and
when we take money away from businesses, everybody
suffers. By 2020 the budget is estimated to be
$850 million worse off. I look at what we could be
spending that on, and I ask: why give us uncertainty in
times like this? It is terribly unfair.
I was looking at the MYOB carbon tax toolkit and a
blog for that toolkit, which says:
Confused about the carbon tax? Wondering why Australia
needs it and what it means for your business? Trying to make
up your mind whether it’s an opportunity or a risk?
You’re not alone. We recently did some digging around,
tapping the pulse of business owners and managers on their
thoughts about the carbon tax. We found many had more
questions than answers about how it will affect them —

again the uncertainty —
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The recent MYOB insights panel — held with almost 400 of
your peers — discovered only 36 per cent were ‘well aware’
of the carbon tax introduction. Tellingly, 60 per cent said they
were either fairly or very concerned about it.
So, plenty of business owners are in the same situation despite
the tax being only weeks away.

This is a job-killing tax.
I turn to my own electorate. The minutes of a Knox
City Council meeting of 24 May say under item 3.1,
preparation of proposed 2012–13 budget:
The proposed budget also includes funding for:
An allocation of $1.2 million for the estimated financial
impact of the implementation of the ‘carbon tax’ under
the commonwealth government’s Clean Energy
Future … legislation.

I look at what could be achieved in the Knox area for
$1.2 million — all the things that need doing, all the
things the council would like to do with that money —
but instead the council needs to allocate this sum to
make sure it is covering its backside for what the tax
will mean for the future of its constituency and local
area. It is a crying shame that this sum needs to be put
aside for that sort of thing. Rates have obviously
increased because of it, so it is hurting households.
As a government we have tried to counteract some of
this. We have extended our energy concessions and the
like to pensioners all year round, which provides them
with welcome relief, but that does not help everybody.
A couple of days ago I heard a caller on talkback radio,
a distraught lady, say she had received $312 in her bank
account and she asked how the $312 was going to last a
whole year. She said it would not come anywhere near
covering the increases in her bills. She asked how she
would find the balance and do what is right for her
family.
The desalination plant will not help. It will be an extra
impost on Victorians of nearly $2 million a day for the
next 30 years. We could also be diverting these funds to
important initiatives within our electorates. I think it
works out as something like $8 million a year per MP
in this house that we could be spending in our
electorates.
Mr Howard — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I think the member is straying a little again by
getting onto issues that are clearly not within the
motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do believe
the member is straying from the motion, and I bring her
back to it.
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Mrs VICTORIA — As a government we are trying
very hard to cut the cost of living through increasing
concessions, but federal Labor is doing exactly the
opposite. It is adding to the costs of those who are most
vulnerable by introducing this carbon dioxide tax. It
will directly hit electricity and gas prices, along with so
many other things.
This will be an absolute blight on Australia and will
affect where we sit on the world stage. I realise it is
important to have a good balanced approach and that at
some stage we need to take measures to protect the
environment — I am all for that — but we have to be
balanced. We have to protect our future, protect jobs
and make sure it is done in a timely manner, and that
has simply not happened. I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
add my contribution to the debate on this motion, which
I note was first moved on the date the state budget was
brought down, a day that the same budget advised of
further significant cuts to the public service, causing a
loss of jobs. Amongst those cuts was the closure of
Department of Primary Industries offices in Kyneton,
which is in my electorate, and in Ararat. I notice the
minister at the table, the Minister for Innovation,
Services and Small Business, acknowledging the
closure of those DPI offices, something that a number
of communities are concerned about. Jobs are being lost
in those communities. On that same day significant cuts
to TAFE funding were announced as part of that
budget, and we are only now starting to learn about the
significance of the resultant job losses as TAFE funding
has been cut.
Mrs Victoria — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I do not know that the TAFE system or what
is happening in it is relevant to the motion before the
house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I hope the
member is leading on to the actual motion.
Mr HOWARD — I certainly am, Deputy Speaker.
The previous speaker, the member for Bayswater, said
she was setting the scene. I am also setting the scene.
The day that this motion was first moved was the same
day the Baillieu government brought down its budget,
which made cuts to community health. Today I spoke
to the chief executive officer of Ballarat Community
Health. She told me that she believes that organisation
will lose $500 million, which again will see more jobs
cut. On the same day the state budget was brought
down, cutting jobs, the Minister for Energy and
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Resources moved this motion that says we should be
concerned about jobs being lost through the carbon
pricing scheme that the federal government has
introduced. It is clearly a false concern. It is a case of
scaremongering by the Baillieu government. It is
simply echoing the negativity of the federal Leader of
the Opposition, Tony Abbott.
The government wanted to focus its motion around the
Deloitte Access Economics report which it had
received. In talking about the report — and I wonder
why the report, which supposedly says lots of jobs will
be lost as a result of the carbon pricing scheme, has not
been properly and publicly released — the Treasurer
said that Victoria would be the first hit and the hardest
hit. As we have already heard from the member for
Monbulk, journalist Alison Caldwell said that that was
not what the report says. The Treasurer tried to say jobs
would be lost. He bumbled away, saying the Deloitte
report was following the figures that were provided by
Treasury, but another journalist said:
It doesn’t say that; have you read the report?

It was clearly pointed out that the details that were
provided were faulty and not to be relied upon. They
did not factor in key features in terms of support for
industry and so on that will be offered as part of the
overall carbon pricing package. It was very deceptive.
Let us go to the other central feature — the reason that
the federal government, supported by the Independents,
has introduced a carbon pricing scheme. Again, we
need to remind the government that former Liberal
Prime Minister John Howard said he was going to
introduce the scheme in 2012. When he was in
government, John Howard said he would introduce it
this year.
The now Premier said in 2009 that he supported a
carbon pollution reduction scheme or emissions trading
scheme, but suddenly having come to government, or
just ahead of coming to government, he decided, ‘No,
I’ll sing Tony Abbott’s tune; we’ll say this is going to
be the worst tax that was ever brought down, and we’ll
try to draw attention away from our budget, from which
there have been so many jobs lost and in which we
have not attempted to put any jobs plan’. Certainly in
my electorate we continue to see jobs lost every day
either as a result of direct government cuts or as a result
of government inaction in supporting the business
community appropriately.
In regard to the whole backdrop of climate change we
know that scientists right across this country — the
whole of the reputable scientific community — say that
climate change is real, we know that the United Nations
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Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change says that
we need to act on climate change, and we know that
there are many countries around the world that are
doing so. The member for Bayswater says we should
stand on the international stage, and yet in Denmark,
where I have just come back from, the whole of the
Parliament said only this year, ‘We’re going to go even
beyond the European Union’s setting of 20 per cent
renewable energy by 2020, and we’re going to go to
50 per cent electricity generated just by wind by 2020’.
I met with a representative from the Danish
Confederation of Industry — yes, industry — who said
in regard to that, ‘Climate change is real, and there are
so many benefits for our country in moving to the
forefront. We have already in wind gained so much
income for our country both by selling wind turbines
and by developing a wind industry’. They said, ‘There
are so many opportunities for us, and at the same time
we are developing a strong wind sector here and
building our own industry opportunities’. That was
something that was told to me on numerous occasions
while I was in Denmark. They are seeing the
opportunities of taking leadership — as have countries
across Europe and many other countries of the world —
because they are taking climate change seriously. They
are not being negative about it.
When the government asked Deloitte to report on the
effects of the carbon pricing scheme, did it get Deloitte
to do something that would cost the effects of not
responding to climate change? That is the very real cost
that we need to avoid for the people of this state — not
only the actual dollar costs but the effects.
We have already seen the potential of climate change
through increased flooding and increased droughts. We
know we have just come through that period of
10 years of drought, during which people were asking,
‘Is this perhaps the start of climate change?’. We do not
know, but we know that the predictions of scientists are
that there are going to be more periods of drought and
more periods of significant activity like floods and so
on, where clearly we will bear the brunt cost wise if we
do not respond.
We have also seen — and it was rather sad — the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change get up
to speak on this motion, supporting it and saying how
dreadful it is that we are going to have a carbon pricing
scheme, when you would have thought that the climate
change minister in this government would stand up to
do something about climate change. What has he done
since he has been in office? He has overseen the
dismantling of some significant climate change policy
developed under the former government. We have seen
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the wrecking of the wind energy industry in this state,
where no new are permits coming through and no new
development.
Instead in the electorate of the member for South-West
Coast Keppel Prince announced that 24 jobs will be lost
because it is not getting any contracts to build new wind
towers anymore, so direct jobs are being lost there. Tim
Piper from the Australian Industry Group said that we
know investment has been lost in the wind industry and
that there will also be unintended consequences. He is
concerned, as are other people in industry, by this
movement against the wind industry in this state, and it
is also happening against the solar industry.
The Hamilton Spectator of 29 May has an article
headlined ‘Solar sell-out?’, which points out that this
government has taken away the premium feed-in tariffs
that were offered. This government could have
continued them, but it has dropped them right back and
is happy to see them go altogether. The government has
got a transition arrangement in place, and then will be
leaving it up to the energy retailers in the near future.
Again we see those opportunities in solar energy that
could have provided industry and could have provided
jobs, especially in regional Victoria, I might add. These
opportunities are being lost because this government
and this Minister for Environment and Climate Change
are doing nothing. The minister is happy to see solar
energy opportunities go backwards.
What I have seen in Denmark and in other parts of
Europe just recently is that if you step forward in regard
to addressing climate change, there are so many
opportunities for the environment and the economics of
your country or your state. We are missing out on those
opportunities by turning our back on them. Not only
have we seen jobs lost at Keppel Prince but we have
also seen so many opportunities being lost lately, and
we want to see that turned around.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Northe) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and speak on the motion that relates to
the carbon dioxide tax, the timing of which is so
appalling that it creates a concern about job destruction.
We have just heard the member for Ballarat East
speaking about jobs. It is really interesting that some
jobs are important to the opposition and the opposition
leader but other jobs are not important to the opposition
or the opposition leader.
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms RYALL — That is right. We have a situation
where he will want to save all Victorian jobs except
those that are lost as a result of the carbon tax. It is
absolutely beyond me why some jobs are important and
some are not.
Ms Green — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house. We are talking about jobs, and
some people are not doing theirs.
Quorum formed.
Ms RYALL — It is interesting that we only have
one member of the opposition in the chamber — that is,
one member of the opposition who is actually doing
something. To not hear the truth, the opposition has
called a quorum!
I go back to the point that in the eyes of members of the
opposition some jobs are important but others are not. If
we look at the federal government’s view to having a
contract to close down 2000 megawatts of
brown-coal-fired generation and not only at the instance
of what we have just seen in Yallourn with the power
stations having to run off one generator because of
flooding, where would we be in that instance? Where
would our baseload power come from in that instance?
We have not heard a single utterance from the federal
government in relation to the impact this carbon tax
will have on our baseload power and its impact on jobs,
those in the Latrobe Valley area but also those in our
local area. From the Deloitte Access Economics report I
know there would be a significant impact on the City of
Whitehorse, which covers the majority of the Mitcham
electorate.
Given the circumstances, it is interesting that the
Brumby Labor government wanted to shut down a
quarter — that is, 400 megawatts — of the Hazelwood
power station, but it had no idea and no plan for how it
would pay for it, nor did it have a plan for how it would
replace the power that was required to be covered in
that event. We will soon see the impact of an immediate
10 per cent increase in electricity prices this year and a
9 per cent increase in gas prices, yet all we hear from
those opposite is that there is compensation. There is no
compensation for business, and there is no
compensation for state government services. Let us
look at some of those services.
Let us look at our hospitals. Members opposite are the
first to cry out about health services, but they have been
the last to cry out about the fact that health services are
going to be hit by millions of dollars of extra costs as a
result of the carbon dioxide tax. From mid-2012 these
extra costs will amount to $13.6 million per annum. As
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we move to 2020, there will be $143 million in extra
costs as a result of this tax. Where should that money
come from, according to the opposition? Have
members of the opposition picked up the phone? Have
they argued the case? How are they going to tell their
constituents that their hospitals are paying more money
as a result of this tax and that not a cent will be
allocated by the federal government to the state
government for those services?
It is exactly the same situation for our education
organisations. For the schools that our kids go to — not
just governments schools but non-government schools
as well — there will be massive increases in running
costs based on the conservative estimate of a 10 per
cent impact on utility costs. There will be a $4.2 million
increase in the first year, and it will rise after that. As I
said, that is not just state schools but non-government
schools as well. The conservative estimate of the
increase in costs for non-government schools is
$2 million. What are opposition members telling their
constituents in relation to where this money is coming
from? Will it come out of the sky? It is certainly not
coming from their colleagues in Canberra. We have
heard not a single word — not a single utterance. We
hear a lot about jobs, but we hear nothing about the job
impacts as a result of the carbon dioxide tax.
Having spent a considerable part of my working life in
business, I have a little bit of an understanding of what
happens when price impacts hit — impacts such as
increased electricity costs — and how such costs have
to be borne somewhere. Often that will lead to an
increased cost of the product. But not only that, there is
the supply chain at the other end, where everybody
increases their prices. Ultimately these costs end up
being charged to the customer. We hear the rhetoric:
‘But they are getting compensated!’. The thing is that
they might be getting compensation — they might
receive a little money — but will it cover the costs of
the vast number of services and products that go up in
price as a result? Because costs will flow on down the
supply chain to the end users, who are the customers
and our constituents.
I find the jobs issue quite interesting, particularly that
apparently people are going to be so sufficiently
compensated that all the costs of the carbon tax will be
covered. If members of the opposition were currently in
government, would they be putting their hands out for
the money to cover the government’s increased service
costs? Would they be doing that? I do not think they
would be. If the shoe was on the other foot, they would
absolutely be hounding the federal government, saying,
‘We need this money!’. Hang on a minute — they
would probably get that money if they were in
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government! It might just be that it is because they are
not in government that we are not getting this money.
Who knows what the method is around that, but what
we do know is that there will be supply chain issues and
ultimately cost increases in areas such as
manufacturing. There will be cost increases for
anything that requires the production of steel or
concrete. I did a bit of work at one point in time at the
Portland aluminium smelter, and I understand how that
works in terms of the enormous power generation that
is required there. In terms of the costs that we end up
with to make aluminium, to make concrete, to make the
supplies we need for our public transport system, to
build and improve our hospitals and to improve and to
build our schools, all these things will be affected. We
will get cost rises across the board.
In terms of local government, I have certainly heard
from the City of Whitehorse about how its costs are
going to rise significantly as a result of the carbon
dioxide tax. That will impact on rates, and I am not sure
how the federal government’s compensation will cover
all of those increases in rates. I am also concerned about
the community organisations in my electorate. We have
small organisations that provide great community
services. There are disability services, services that
support women in difficult circumstances, such as those
involving domestic violence, and a range of other
services, and their costs will go up. I am not sure where
their compensation will come from either. Where on
earth are they going to recover their costs from?
Once again I appeal to members of the opposition to
stop being silent on this issue, to stop avoiding the
issue, to come clean with their own constituents, to
come clean with the people of Victoria and to say
outwardly that they support this tax and that they
support the increased costs in the lives of their
constituents. I am grateful that at least someone in this
Parliament is standing up for Victorians and talking
about the costs, the jobs and the need for common
sense. I commend the motion to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this afternoon in support of the motion
moved by the Minister for Energy and Resources. One
of the fundamental things about this motion is the fact
that the federal government has no election mandate for
the carbon dioxide tax. As the motion states, this
represents a direct betrayal of the commitments made to
the Australian public before the 2010 election. On that
fateful day of 16 August 2010 — and we normally talk
about ‘those 3 little words’, but in this case it is ‘those
11 little words’ — we heard the Prime Minister say,
‘There will be no carbon tax under a government I
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lead’. That is a direct quote of a statement made by the
Prime Minister of Australia, Julia Gillard, down the
barrel of a Channel 10 camera, and it was said in a
desperate attempt to woo voters and shore up support
for a failing government.
That reminds me of what I see as the Labor way. I will
quote a former governor of Minnesota, Mr Jesse
Ventura, who in a previous life was a wrestler and a
wrestling commentator. His actual quote was ‘Win if
you can, lose if you must, but always cheat!’ That is the
quote from former Governor Ventura, and it pretty
much sums up this lie to the Australian people. The
public has certainly given its views on the carbon tax,
as have the backbenchers in the federal government.
I quote from the front page of the Geelong Advertiser
of 8 February:
Geelong has rejected the incoming carbon tax and will dump
Corangamite MP Darren Cheeseman at the next election,
according to an exclusive Geelong Advertiser reader survey.
The survey of more than 800 readers found 53 per cent of
people gave Julia Gillard’s carbon tax the thumbs down, with
12 per cent so opposed to the tax they will stop voting Labor.

On page 53 in its editorial of the same day it states:
These figures can’t be ignored by sitting member Darren
Cheeseman or, we might mention, the member for Corio,
Richard Marles, let alone their brethren in Canberra.
It’s impossible to see how this government can reverse its
slide. The bellwether has sounded.

It is no coincidence that in February of this year those
federal backbenchers who supported the coup against
Julia Gillard were all from manufacturing seats. Darren
Cheeseman, the member for Corangamite who
instigated the coup, Nick Champion, Owen Griffin,
Laura Smyth, Anthony Byrne and the former
manufacturing minister himself, Kim Carr, were at the
heart of this coup because they realise that this toxic
carbon tax is bad for their electorates and it is bad for
the country. Although federal members like Darren
Cheeseman will not say it publicly, they know that this
is a job-destroying tax and that is why they moved
against Prime Minister Gillard — but unfortunately to
no avail; she is still there.
On 28 February, the day after the coup, the Australian
commented on this in an article headed ‘Gillard can
never clean away this bloody mess’ — those are its
words, not mine — and it stated:
Gillard’s leadership is terminal. Whether she stays or goes,
with Rudd or without him, she’s finished because of how she
is seen: untrustworthy and unprincipled. However, she will
never concede it or accept it. Anyone who seeks to depose her
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has witnessed the measures she will take and the style of
campaign she will run to stay as leader.

That pretty much sums up the Prime Minister of this
country.
I will turn our attention to the Geelong district. Geelong
has a heavy manufacturing base, with companies like
Alcoa, Shell, the Ford Motor Company and Blue Circle
Southern Cement, and it will be drastically affected by
this toxic carbon tax. Interestingly each of these
companies is in one of the Geelong electorates, with
Alcoa in Bellarine, Shell in Lara, Ford in Geelong and
Blue Circle in my own electorate of South Barwon.
Where are the other members? Where are the member
for Geelong, the member for Bellarine and the member
for Lara? They are not in this house, they are not
standing up against this tax and they are not standing up
for manufacturing in Geelong.
When it comes to the crunch the best way to preserve
jobs in manufacturing in Geelong is to dump this
carbon tax. These are the big manufacturers in Geelong,
and they will receive some level of compensation, but
interestingly only Shell has invested in further plants
and equipment, with its investment in a water treatment
plant. The other companies are not investing in new
equipment.
The other issue is that there are a lot of small to
medium manufacturing enterprises in Geelong and they
will receive absolutely no compensation under this
carbon tax. Manufacturers such as Backwell IXL —
which manufactures the IXL Tastic that most people
would have in their bathroom — will not be
compensated. They will have to either bear the brunt of
this increased impost or pass it on, which means
increased costs of living to the consumer. As mentioned
earlier by the member for Ferntree Gully, electricity
prices from 1 July will rise by 10 per cent as a result of
this tax and gas will go up by 9 per cent.
We have a compensation package — and I use the
word ‘package’ in inverted commas — which is
completely inadequate for Victoria as far as our
schools, hospitals and public transport system go. It will
raise the cost of all those government services and
departments. Every time a student turns on a heater or
flicks on a light switch in their classroom the
government will have to find extra money to provide
basic things such as heating and power.
There are ads running at the moment about the
compensation scheme which we have all seen. There is
a nice kitchen shot with a fridge with the magnets and
the bills on it, and we are being told about this
marvellous amount of money that is going to be hitting
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our bank accounts. We are going to be compensated;
we are going to get this lovely amount of money placed
into our bank account. What a fine federal government
we have!
Federal government members are so ashamed of this
tax that they are not even prepared to tell you why you
are getting that extra money; they cannot look you in
the eye and tell you why. It is an absolute disgrace. It
has nothing to do with being a good, caring government
that wants to help you out with your power bill; we are
coming up to an election, and this is an election bribe
from the federal government to try to shore up its
position. As far as compensation goes it is a very
simple concept: do not tax in the first place and you do
not have to compensate. If this carbon tax were
removed, there would be absolutely no need for
compensation.
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Victorian businesses and destroy jobs by increasing
costs, especially in manufacturing, food processing and
the agriculture sector. In my electorate these sectors are
already doing it tough due to numerous federal Labor
government policies, like water buybacks, which are
directly reducing jobs for Victorians.
Commonwealth Treasury modelling for the carbon tax
demonstrates three things. One: there will be an
immediate 10 per cent increase in electricity prices and
a 9 per cent increase in gas prices in the first year. Two:
around 8 million households across Australia will pay
more through the carbon tax than they will receive in
compensation, which the federal government has
admitted to, while there is no direct compensation for
small business or state governments. Three: Victoria
will be the hardest hit by the carbon tax until about
2038.

As I said, in the Geelong region cement manufacturers,
petroleum refiners and aluminium producers are
manufacturers that are susceptible to the carbon tax.
The problem is that this tax could — and probably
will — end up sending some of these manufacturers
overseas, so you will see investment in aluminium
smelters in China, where there is no carbon tax and
there are cheap energy bills. All it will do is send
Australian jobs offshore. It will make absolutely no
difference to global emissions. If anything, it will put
them up. Companies such as Alcoa Australia are
leading the world in reducing emissions with regard to
the smelting of aluminium. If its smelters were to go
offshore, you would see jobs go and you would see an
increase in global emissions, which is absolute
madness.

Food processing and farmers are very important to my
electorate. Food production is integral to economic
wealth and growth in my electorate, and food producers
and processors such as milk companies and abattoirs
will wear the cost impacts of rising electricity bills
under Labor’s carbon tax. Furthermore, dairy
processors’ costs will increase by at least half a cent per
litre under the carbon tax. This represents $30 million
across the industry, or an average of $5587 for each and
every Victorian dairy farm. Food producers will also be
hit with indirect energy costs from on-farm inputs, such
as the production of fertiliser, farm chemicals and
transport, while irrigated dairy farms and horticulture
businesses will also have to contend with the impact of
rising electricity costs in relation to pumping irrigation
water.

A lot of these measures are temporary; they are
designed to get us through to the next election. This tax
will go up. It is clear that $23 is only the start of it. The
Greens would like to see it closer to $100 a tonne and
also being applied to fuel — to petrol and diesel. That is
where they want to this to go, and you can imagine the
cost to your hip pocket. With that, I am happy to
commend this motion to the house and — —

The Department of Primary Industries has undertaken
modelling based on five dairy farm scenarios with a
mix of irrigated and non-irrigated farms, factoring in
those direct and indirect costs. Farmers in my electorate
will be affected, with the modelling showing the impact
of the carbon tax ranging from $4879 for a small
irrigated farm in northern Victoria to up to $27 689 for
a large non-irrigated farm in the state’s south-west. If
you add the impact of the $5587 in reduced income
which companies will not be able to pass on to farmers
and the on-farm costs of $4879, you find that each farm
will be worse off by over $10 000. That is to come
directly off those dairy farmers’ incomes. That is at
least a $10 000 reduction in income for each dairy
farmer here in Victoria. Finally, Labor’s carbon tax will
reduce the competitiveness of Victoria’s agricultural
sector and hit intensive farming, including dairy,
horticulture, broiler farms and egg producers, the
hardest.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Northe) — The
member’s time has expired.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I will speak in support
of the motion that the federal government’s proposed
carbon dioxide tax will increase the cost of living for all
Victorian families. After announcing that she would not
impose this tax in the lead-up to the 2010 election, Julia
Gillard did a backflip later on. The Gillard
government’s carbon tax categorically increases cost of
living pressures on all Victorians, and it will hurt
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We have had some interesting contributions from
opposition members. The member for Monbulk
claimed that we abolished the premium solar feed-in
tariff. We did not abolish the premium solar feed-in
tariff. When Labor brought in the tariff during its term
in government, it imposed a limit of 100 megawatts.
Under its legislation there was no plan for when we had
reached that total. The coalition government has
introduced a plan. Rather than having a tariff of
66 cents per kilowatt hour, as Labor had in its system,
we have a tariff of 25 cents per kilowatt hour. In its
system Labor was proposing to rob from the poor, who
could not afford to put solar panels on their roofs, and
give to the rich, who could. I would have thought that
the Labor Party was here to represent the workers —
that is what it traditionally says — but in this it walked
away from them. Labor said it was fine to charge
people who could not afford to put in solar panels more
for their power so that the rich, who could afford solar
panels, could be paid exorbitant prices for their power.
We introduced a bill for a solar feed-in tariff of 25 cents
per kilowatt hour, which made it worthwhile for people
to install solar panels and did not have a big impact on
the price of electricity for people who could not afford
to do so.
The member for Monbulk said that the coalition
government is walking away from jobs in the
environment sector. Nothing could be further from the
truth. This coalition government went to the last
election with a commitment to introduce another
60 Landcare facilitators, and that has been delivered.
That was our election commitment, and we have
delivered it. It is well known right across Australia and
now across the world that the Landcare model, which
started here in Victoria, is the model for improving the
environment. This government has been very up-front
in giving Landcare the support it deserves.
One of the other issues with this motion is that it talks
about the timing. We have heard the opposition talk
about John Howard in 2007. Let us remember that in
2007 our federal budget was somewhere in the range of
$40 billion in surplus. In 2012, when this tax is being
introduced, the federal budget is in deficit and Australia
has gone from having reserves of $40 billion to having
a debt approaching $300 billion. It is unbelievable that
the federal government should bring in a carbon tax
which will drive jobs out of the country and drive up
costs.
One of the things we should remember is the hypocrisy
of Labor. In 2005 the Bracks government signed a deed
with International Power, Hazelwood, to provide access
to coal. Premier Bracks is reported in Hansard of
6 September 2005 as saying:
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International Power’s 1600 megawatt Hazelwood power
station contributes about 25 per cent of Victoria’s base load
electricity.
It is one of the crucial and important generators in this
state — and obviously crucial for security of supply in this
state also.

However, in a media release of 26 July 2010, the then
Premier, Mr Brumby, said:
The most cost-effective way to clean up our environment and
achieve this reduction in greenhouse gas over the next four
years is to close two of the eight units at Hazelwood power
station.

That was a definite backflip on the part of those
opposite.
What we also have to remember — and you, Acting
Speaker, would be well aware of this — is that if we
had gone down that track, a fortnight ago when water
got into the mine the lights would have gone out in this
state because there would not have been enough power.
It is therefore imperative that the government ensure
there is enough power generated in this state. With
those few words, I conclude my remarks.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — It is a great pleasure to
make a contribution to this debate. It is certainly an
important debate, and I commend the Minister for
Energy and Resources on his notice of motion
concerning the carbon dioxide tax. This is a tax that
without doubt will hurt Victorians. It is an unacceptable
hurt that will be spread right across not only Victoria
but Australia. It will hurt volunteer organisations, clubs,
schools, hospitals and public transport — and the list
goes on.
In the contributions to the debate by members who
spoke before me we heard about Prime Minister Julia
Gillard’s broken promise. Just before the last federal
election she said, ‘There will be no carbon tax under
any government I lead’. What happened? Voters were
tricked. This was the ultimate betrayal and anyone —
and we have heard this previously — who thinks voters
will not resent a carbon tax will get a rude shock at the
next election. Without a doubt, voters were deceived. I
will be very interested to see the implications of this tax
at the 2013 federal election.
We have heard that this carbon dioxide tax will increase
the cost of living for all of us. It will add 10 per cent to
our electricity bills and 9 per cent to our gas bills. The
costs of food, manufacturing and service delivery will
all be impacted upon, and we have members of the state
opposition remaining silent. They are prepared to stand
up and support their federal Labor mates. They are
turning their backs on their Victorian constituents by
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not being vocal in their opposition to this tax. They do
not care, but we certainly do. The state coalition
government realises that the tax will hurt Victorians.
We have heard that Victorian hospitals will have to pay
$13.6 million in tax per annum. Between 2012 and
2020 this equates to $143 million in extra payments
hospitals will have to make. It will impact on the
Frankston Hospital and the Monash Medical Centre,
both of which service my electorate. Imagine how
much extra investment in nurses, doctors and
equipment we could be making if we did not have to
pay $143 million potentially from 2012 to 2020. It is
criminal.
Then there are our Victorian schools. There are
15 primary schools and 2 secondary schools in my
electorate. The principals and teachers are telling me
they are concerned about the extra costs this tax will
impose on their budgets. What are they going to cut?
How are they going to pay for the increase in electricity
charges? The figure we are hearing is $4.2 million. This
represents the extra costs that just primary schools will
have to cover. It will certainly damage our
communities. We will see the cost of the carbon tax
ricochet and see its effects throughout our community.
Churches, clubs and local organisations such as the
Rotary and Lions clubs will all be forced to make tough
decisions about which programs they run and which
initiatives they pull.
My local councils are feeling the burden of the tax, and
they are being very vocal about the impact it will have
on the community. The City of Kingston has just
released its draft budget for 2012–13, and we believe
rates will increase by 6.35 per cent. Cr John Ronke, the
mayor, has attributed some of that unexpected rate
increase to the impact of the carbon tax. Frankston City
Council is facing similar issues. Most councils will be
footing carbon tax bills of well over $1 million. This
money has to come from somewhere. Where will it
come from? It will come from residents within their
communities. Once more households are going to have
to cough up to cover these expenses. The Municipal
Association of Victoria, a local government peak body,
believes that on average council rates will go up over
3 per cent as a result of the carbon tax.
We have heard other speakers say that this is a
job-destroying tax, and I certainly agree. This tax is
eroding business profits and confidence within
businesses, and I believe the consequence will be job
losses. We are already seeing that occur. Last year it
was reported in the Mordialloc Chelsea Leader that the
imminent introduction of the carbon tax has already
created job uncertainty in Melbourne’s south-eastern
manufacturing sector. It has delayed investment
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decisions in Victoria. While the country holds its breath
waiting for the impact of the tax, local businesses are
busy investigating moving overseas. I am hearing this
from local manufacturers in the south-east who are
looking at moving to manufacturing hubs where tax
breaks and other incentives are being offered. This
again is criminal.
The executive officer of the South East Melbourne
Manufacturers Alliance, Paul Dowling, has been
quoted as saying that the lure of an 8-to-10-year
tax-free status in South-East Asia has businesses
delaying investment decisions. This alliance has
180 members and more than 9200 workers.
Mr Dowling has said that a carbon tax of $20 a tonne
was set to cost one association member between 6 per
cent and 10 per cent of sales. This company’s Asian
competitors will be the ones to benefit from the rising
costs of manufacturing in Victoria.
I believe federal Labor has not thought this tax through.
The tax will put an unnecessary burden not only on
businesses but also on households. To see that we only
have to look at the compensation arrangements. They
are messy and misguided, with the government dishing
out compensation to some households and leaving other
households literally out in the cold.
In the suburb of Chelsea in my electorate 39 per cent of
households are single-parent families. They cannot
afford for the government’s estimated calculations to be
wrong. This will certainly put them under increasing
strain. With just weeks to go before this dreadful tax is
imposed, I have many families in my electorate unsure
as to whether they will receive compensation. They are
asking me, ‘How far will my supposed $200 stretch?’.
They have used the federal government’s online
calculator, and they are still confused.
Pensioners are already having difficulties paying their
bills. Even the hugely conservative estimate of a $10 a
week rise in the cost of living is too much for many
pensioners in my area to cope with. A local senior has
raised her concerns with me, saying, ‘The federal
government cannot possibly foresee all the
ramifications of this tax. Please plead with them to stop
introducing new taxes. If they need more money, we’re
not fooled. Adjust an existing tax; don’t bring in
another one’.
The sad thing is that Australians have not had a chance
to vote on this tax. They were lied to, they were
deceived, and they are justifiably angry about it. The
carbon tax comes with a by-line: ‘Federal Labor — we
break our promises’. It says to the disillusioned voters
that the government of the people ignores the voices of
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the people. I implore the members of the opposition to
support Victorians and denounce the introduction of
this tax. With that, I commend the motion to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am very pleased to
rise to join this debate on the motion on the carbon tax,
and I commend the Minister for Energy and Resources
for bringing it forward. It has been a very illuminating
debate. If we cast our minds back to 1 May and the
contributions of the lead speakers for the opposition, we
remember that several took the same position. We had a
series of stunts, with references to alpine grazing, which
has absolutely nothing to do with the carbon tax.
We heard the hypocrisy of opposition members, which
has been shown again today, with allegations that the
solar feed-in tariff was abolished by this government.
The fact — as you, Acting Speaker, and I know — is
that that scheme was supposed to last for years. It was
supposed to be an ongoing scheme, but it had a cap.
That was put in place by the then Minister for Energy
and Resources, Peter Batchelor. I do not wish to speak
ill of the departed, in the sense that he is no longer in
this place, but as with many things touched by that
particular minister that scheme proved to be poorly
constructed because it simply did not meet the test of
time and the cap on it was reached earlier this year. The
government has, of course, put in place a further
scheme to make sure that there is still an incentive.
For Labor members to come into this house and suggest
that we have abolished the scheme is utter, complete
and absolute hypocrisy. They simply could not design a
scheme properly in the first place. Every single person
who had access to that scheme continues to have access
to that scheme. Not one person who had access before
has lost that access.
The fact is that throughout this debate opposition
members have completely failed to address the central
issues. Even earlier today we have seen that. We have
had stunts, with quorums called for. Now absolutely
no-one on the other side wishes to participate in the
debate. That highlights the hollowness of the
contributions that were made to the debate about the
government business program and the crocodile tears
that were shed about the lack of speaking opportunities.
Clearly when there are opportunities for those opposite
to contribute to debate, yet they do not wish to take
them.
We have had from those on the other side in this debate
nothing better than a series of personal attacks,
diversions and misrepresentations — anything but
addressing the subject — because they simply do not
get it. They do not understand that the carbon tax will

Tuesday, 19 June 2012

add costs to business, and if it adds costs to business, it
costs jobs; people lose their jobs. It also adds costs to
government services. The fact is that we have a finite
amount to spend on services, so when they cost more
you have to provide less of them. The impact of this tax
will be fewer jobs and fewer services for the
community.
There will be additional costs for health care, additional
costs for schools, additional costs for public transport
and additional costs for councils. Extra costs, more
spending and less delivery will be the impact of this
tax. It will make our exporters, who are such an
important part of the Victorian economy, less
competitive. We already have a strong dollar — not as
strong as it was but still relatively strong, certainly in
historical terms — and this carbon tax will add another
layer of costs and make our exporters even less
competitive. That again will mean fewer jobs, yet
opposition members refuse to recognise the impact of
this tax. They would rather back their mates in
Canberra than back people in Victoria who need to
keep working.
As you, Acting Speaker, I am sure would agree, it is
never a good time to introduce a tax of this type. But
this surely is the worst possible time to introduce this
tax. Those opposite clearly do not get it. They do not
seem to understand just how tough conditions are. The
fact is that this tax has the potential to stop the
Australian economy in its tracks. Victorians expect
their representatives to be doing everything in their
power to keep people in work and to keep the economy
at least ticking over, and preferably growing. That is
what this government is trying to do, and figures that
have been released in the past couple of weeks indicate
that we are starting to get some traction there. But I
have to say that we are getting absolutely zero support
from opposition members.
We know that this tax is going to give Victoria a huge
jolt. Energy costs will soar, with electricity prices going
up at least 10 per cent and gas prices going up 9 per
cent — and the impact will still be felt 25 years from
now. In the next three years it will have a direct impact,
with 35 000 fewer jobs, many of them in regional
Victoria; per capita income is likely to be down $1050;
and the gross state product will be down 1.8 per cent or
$6 billion at least. These are horrendous figures, and
they will certainly impact particularly on areas such as
the Latrobe Valley. When we had the regional sitting at
Churchill we discussed the carbon capture and storage
bill. We had lots of commentary from Labor members
about the wonderful resource of brown coal that we
have in the Latrobe Valley; now they want to toss the
valley overboard. It is absolutely despicable.
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I conclude by saying that once again Labor members
have gone missing. Once again they have demonstrated
very clearly to the people of Victoria that they do not
care. The response of opposition members to this tax
makes it very clear that not only do the Gillard
government and federal Labor stand condemned but
their mates in Spring Street stand condemned with
them. That is absolutely clear from this debate, and they
too must shoulder the blame for the consequences.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I will make a brief
contribution to debate on this motion regarding the
carbon tax. As members of this side of the house have
said, this issue highlights the hypocrisy of the federal
government, the hypocrisy of the state Labor Party and
how out of touch Labor governments are in general.
We are going to grapple with the consequences of this.
There is nervousness out there in relation to what the
carbon tax really means. I am sure the consequences
will continue to make an impact.
As other speakers have said, the Prime Minister, Julia
There-Will-Be-No-Carbon-Tax Gillard, executed the
greatest act of betrayal since Steve Bracks, a former
Premier, said that his government would not pump
water from north of the Great Dividing Range to
Melbourne. Clearly the carbon tax is going to result in a
significant cost imposition on all Victorians, including
many rural Victorians. The deceit of the Gillard
government continues. For example, the income
redistribution strategy, which is supposed to help
people meet additional costs, is seen by many as a
cynical exercise in vote buying. I will pass the message
to Ms Gillard and others that regional Victorians can
see through that deceit and dishonesty. Whilst they will
spend the money on goods, I can assure members that
that will not buy their vote, because regional Victorians
want someone of substance to represent them. They
want a government that knows about the operation of
the Australian economy and how to make sure that we
remain competitive.
I find it interesting that our Prime Minister is on the
world stage at the moment telling the rest of the world
to follow our lead when managing their economies.
That should be done at a comedy theatre. She is the
former federal Minister for Education who oversaw the
Building the Education Revolution program. Although
good projects were undertaken through that program,
their cost was more than 40 per cent in excess of what
they should have been. There was the pink batts saga.
There have been many examples of absolutely
incompetent management, so it is amazing that our
Prime Minister went out onto the world stage and
suggested that people should follow our lead and that
all will be well.
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In relation to the local level, my colleague the member
for Rodney — who by chance is Acting Speaker at the
moment — gave me a briefing before I got up to speak.
He told me that the increase in costs for the average
dairy farmer was going to be in the order of
$10 000 per family farm operation per year. That is a
combination of the increasing costs of inputs and the
decrease in prices paid by processors, because they also
have to wear increased costs. To compete they needed
to pull back what they could pay to the supplier. Even
on my small farm, which is a beef farm, I know the
carbon tax will add several thousand dollars in extra
costs every year. Those extra costs will be electricity
costs in particular, because I rely on electricity to pump
my bore water through a pipe and trough system to get
water to my livestock. They are just two very small
examples of the inevitable impacts of a carbon tax at
the local level. I am sure we are going to see many
more as the whole package unfolds.
Previous speakers have mentioned that the timing could
not be worse. There is a tough economy out there. If
people got beyond the end of tram tracks, they would
see the mess we inherited from Labor — that is,
massive cost blow-outs left, right and centre — and the
turn down in the global economy. We realise it is a time
for efficiencies and tightening the belt. The
Baillieu-Ryan government is attempting to do that, but
this carbon tax is going to put us at a competitive
disadvantage in relation to our overseas competitors.
Those who live in cosy inner suburbs may not realise
that Victoria and Australia export a very large
proportion of the agricultural food and fibre we produce
and are very much at the mercy of global factors.
We already have a very high Australian dollar, which
means we start off being less competitive. If a carbon
tax is then imposed, we are going to struggle to
maintain market access, given that many of our
competitors do not have a similar cost imposition. You,
Acting Speaker, know that when you lose market
access, for whatever reason, you have a darn hard job to
get that market access back. Once countries like the
United States, Brazil, Argentina and various others
which are producing competing products grab the
market share, they will do what is necessary to hold it.
It defies common sense to introduce a carbon tax in an
environment where the global economy is tough and
export industries — whether they be the primary
industries or manufacturing industries — are already
battling to retain market share at a profitable level. I
share the concerns of people on the conservative side of
politics. This is yet another example of the deceit and
incompetence of the federal Labor government. It will
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cost Australians dearly and impact on our standard of
living.
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — It is a pleasure to rise to
speak in the debate on the carbon tax. I have been
involved with tax in my business life for over 20 years.
Every member on this side of the house who has also
worked in business has had to deal with tax. In my
business life as an accountant and financial planner I
also had to do that. Over the years capital gains tax,
fringe benefits tax and the GST were introduced — all
those different taxes were introduced. There is more
than one change to tax law every day. There have been
over 350 changes to tax legislation each year. That is a
massive number of changes, and it does not give
stability to businesses moving forward. But this change
is bigger.
I note that the member for Dandenong talked about the
GST being introduced. We just got used to the GST; we
may not have liked it when it first came in, but we have
got used to it. That is true, and it will be true in relation
to this matter as well. A tax will be imposed, and we
will just get used to it. There will be the water charge in
relation to the desalination plant; we will just get used
to that too. But does that mean it is right, just because
we get used to it? I do not think so.
When we first heard about the carbon tax and why it
was put forward it was all on the premise of our
needing to do something about the environment. I note
that the member for Ballarat East spoke about how all
reputable scientists were in agreement. I have just a
couple of quick points on that. In 2008 in the world
press 22 000 scientists disagreed with the United
Nations global warming push. I thought that was pretty
interesting to see. I also had a look at 2009 and found
that amid charges of the hiding and manipulation of
data and suppression of research by academics who
challenged global warming, over 30 000 American
scientists had urged the US government to reject the
Kyoto protocol. I just want to put this into perspective.
It is not the case that every reputable scientist agrees;
there is debate there.
US President Obama’s press secretary, Robert Gibbs,
said:
I think everybody is clear on the science. I think scientists are
clear on the science … I think that this notion that there is
some debate … on the science is kind of silly.

I thought that was pretty interesting: just because
people are against global warming theories, all of a
sudden they must be lunatics. Yet that is what this
carbon dioxide tax has been built on.
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It was also interesting to hear opposition members
saying, ‘This will make us meet more renewable and
sustainable’ — as they put it — ‘energy requirements’.
It is interesting that in relation to the state’s renewable
or sustainable energy targets, a Victorian
Auditor-General’s report of April 2011 said that in
2002 the then government committed in an election
statement to:
increase the share of Victoria’s electricity consumption from
renewable sources from 4 per cent to 10 per cent by 2010 …

That is quite a noble goal if you are into that type of
stuff, but you would think that if that was the left’s
position, those on the left would actually be wanting to
reach that target. They have thrown it out there and
have said, ‘Let’s try to reach it’, but that has not
happened at all. In any case, in 2002 Victoria was not at
4 per cent but at 3.6 per cent, and by 2009 Victoria had
only gone to about 3.9 per cent. Those opposite failed
in their targets miserably, and there will be failure in
relation to this tax.
Let us just bring it back: those opposite do not care
about renewable energy. They showed that when they
said they would go from 4 per cent in 2002 to 10 per
cent by 2010 but achieved nowhere near that. They do
not care about that. This is a tax that will be collected
for the coffers of the spendthrift federal government we
have. The money will be put into its budget to be spent
on more crazy programs that the federal government
implements.
What will that do to the Victorian economy? It is going
to increase electricity and gas prices by somewhere in
the range of 9 to 10 per cent. That is a huge cost to
place on the Victorian people. In my area of Frankston,
where the incomes are not as high as in other areas, that
is going to impact quite substantially. The federal
government says, ‘Hey, listen though: we’re going to
give that back to the people who really need it’. Is that
really going to be the case, or does that represent a new
bureaucracy that is going to be created? I think it is the
latter, because with a Labor government in control, that
is what happens. The bureaucracy gets bigger, it gets
more complex, it takes more money and it spends it on
the bureaucracy.
How is that going to affect small businesses? When
small businesses experience price increases they do not
always pass those on. In fact for the most part they let
them eat into their profits. They do not pass on every
single cost rise that comes through, whether it is in
relation to a product, a service or a utility. There comes
a time, however, when you do start passing that stuff
on. That is exactly the situation with respect to this
carbon tax. The price is going to be passed on, and
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people are going to be paying more money. It is a tax
we do not need. It is going to impact on Victoria. It is
going to affect our competitive advantage with brown
coal. The Labor members on the other side should be
standing up to their federal counterparts and saying ‘No
carbon tax!’.
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I am delighted to make
a contribution to this debate on the carbon dioxide tax. I
know that the people in the Bentleigh electorate are in
absolute fear in relation to this tax. There is so much
uncertainty, and people are coming into my office on a
daily basis.
I first want to put on the record that earlier today we
heard members of the opposition talk about the
opportunity to speak on bills, but the state of this house
is a true reflection of that issue. Three members of the
opposition are in the chamber, and we have only had
three opposition speakers on this motion. Opposition
members talk about having the opportunity to speak on
bills, but I think they need to take a bit of a look at
themselves.
Just on that, I note that those opposite talk about how
they care for the people of Victoria and their respective
constituents. Do they care? No. Are they for working
families? No. Do they want to create jobs? No. The
pièce de résistance is that the federal leader went to the
Victorian people and to the people of Australia and said
there would be no carbon tax under the government she
would lead. Furthermore, to date the state opposition
leader has not made a contribution to this debate on the
carbon tax, which I find quite interesting.
As I said, those opposite proclaim that they are for
Victorians, that they care and that they are for jobs and
all the rest of it, but this carbon tax could not come at a
worse time. Globally we are in very uncertain times,
nationally we are in very uncertain times and
consequently in Victoria we are in uncertain times.
What we are certain of, however, in Victoria is that the
Baillieu government has done the responsible thing. We
have handed down a responsible budget. We are pulling
things back into order and living within our means.
I just want to touch briefly on how this is going to
affect the health-care sector. I have some experience
there. In terms of hospital food, there used to be
cook-chill systems where the preparation of food was
either outsourced or done inside the hospital. A lot of
the outsourced cooking has now been brought back into
the hospital, and the energy required to prepare that
food for the inpatients is going to incur the carbon tax.
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What about the impact of fuel costs on the air
ambulance service and those who are heli-lifted from
regional Victoria to city metropolitan hospitals? There
is another carbon tax. What about the health services
that were exempt from GST under the Howard
government? Julia Gillard does not acknowledge health
care in the same manner. That is a significant point.
What about the aged-care sector? What about the
utilities for those elderly people who rely on mobility
treatments such as hydrotherapy? There is another
carbon tax. The list goes on. The elderly, most of whom
are on fixed incomes, are going to find it challenging.
This tax is going to affect not only nutritional aspects of
wellbeing for the elderly but also their physical
mobility. This is just ridiculous.
Look at the public hospital power bills; they will rise to
around $13.6 million from mid-2012. It is just
incredible. The cost of capital works to our hospitals
and health services will go up. In fact the Department
of Health has looked at the capital works for a number
of projects, and key materials in construction such as
concrete, steel and aluminium are all going to go up.
This really could not come at a worse time.
I have school leaders, including principals and teachers,
as well as parents, coming to talk to me about the
impact the carbon tax is going to have on their school
community. It is estimated that school running costs
will go up somewhere around 10 per cent. In order to
have a safe environment in which to learn, every child
needs to be warm in winter and cool in summer. How
are we going to do that? I do not think any wind turbine
or solar power panels are going to operate a school in
the extreme heat conditions which we have experienced
over the last couple of years, and they are certainly not
going to power the hospitals, particularly the operating
theatres, coronary care units and intensive care units. It
is just ridiculous.
There has been absolutely no thought or consultation as
to what impact the tax is going to have on all
Victorians, especially those who live within our
respective electorates. The constituents I represent in
Bentleigh are very concerned about the carbon tax.
They come to my office on a daily basis to ask, ‘How
will it impact on my health care? How will it impact on
my child’s education? How will it impact on my cost of
living? How will it impact on the food I put on the table
and the clothes I put on my back? Tell me how it is
going to impact on me’. I will make my contribution
brief. I think that this carbon tax could not come at a
worse time.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
motion before us on the carbon dioxide tax. I would
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like to say I take delight in rising to speak on this
motion, but unfortunately I do not take all that much
delight, because if the carbon dioxide tax did not exist,
then I would not have to get up here and explain to
those opposite why they should be advocating against
this carbon tax for their constituents and the people of
Victoria.
During the 2010 election, at which I was elected, one of
the things that was talked about a lot was the cost of
living and reducing or relieving the pressures on the
cost of living. I note that in debate on this year’s
appropriations bill a number of those opposite talked
about the cost of living. The member for Bellarine, the
member for Lara, the member for Ivanhoe, the member
for Narre Warren South, the member for Thomastown
and the member for Mill Park all got up to talk about
the cost of living; they all got up to talk about relieving
the pressures on the cost of living. However, I note that
of those opposite, only three members got up today to
talk about the carbon tax — the member for Ballarat
East, the member for Albert Park and the member for
Dandenong. But I do not remember hearing — and I
am happy to be corrected if I am wrong — any of those
members talk about relieving the pressures on the cost
of living.
The first group of members I mentioned stood up in this
place during the appropriations bill debate and talked
about relieving the pressures of the cost of living but
then had the gall to sit silent or not come in here at all to
talk about the pressures that this carbon dioxide tax will
place on people or the bills they will face because of it.
I find that amazing.
One of the most prominent issues I face when people
from my electorate of Burwood come into my
electorate office or call or contact me — whether they
are from Ashwood, Ashburton, Box Hill South,
Camberwell, Surrey Hills, Chadstone, Alamein,
Solway, Glen Iris or Wattle Park; it does not matter
where they come from in my electorate — is in relation
to the cost of living. If you add in the carbon dioxide
tax to the cost of living, including the 10 per cent
increase in electricity prices, the 9 per cent increase to
gas prices and the Tim Holding water charges — the
good old Holding charge on the desalination plant —
what we will see is an increase in the pressure that
people will face.
People do not have a bottomless pit of money from
which the Labor Party can just, on a whim, keep
drawing resources without thinking about the costs and
what is actually happening to people in their homes.
We need to think very hard about the cost of living
pressures that people face. This carbon tax — a tax that
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nobody asked for or wanted and that the Prime Minister
promised she would not give us — is going to so
greatly affect people’s bills that many of them are going
to be pushed to the brink.
The member for Frankston talked about the pressures
that taxes place on businesses. I appreciate that not
many of those opposite have any idea about businesses.
In fact I am not sure whether any of those opposite
understand the pressures that businesses face. But what
this carbon dioxide tax will do is push some of those
businesses over the next pricing point. Suffice it to say
that in my previous occupation as a carpet cleaner you
would absorb a lot of these pressures to a point where
you could no longer absorb them anymore and you
would then take your pricing point over and above what
is expected by a government because you have gone
past that tipping point. That is what this carbon dioxide
tax will do to businesses: it will push them up to the
next pricing point.
I implore those opposite to stand up and speak to those
in Canberra; I urge them to speak to Julia Gillard and
their federal colleagues. If members of the Labor Party
in Victoria really cared they would stand up and be
counted; they would come into the chamber and talk on
this bill. But, as I said, I do not think any of the
members for Bellarine, Lara, Ivanhoe, Narre Warren
South, Thomastown and Mill Park have got up to talk
about cost of living pressures caused by this carbon
dioxide tax.
Mr Carbines interjected.
Mr WATT — Do you want to talk about water
bills? Let us talk about the Holding charge on water
bills and what that will do to the cost of living for
Victorians.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member for Burwood knows that it is wrong to
respond to interjections.
Mr WATT — On that note I commend the motion
to the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Normally for
many businesses 1 July is a good time. It is a time when
the end of the financial year ticks over and the new year
starts. It is a time to get things moving and to kick off
the new financial year with some good initiatives. That
is what businesses tend to do. Unfortunately this year
1 July will be a tough time for all businesses,
particularly in Victoria, because that is when the federal
government’s carbon tax comes to fruition. We have
heard nothing but silence from the opposition on this.
At a time when we would expect opposition members
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to be standing up for Victoria, they have been
deafeningly silent. Today they have had a good
opportunity to make contributions, but the contributions
have been minimal.
The motion before the house is an important one
because we in Victoria will be the worst hit by the
carbon tax. On 1 May during the adjournment debate I
raised a matter for the Minister for Energy and
Resources and called on him to attend my Caulfield
electorate to run a forum to talk to the electorate about
the implications of the carbon tax for Victoria and for
my electorate. Further to that the member for Bentleigh
and I conducted a forum last Tuesday. It was attended
by about 80 local residents, many of whom were
absolutely dismayed at the implications of the carbon
tax and what it would mean for them.
I will give a quick snapshot of the people who were
also on the forum panel. It featured a small
businessperson, a printer, who talked about the
implications for the printing industry, not just with
electricity costs but with supply, transport and raw
material costs — all of those further costs that need to
be built into how he will be able to conduct business.
There was also a local councillor, who spoke about the
effect the carbon tax would have on council rates and
about waste and what will happen in terms of overall
rates and electricity costs for the local municipality.
The last one I want to touch on is a bit of a surprise for
all of us, because it is a local charity, TRY Australia,
formerly Try Youth and Community Services. Its CEO,
Damien Mowlam, was on the panel. This particular
charity, a not-for-profit organisation, supports some
30-odd child-care centres. Mr Mowlam spoke about the
implications of the tax on child-care centres and how,
with the difficulties currently faced by the charity in
fundraising, the further implications of the tax would
mean it would have no alternative other than to cut
services.
This is a difficulty that we all face. In tough times the
last thing we want to be doing is cutting services and
not supporting the very basis of the people we are all
here trying to support. It is disappointing that we have
heard nothing but silence from opposition members.
We need to stand up for Victoria. Opposition members
have not done that. I support the motion before the
house.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 May; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to speak on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. This is a bill from the
Attorney-General which proposes to make some
non-controversial amendments to the Working with
Children Act 2005.
By way of summary, the bill seeks to amend the
Working with Children Act 2005 to alter the test that
the secretary and VCAT (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal) must apply in deciding
whether to issue an applicant with a
working-with-children check; make murder a
category 1 offence; remove the right in certain
circumstances to work in child-related work whilst an
application is being considered; provide the Secretary
of the Department of Justice with the power to revoke a
card following a suspension; and clarify the application
of provisions of the act and streamline some
administration.
The opposition will certainly not be opposing the bill,
but in speaking to this bill I pause to reflect on how far
we have come on the issue of trying to enhance
protection for children. We have certainly moved on
from earlier times — I would call them darker times —
when the concept of protecting children and giving full
recognition to the rights of children was seen as
something that properly ought sit within the private
domain; it was not a matter the government or the
public or the community ought necessarily have been
involved in.
I am pleased that over recent decades, in particular over
the last 10 years, we have moved into this space in a
public policy sense and that we rightfully consider that
the rights of children are indeed deserving of protection
and that these are matters in which public policy ought
be involved and which do not sit within the private
domain from which governments should keep out. That
is a really critical shift that has occurred. There has
been some incredible reform and advancement, not just
in this state and nationally but also internationally, with
legal instruments such as the United Nations
Convention on the Rights of the Child. It has had a real
success story, with the sort of leadership that has been
shown in governments right across the world that have
sought to utilise the legislative and policy powers
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available to them. The advancement of the Working
with Children Act is further evidence of it, albeit
reasonably small.
People often say that societies ought be judged by how
they treat their most vulnerable. Children, of course,
because of their age, their lack of competence and their
lack of autonomy, are certainly share that character. I
am pleased that in 2005 the Labor government saw fit
to introduce the working-with-children legislation. The
initial legislation aimed to assist in protecting children
from sexual or physical harm by ensuring that people
who work with or care for them have their suitability to
do so checked by a government body.
The working-with-children regime is fundamentally
different from the national police check, in that those
who have passed the check will be monitored for future
relevant offences. Obviously a debate occurred under
the previous government, when I was not a member of
Parliament; sadly, from my perspective, I was a
member of the previous government for only a brief
period of time. But obviously when such initiatives and
regimes were introduced there was a debate about their
regulatory impact, particularly given that the reach of
this regime extended to community groups and
volunteer groups. They obviously impose a regulatory
burden on groups that do not necessarily always have
resources available to them, and I understand that was a
matter that was ventilated in the debate on the
working-with-children checks.
Obviously when there is a need for such a regulatory
burden I for one have a strong view that it is a burden
that needs to be met, that the obligation to protect
children and the rights of children ought trump the
regulatory burden and its impact. That is not to say that
we should be dismissive of the impact and the concerns
that some community groups and volunteer
associations would have had at that point in time. But I
am pleased to note that it is a regime that has been
embraced wholeheartedly.
Obviously there are administrative difficulties along the
way, and it is important that governments of whatever
colour respond to those and try to mitigate the impacts
and difficulties that volunteer and community groups
confront when they seek to ensure that they comply
with the regime. But it is interesting, from looking at
the budget papers and the performance measures
contained in them, to see that a large number of
applications from people applying for
working-with-children checks are received and
processed by the Department of Justice. Whilst the
introduction of such a regime often causes people
anxiety and concern, it is interesting to see how the

Tuesday, 19 June 2012

norms have ultimately evolved, which is evidenced by
the number of people actually utilising the system.
I am very pleased to be able to speak on a bill whose
primary aim is the protection of children. I understand
that at the time of the 2005 act the coalition was not at
one on the bill. The Liberal Party in opposition
supported the bill. The Nationals opposed the second
reading of the bill, largely motivated by some of the
regulatory impact issues, as I understand it from a
cursory reading of Hansard from that time. It was also
interesting to note that at the time of those debates the
then Liberal opposition spoke of and advocated for a
streamlined scheme where all people who work or
volunteer with vulnerable people, including the elderly
or people with a disability, could be brought into the
one scheme. I would be interested to know whether or
not there is any desire on the part of the now
government to pursue that.
The act commenced operation in 2006. It was phased in
over a five-year period. Since that time there have been
two amending bills which aimed to further improve the
safety of children and enhance the clarity and efficiency
of the act by addressing some of the practical and legal
issues that arose during the operation of the scheme.
These bills were introduced in 2007 and 2010.
It is important when a scheme such as this, which has
not been in place before, is introduced that governments
are responsive to any administrative challenges. If
governments are in a position to try to streamline these
processes and make them better, these are obviously
amendments that governments should take up.
Furthermore, where a regime does not achieve the
policy objectives that were sought through the
legislation, governments ought to respond to that. The
bill we see today falls into that category. This bill
makes changes to the operation of the initial legislation.
As was the case in 2007 and 2010, this bill is a
necessary consequence of a scheme created by an act
under which practical situations have arisen and from
which lessons have been learnt. To that end, I
commend the bill.
As I said, we certainly do not oppose the legislation and
would indeed encourage the government to continue to
review the operation of the act. If and when there are
administrative issues that can be improved or there are
circumstances that arise — for example, VCAT
interpretations and applications of the act — the
government should be responsive to them.
This bill introduces a new test. The test in the current
act applied by the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and VCAT in assessing the suitability of an
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applicant is whether that person poses an unjustifiable
risk to the safety of children, having regard to a number
of factors. This bill introduces a number of additional
criteria. It says that they must also be satisfied that:
a reasonable person would allow his or her child to have
direct contact with the applicant that was not directly
supervised by another …

And that:
the applicant’s engagement in any type of child-related work
would not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children.

The policy objective of the second criterion is intended
to address cases where VCAT has decided to grant a
card after consideration of the purposes for which the
applicant has applied for a check. It is important where
VCAT has interpreted the act and applied it in such a
way that it has not delivered on the aims and objectives
of the initial legislation that governments respond to
this. In fact this bill intends to achieve that. It seems to
me that VCAT may not have given weight to the fact
that the card is portable and that once obtained it
permits the cardholder to engage in any type of
child-related work.
The bill also seeks to amend what is considered a
category 1 offence. A category 1 offence gives an
automatic exclusion. Currently an application is
category 1 if the applicant is subject to the sex
offenders register or the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act 2005 and they have no appeal rights or
they have been convicted of a sexual offence against a
child, including child pornography, but they have an
appeal right to VCAT.
Category 2 applications are those where the applicant
has committed offences such as sexual offences against
an adult, a serious violent crime including murder or
intentionally causing serious injury, or a serious drug
offence. There is a presumption that a category 2
application will be refused a check unless the secretary
is satisfied that there is not an unjustifiable risk to the
safety of children. That applicant may in fact appeal to
VCAT. The bill moves murder from category 2 to
category 1. This effectively means the secretary has
absolutely no discretion to issue a
working-with-children check in these cases, but an
applicant may still apply to VCAT for a review under
the new test, so there is still not an automatic exclusion
in terms of the appeal rights in those circumstances.
Those changes are in response to cases where VCAT
had overturned the secretary’s decision not to issue a
working-with-children check to certain applicants. I
think it was a fair observation by the Herald Sun that
decisions taken by VCAT have not always been in the
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interests of the children and their parents, and this bill
addresses this issue. For example, the secretary refused
a working-with-children check to an applicant who
stabbed a man to death, but VCAT overturned that
decision. My understanding is that there are currently
four cases before the Supreme Court where the
Department of Justice is appealing VCAT’s decision to
overturn an original decision to deny a
working-with-children check.
The new test imposes an additional criterion. It says
that VCAT can consider in-depth submissions,
references from employers, psychologist tests and the
like in determining whether or not a card ought be
issued, but it has to consider whether an applicant poses
an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children. The new
test imposes a requirement on VCAT to consider what
a reasonable parent would think about the applicant
having direct, regular and unsupervised contact with
their child. I hope, and have every expectation, that
VCAT will be able to apply that sensibly.
I try always to be a reasonable parent, but there
certainly are occasions where my children would
accuse me of being an unreasonable parent. In fact I
received an anonymous note only two days ago making
certain accusations about favouritism, and I was very
impressed with the handwriting of the seven-year-old
who was making the accusation. I think that is a test
that can be interpreted well, and obviously courts and
tribunals use reasonableness as a criterion quite
regularly. That is a sensible proposition, even for those
of us who sometimes stand accused of being
unreasonable parents.
There are also some provisions in this bill in regard to
the revocation of a working-with-children card. Under
the current legislation the secretary is able to suspend a
working-with-children card for up to six months if he or
she becomes aware that the cardholder has been
charged with, convicted of or found guilty of a serious
offence. What the bill does is enable the secretary to
revoke a card if a suspended person fails to provide the
secretary with requested information. That will prevent
applicants from stalling the reassessment process when
the department is advised of a change in
circumstances — namely, a charge or conviction
against the applicant being detected via monitoring
procedures. I think that is a sensible measure.
The bill removes the right to work in certain
circumstances. Currently an employee or volunteer is
permitted to engage in child-related work if they
produce evidence that they have applied for a
working-with-children check — that is, if they can
show the employer a receipt for such an application.
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This measure was introduced to ensure that an
applicant’s job prospects will not be unfairly affected
while the department processes their application, but it
has provided an opportunity for people to misuse it.
This bill removes the automatic right to work with a
receipt where a person has a charge, a conviction or a
finding of guilt in relation to a serious sex, drug or
violent offence — category 2 offences. The onus is
quite rightly on the applicant, and it will be an offence
if an applicant commences work prior to being issued
with a card if they knew or ought to have known that a
category 2 offence had to be assessed.
In practice that means that many employers and
volunteer organisations will wait for the assessment to
be completed before allowing an applicant to
commence work. I do not oppose that in any way — I
think it is sensible — but I hope the department has
sufficient resources to ensure that there will be no
unreasonable delays in assessing applications. This
measure is designed to catch out the bad apples, but we
would not want to see unnecessary delay caused by a
lack of resources in respect of the good apples.
The bill also contains a number of clarifying
amendments. It clarifies that a person on a supervision
or detention order under the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 is unable to
apply to VCAT for review of a decision to remove their
ability to engage in child-related work. It clarifies that a
person alleged to be on a detention or supervision order
can apply to VCAT for review on the basis of mistaken
identity.
The bill captures earlier versions of the offences of
causing injury intentionally or recklessly and obscene
exposure. The Working with Children Amendment Act
2007 amended the principal legislation to provide the
secretary with an exceptional circumstances discretion
‘to refuse an authorisation to work with children based
on offences other than those defined as relevant
offences for the purposes of the legislation’. What that
weaselly worded mouthful means in effect is that the
provision was designed to ensure that no relevant
offences would be excluded from consideration.
Offences that existed but may have been redefined
either by the common law or by the Crimes Act 1958,
for example — and obscene exposure is one of those —
would still be captured despite the fact that they were
no longer defined or labelled as offences that had been
updated. It is important to note that the secretary
currently has the power to consider the earlier versions
of causing injury intentionally or recklessly and
obscene exposure.
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The bill also goes some way towards streamlining
processes for a person to move from a volunteer
working-with-children card to an employee
working-with-children card without the application
having to be considered afresh each time. I think that is
very sensible.
As I said at the commencement of my contribution to
the debate on this bill, it is important to reflect on the
advances that have taken place in relation to public
policy and children. Some of the initiatives of the
previous government that I think are worthy of note are
the introduction of the child safety commissioner to
advise the government on issues impacting on the lives
of children; the creation of the Best Start program to
strengthen the local capacity of parents, families,
communities and early years services to better provide
for the needs of young children; and the adoption of the
Every Child, Every Chance policy, which is a
child-centred approach to driving government policy
and the services that are put in place for children and
their families.
Protecting and advancing not just vulnerable children
and children at risk but the capacity and capability of
children generally is something that governments need
to constantly and continuously work better at. The
concept of children’s rights is a far cry from the adage
of many decades ago, which my grandmother used to
share — that children should be seen and not heard. It
was not an adage I followed in any kind of discipline
sense. It is important to reflect on the evolution of
children’s rights.
When the Convention on the Rights of the Child was
first debated in international law forums it was seen as a
controversial instrument. It was seen as impeding the
rights of parents to make decisions about their children.
The convention has had an incredible impact in
anchoring rightly minded governments of all political
persuasions in a variety of international jurisdictions
around the rights and capabilities of children and
introducing legislation to protect them in light of the
particular rights set out by the Convention on the Rights
of the Child.
Some of those rights are critically important. For
example, there has been some amazing case law in
South Africa, where there were great cohorts of
children who were not getting access to adequate
standards of health care, primarily in the form of access
to pharmaceuticals around the HIV epidemic. A lot of
that was caused by trade debates and parallel importing
issues. Most people in this chamber would be aware of
the absolutely catastrophic state of children with HIV in
many African countries. Litigation arose using the
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Convention on the Rights of the Child to address the
issue of parallel importing of pharmaceuticals, and this
had an incredible impact in ultimately ensuring that
these children got access to the pharmaceuticals they
deserved.
The Convention on the Rights of the Child has also
been used to drive governments to address issues
around adequate housing. In countries such as India
there have been decisions made by governments around
the demolition of housing to make way for
development. It was not fantastic housing by any
stretch of the imagination; in fact a lot of these areas
were slums. However, the consequence of that housing
being demolished would have been homelessness for
thousands and thousands of children, and some good
soul has used the instruments that seek to protect the
rights of children to challenge government decisions
around how those governments have resourced
particular services and how they have applied those
decisions with respect to the provision of housing.
In Australia we often have this debate in relation to
both an international and a national context, about how
our laws intersect with international legal norms and the
sovereign rights of national governments and about the
rights of state governments to make decisions about
how they allocate resources and what their priorities
are. I think the power of the Convention on the Rights
of the Child, corroborated by all the emergent research
and literature on how to best support and enable
children to prosper — let alone protect them from
people who do not deserve to have access or be
exposed to children — is incredibly important. These
are not easy public policy debates to continue to
resource, and it is not always easy to respond to some
of the regulatory difficulties. Trying to get various
jurisdictions and departments to cooperate is a very
difficult challenge when we have the issues of child
vulnerability played out before us.
We are now at the point where we do not think children
should be seen and not heard. We are disgusted,
revolted and ashamed that such horrendous treatment
and such horrendous abuse have been meted out to
children under our very noses. We no longer consider
that that is a private matter; we consider that that is a
public matter and a public obligation for all of us — not
just governments, not just police, not just child
protection workers, but communities at large.
We have moved a long way along that stream in public
policy terms, and it is a stream I would like to see us
also move along with respect to family violence — that
it come to be considered not a matter of private conduct
but rather a matter of public concern and public
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obligation. The reforms to the Working with Children
Act 2005 represent an opportunity to reflect upon how
much we have evolved to a large degree around what
we consider to be in the public domain and what we
consider to be in the private domain. These
amendments are absolutely essential.
But of course giving children the best start in life and
ensuring that they can rightfully live the lives that they
want and can evolve in the way their capabilities justify
also requires investment in things such as education and
health, as well as schools. These are also matters about
which the opposition has raised concerns with regard to
government funding decisions not just around
vulnerable children but around all Victorian children. It
is important that we constantly reflect upon how we
resource these issues.
Often, as we saw in the debates when the enabling bill
was introduced in 2005, there are conflicts when it
comes to enhancing the rights of children, and the
regulatory impact, as I have said, was something that
was very passionately invoked by many of our friends
from The Nationals. I do not dismiss those concerns. I
do not say they are illegitimate issues to raise, but often
in these public policy debates you do have a conflict
and there is a regulatory impact that needs to be
considered and addressed, and where possible we need
to mitigate the harsh effects as much as we possibly
can.
That is certainly why the previous government made
applications for working-with-children checks free of
charge. As I said, I do not dismiss those considerations,
but where there is a conflict between the rights of the
child and another public policy imperative it is my very
strenuous view that we should always, where we
possibly can, land on the side of the rights of the child,
for the very reason that it is our fundamental obligation.
In light of that, I wish the bill a happy passage through
the house.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It is with great
pleasure that I stand tonight to speak on the Working
with Children Amendment Bill 2012, and I commend
the Minister for Mental Health, who is at the table, for
the work she has done on this and for what it will mean
to children, the most vulnerable people in our society,
in times to come. This will strengthen the legislation
that is currently in place; it will make amendments to
the Working with Children Act 2005. Some of the
initiatives of the legislation we are introducing today
are strengthening the tests for people applying for a
working-with-children check and changing and
expanding some of the categories of offence that
require further scrutiny of or mandatory negative
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notices being issued to the person who has applied for
that working-with-children check.
The Working with Children Act 2005 actually
commenced in 2006, obviously after it was introduced,
and the idea was to protect children from harm, be it
physical or sexual harm, and obviously psychological
harm comes into this as well. It required a person who
was having contact with children on an unsupervised
basis to undergo checks to make sure that they were a
fit and proper person to be working in those sorts of
occupations.
As I said, children are by far the most vulnerable
members of our society and are quite often powerless
against the predators who decide to work in a relevant
field because they can have access to those who cannot
fight back. Of course we see predators in the news
unfortunately quite often, and they can be, or appear to
be, the most upstanding members of society. They
could be members of the child’s family, or perhaps
members of their school community or involved with a
sporting club or a community organisation or even, as
we have heard, unfortunately, with religious groups or
even in a situation where our children are away from us
for the longest period of time — for example, in
holiday camps and that type of thing. The idea is that
we are now strengthening the regulations around who
will be able to apply for a working-with-children check
and who will be granted one.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.01 p.m.
Mrs VICTORIA — As I was saying before the
break, the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2012 is certainly a very welcome set of amendments to
the Working with Children Act 2005. I was mistaken
before when I said which minister was at the table, but I
am pleased that the Attorney-General is now at the
table. I commend him for the legislation before the
house.
There are now some 20 occupational fields in respect of
which people who are seeking employment are required
to get a working-with-children check. Certainly these
checks are very comprehensive and most of them are
incredibly logical. The current law, the one we are
amending, has probably gone a little bit too far in
putting at the forefront the interests of the person who is
applying for the working-with-children check rather
than the interests of the children. What we are going to
do is reverse that, so we are actually giving priority to
the rights and safety of the children and the interests of
their welfare and that of their families. This is a very
good initiative.
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I reiterate that the main purpose of the bill is to
strengthen the tests that people will have to undergo
before they can receive a working-with-children check
in full. The bill will prevent a person under what is
called a category 1 or category 2 application from
engaging in any child-related work while their
application is live. After they make their application
they cannot work until it has been approved. While it is
being assessed they need to refrain from working in
those particular fields.
The bill is going to make murder a category 1 offence,
which it was not previously, and certainly that is an
incredibly logical step. I commend those who included
it in this bill. The bill gives the Secretary of the
Department of Justice the authority to revoke a
working-with-children check. If a current holder of a
working-with-children check is outside the boundaries
of someone who should be holding a permit, it gives
the secretary the opportunity to revoke that
working-with-children check.
The bill gives the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) the opportunity to look in a new way
at people who are asking for a review. If an application
is being revoked or if a person is applying under one of
the categories where their application actually needs to
be reviewed rather than simply going through a
straight-out process, the decision must be made by the
Secretary of the Department of Justice. If that is
refused, the person can go to VCAT, but the tribunal
can now take into consideration the interests and
welfare of the children rather than just what offences
may or may not have been committed. There will now
be a couple of different tests, or checks if you like, that
will be applied when the secretary and VCAT are
reviewing a decision. One of those concerns is an
unjustifiable risk to the safety of children and the other
is the public interest test.
I want to go back to the categories for a moment and
look at category 1 offences, which include serious
sexual offences. That is a no-brainer. If a serious sexual
offence has been committed by an adult against a child
or a child pornography offence has been committed —
and we certainly know, unfortunately, that the openness
of the internet has given so many more people access to
the absolute blight of child pornography — there is an
automatic issuing of a negative notice, and so there
should be.
Category 2 offences are most serious sexual offences or
drug-related or violent offences. In this case applicants
cannot work until their application has been processed,
so applicants need to go through the statutory test,
which is applied by the secretary. If they are not granted
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a working-with-children check, what they can actually
do is go to VCAT on appeal. However, those tests I
was talking about concerning the public interest and
that sort of thing have to be adhered to when that
review is happening. Category 3 offences are the
slightly less serious offences, but again it is the same
process: if an application is knocked back, it can be
reviewed by VCAT but the tests need to be applied.
We are also strengthening the unjustifiable risk test.
This is where a check is being undertaken and it is
deemed there is an unreasonable risk with the person
who is actually applying. Say, for example, as a
mother — a very protective mother, I have got to
say — I were applying the test, I might say that a
person was not somebody I would allow to have
jurisdiction over my child when my child was not in my
custody. So if a person were looking after my child as a
babysitter or a scout group supervisor or something of
the like, if they were going to look after my child
unsupervised, the test would be whether I would find
that a risky situation. That is one of those tests that are
now going to be applied, and I think common sense
will prevail there.
There has been an awful lot of research done into who
applies working-with-children tests. Obviously we
know the categories, but the statistics show that
between 3 April 2006, when they were first starting to
be granted, and 31 March this year the assessments
were done quite widely. In fact there were
approximately 905 500 assessment notices issued.
There were 1309 interim negative notices and
1000 negative notices. There were 69 assessment
notices issued following a review by VCAT. Of those
who were deemed unfit at first blush, 69 had a review
and had the decision overturned. Obviously there are
lots of children’s groups out there who are saying that
perhaps this is not fair, and we have certainly seen
many such cases in the media over the last few years.
I commend the work of all the children’s protection
agencies. There are over 100 that we fund as a state
government, and the work they do is quite amazing. I
have Anchor Foster Care in my electorate. The work it
does is not only wonderful but also heartbreaking. I
think it is amazing. Of course Bravehearts looks after
the best interests of children. They are fantastic people,
and I understand where they are coming from. I
certainly believe that a lot of initiatives in this bill will
help allay some of their fears. I wholeheartedly
commend this bill to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to debate on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. In particular I want to outline a
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few points that were raised by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee in relation to the bill. This bill
strengthens the tests that must be satisfied before an
assessment notice may be given; it makes murder a
category 1 offence — it is currently a category 2
offence, and that is listed in clauses 3 and 4 of the bill;
it increases the range of offences to be considered when
assessing a person’s eligibility for assessment notices;
and in particular, something I would like to come back
to, the bill clarifies provisions relating to applications to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal by
persons subject to supervision or detention orders under
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009.
What I think we have also been able to do here is reflect
back on some of the work that has been done in relation
to working-with-children checks. This is legislation that
was introduced in 2005 by the previous government. Of
course if you pose a risk to children, you are prevented
from working with them either as an employee or a
volunteer. These are the sorts of points that were raised
when this legislation was originally introduced in 2005.
I will read from the second-reading speech of the
Attorney-General in which he pointed out that:
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.

That gives us an opportunity to look back and reflect on
the fact that some 910 000 Victorians have applied for
working-with-children checks, so I think you could
safely say they have been embraced by the community
and there is an understanding of the value of getting
involved and supporting this process. We have been
able to weed out some 1024 people across that time
who have not been able to meet the high standards that
we have set as law-makers in this place to reflect
community standards about who is able to work with
children.
Looking back in Hansard at the debates that took place
in 2005, I saw there were some parties in this chamber
who had concerns and who put up straw men about
bureaucracy and paperwork getting in the way of
people’s capacity to volunteer and suggested that
somehow volunteers would disappear from the face of
the earth and the heavens would collapse. But of course
we have seen that volunteers have been able to have
their checks done free of charge and have embraced the
opportunity to be part of this process.
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People want to look for concerns or reasons not to do
things. We have seen that in the past, and I know that
there is a temptation when in opposition to go down
that path at times. As a member of Parliament I have
always been determined to make sure we look at how
we get things done. It is a salutary lesson for those who
are now in government to reflect on what their position
was some time ago in this chamber and the comments
that were made by the Attorney-General in his
second-reading speech which acknowledged that this
bill reflects the values in the community to protect
children and that the legislation has been embraced by
nearly a million Victorians, who have sought to apply
under those laws, and has weeded out a significant
number of people who, in the end, may not have had
any particular issues but did not meet the standards that
the community expects to be applied to those who want
to work with children.

working-with-children checks and include the provision
that:

As the Attorney-General said in the second-reading
speech:

The convention summary also notes:

There is strong public acceptance of and support for the
working-with-children check scheme.

He further noted that:
The amendments made by this bill will strengthen and
improve the operation of the scheme …

I would like to pick up on some matters that get back to
the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child and how they relate to the values that underpin
the working-with-children checks and the amendments
to this legislation. A summary of the United Nations
Convention on the Rights of the Child lists a number of
different points, and I just want to highlight a few of
those. It states under article 4:
Governments must do all they can to fulfil the rights of every
child.

It states under article 19:
Governments must do all they can to ensure that children are
protected from all forms of violence, abuse, neglect and
mistreatment by their parents or anyone else who looks after
them.

That reflects back on the role of the child safety
commissioner, Mr Bernard Geary, and some of the
work he is responsible for in relation to the
working-with-children checks and the reports he gives
to the Attorney-General on these matters. I will speak
further about this shortly.
Some of the other points from the United Nations
Convention of the Rights of the Child summary relate
to the sorts of values we have applied to the

Governments must provide extra money for the children of
families in need.

That is something the government could reflect upon in
relation to the scrapping of the education maintenance
allowance payments for students in my electorate. The
convention also states that:
Every child has the right to a standard of living that is good
enough to meet their physical, social and mental needs.
Governments must help families who cannot afford to
provide this.

Cutting things like the School Start bonus goes in the
wrong direction when making sure that government can
meet the needs of families and children in their
communities.

Every child has the right to education. Primary education
must be free.

We have already seen in relation to recent TAFE cuts
by the government that such things impinge on
children’s ability to be able to exercise their rights as
citizens and expand their opportunities to make
contributions as citizens. We are continually working to
improve the Working with Children Act 2005, and the
changes we have made since 2005 when this act was
implemented are not just about protecting vulnerable
children or children who are in the care of others in the
community, whether they are volunteers or other
professionals; they also go to the value statements
governments provide, not just in legislation to protect
children who are in the care of others but in relation to a
range of other rights of children that this place is meant
to protect.
I will move on to the report of the Protecting Victoria’s
Vulnerable Children Inquiry, volume 1, which states:
The vast majority of Victoria’s children and young people
live in families where they are loved, cared for and
encouraged by their families. These children will be
supported by their families through the highs and lows of
childhood and adolescence and will grow up with the
personal resources and capabilities to live independent,
well-adjusted and productive lives.

I quote that because what we have found is that all
children — including the majority of children in
Victoria who have these sorts of opportunities — still
need the protections of the working-with-children
checks that apply to volunteers and other adults in the
community. These checks are critical to making sure
that children have a safe environment and that parents
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can have some confidence in the activities and
involvement of their children in the community.
The child safety commissioner, Bernie Geary, is very
well known to people in Heidelberg West, in the
electorate I represent. It is the area where he began his
social work, and he has been a strong advocate for
underprivileged people in our community. The work he
has done in providing advice to the minister, not only
through the work and the review done on the Working
with Children Act 2005 but also through the work done
in raising issues of concern in relation to vulnerable
children in the community, has been very substantial.
As Mr Geary says:
The overwhelming desire of all Victorian children is that they
are happy, safe and afforded opportunity.

My concern in relation to the child safety
commissioner, the work he does in overseeing the
working-with-children checks and the advice he
provides to government pertains to the changes the
government is proposing to make, which it announced
in the budget, to the way the role of the child safety
commissioner will work in the future. As the Age noted
on 30 May:
The Baillieu government is establishing a commission for
children and young people. The membership of the new body
has yet to be revealed, and people are watching to see what
role Geary will have. Many in the sector hope he will remain
front and centre of what is a battle that never ends.

I know Mr Geary would be mortified, because in the
work he has done in the community it has never been
about him. He is very well respected in the Ivanhoe
electorate and particularly in the Heidelberg West
community.
I say to this government that in the work it wants to do
to continue to tweak, amend and strengthen the
working-with-children checks, which were introduced
by the previous Labor government in 2005 and have
now been subscribed to by almost
1 million Victorians — and we have weeded out people
who have perhaps not been appropriate to work with
children — we need to continue to provide an
independent child safety commissioner. We need a
child safety commissioner who is independent not only
in name but in law — not someone like the FOI
commissioner but someone who is actually going to be
independent. That is something this government needs
to consider very seriously, and we on this side of the
house will be watching very closely to see what
happens in relation to these matters.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this evening to speak on the Working
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with Children Amendment Bill 2012. The bill seeks to
do a number of things, and the amendments proposed
within it are very important, as are the
working-with-children (WWC) checks and provisions.
As other speakers have alluded to, the genesis of the
working-with-children checks was in 2006 under the
banner of the Working with Children Act 2005. That
legislation came into operation in 2006. The purpose of
that act is to protect children from physical and sexual
harm from adults. That is something for all of us in this
chamber to reflect on. It indicates a scourge of society
that one would even contemplate the idea that that type
of activity occurs. It is important that we have measures
in place to ensure that our children and their families
are protected. That is why the working-with-children
provisions in this state are so important.
Much interaction between children and adults occurs on
a regular basis in a range of different fields, whether it
be through employment, sport or voluntary work. As
the member for Ivanhoe pointed out, over
910 000 Victorians have applied for
working-with-children checks since 2006, and in excess
of 1000 applicants have been issued with a negative
notice over that period of time. On the whole, the
checks have served their purpose, but it is important
that where possible we strengthen the criteria and
regulations around them. That is what the
Attorney-General seeks to do through these
amendments.
The five-year phasing-in period that began in 2006
elapsed last year. Members of 20 occupational
categories are now required by law to obtain a WWC
check. Within the community there are a number of
interesting occupations or activities in which people
serve that fall under that banner. These of course
include child-care services and child minding, but if
you have a look under the banner of clubs and
associations, there are obviously a number of sport and
recreation activities where WWC checks are also
required. Whether it be in athletics, football, cricket,
netball, martial arts or swimming, it is important that
those who are dealing with children as part of their
coaching roles have those WWC checks in place.
Coaching and tuition are an important aspect of that, as
are educational institutions and even general play
facilities. Those who interact with children must have a
working-with-children check, as must those within
religious organisations and even school crossing
services. Without going too much into that, I guess it
just gives a snapshot of some of the vocations,
including community work, where a
working-with-children check is required.
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It is important that working-with-children checks have
the strongest possible component of oversight and that
we make sure applicants are given the strongest test
possible, and that is what the Attorney-General seeks
do with this legislation in the best interests of children
and their families. It has been said that there has been a
greater focus on the applicants and that we need to
make sure that paramount thought is given to the
interests of children when a person is applying, not only
in the decisions of the secretary but also when issues
are brought before VCAT (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal).
In his contribution the member for Ivanhoe mentioned
the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry,
and I want to quickly reflect on that and commend the
Minister for Community Services on the good work she
has done in this regard. From a local perspective,
through the latest state budget we have funding for a
multidisciplinary centre of which Latrobe Valley will
be the beneficiary, and that is very important. On top of
that, the additional child protection workers for the
Latrobe Valley and the wider Gippsland region are
absolutely imperative if we are going to tackle some of
the issues we are being confronted with. That is
wonderful to see; we are lucky to have support from the
Minister for Community Services in that regard. The
member for Ivanhoe also spoke about the work of
Bernie Geary, for whom I personally have the highest
regard. He has been a regular visitor to our region, and I
cannot speak highly enough of that particular man.
I will return to the bill and talk about some of the
amendments it proposes. One of the amendments is
with respect to when the secretary refuses a WWC
application and the applicant is considered a risk.
VCAT can review such a case, but it is important that
regard be given to the welfare of the children and the
families affected. One of the key elements of the bill is
making sure we strengthen the test applying under that
application. As I said, the secretary and VCAT have a
very important role in this regard. It is important that
we have more guidance on a person’s suitability to be
the recipient of a working-with-children check.
There are three different categories that exist in terms of
an application: categories 1, 2 and 3. Category 1 covers
the most serious sexual offences perpetrated on a child
by an adult. As I said, I will not go into more detail, but
they include offences such as child pornography. In that
case the secretary must refuse an applicant and issue a
negative notice. Under category 2 we are talking about
serious sexual, drug and violence offences. Category 3
covers less serious offences. These categories are
subject to a statutory test applied by the secretary, but
as I said, they can be reviewed by VCAT.
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There are three tests that either the secretary or VCAT
can apply under those various categories to determine
an applicant’s suitability. One is whether there is an
unjustifiable risk to the safety of children. There is also
a public interest test. If the applicant has been convicted
of an offence under category 1 the secretary must refuse
the application, but if VCAT reviews that decision it
must have regard to both of those issues — the public
interest test and the unjustifiable risk test.
Under category 2 the secretary can apply the
unjustifiable risk test, and if the application is referred
to VCAT it would have to have regard to both tests.
Under category 3 the secretary must issue a
working-with-children check unless they are satisfied
that it is appropriate to refuse to do so. The third test is,
if you like, the appropriate-to-refuse-to-do-so test.
VCAT applies this test and the public interest test in
this regard. Refusal can occur if the secretary believes
there are grounds to do so because of exceptional
circumstances, and the unjustifiable risk test is applied
by the secretary and VCAT in that circumstance.
We are seeking to amend this bill by strengthening the
unjustifiable risk test. This is well articulated in the
second-reading speech where it asks: would a
reasonable person as parent or guardian agree to their
child being cared for by the applicant in an
unsupervised capacity? That says it in one, and it is
something that should be given due regard during the
assessment process. Also, the unjustifiable risk test
should be considered in relation to any type of
child-related work. VCAT and the secretary must also
be satisfied that that test has been met. Under
category 3 the appropriate-to-refuse-to-do-so test will
remain, and that is important, but it will also be
strengthened similarly to the changes I referred to
earlier.
During a period of reassessment on categories 1 and 2
notifications or on an application receipt, further
protections will be applied. Those particular
amendments are referred to in the second-reading
speech, and they are very important.
There is another substantive change to this legislation,
as mentioned by previous speakers. Currently murder is
a category 2 offence. The bill will be amended to
ensure that murder is a category 1 offence, and of
course that means the secretary must refuse an
application that comes under that category. There are
other important aspects of this bill, including
streamlining the processes, which is important for those
applying for working-with-children checks.
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In closing I thank the Attorney-General for a number of
the measures he has taken in this term of Parliament to
ensure that legislative provisions protecting Victorians
are adhered to.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I rise
today as the former shadow minister for child safety to
speak on the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2012. This legislation when introduced in 2005 was a
substantial addition to the measures for the protection
of our children. It set in place strong systems to try to
ensure that the vulnerable in our society, our children,
are protected day and night. This bill continues the
evolution of working-with-children checks, which as I
mentioned were introduced in 2005, commenced in
2006 and were phased in over, I think, six years.
The bill now before us seeks to amend the Working
with Children Act 2005. I understand it alters the test
the secretary and VCAT must apply in deciding
whether to issue an applicant with a
working-with-children check. I understand the check
proposed is that additional criteria must be satisfied,
and that is whether a reasonable person would allow his
or her child to have direct contact with an applicant
who was not directly supervised by another. I think that
is a pretty appropriate test in the circumstances. It is sort
of a common man’s test which asks people whether
they would feel comfortable in that situation. The
second part of the test is that the applicant’s
engagement in any type of child-related work would
not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children. I
think that is an appropriate additional test to be added to
this legislation.
The bill makes murder a category 1 offence. It is
currently category 2. The bill also removes the right to
do child-related work whilst an application is being
considered in certain circumstances. I understand that
would deal with very rare but unusual circumstances.
The bill provides the secretary with the power to revoke
a card following a suspension and clarifies the
application for revision of that decision and the
streamlining of the administration.
In recent years there have been various decisions by
VCAT which, to put it mildly, shocked me and would
shock me under the new test the government is
introducing — that is, the test of the common man —
that being whether a reasonable person would allow
their child to be taken care of in those circumstances by
the applicant.
I note that in May the government put forward a story
in which it indicated that under a Baillieu government
plan murderers would be banned from working with
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children. I think that is appropriate in the
circumstances, but there was an interesting case in
which the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
had given a person who had molested a young man of
about 16 years of age the right to work with children. In
the decision the VCAT vice-president said that the man,
now in his 50s:
… was depressed at the time, withdrawn and isolated, and
suffering after the break-up of his first homosexual
relationship.

I thought a little bit about that. I do not take depression
lightly, but I considered it quite bizarre for the
vice-president to be more concerned about the
depression of the person and the fact that they felt
withdrawn and isolated and subsequently to decide that
the person, after they had molested a 16-year-old, who
was I think asleep at the time, would be an appropriate
person to work with children. The government has been
sensible in moving to apply the test I mentioned
previously — that is, would a reasonable person
consider it appropriate in the circumstances or would
they feel comfortable about their child being taken care
of by that person? That is especially so when there is a
decision such as the one I have described, before which
the psychologist’s report and all other matters,
including the perpetrator’s low self-esteem and his
inner conflict about his own sexuality, were taken into
account.
As the father of a young child, I would be furious if this
person had had a working-with-children check and had
been passed, because it is totally inappropriate to be
concerned more about whether someone was suffering
depression or feeling low self-esteem than to what has
happened to the victim who, to be blunt, is probably
suffering depression and low self-esteem after having
had this act perpetrated upon them. I do not know how
a decision such as that was come to by a senior legal
person.
When the original bill was introduced there was a high
level of resistance to it by some members of the current
government, then in opposition. At the time that was
rather concerning. There seemed to be an obsession
with the supposed invasion of civil liberties, the
administrative burden and the like. I find it terribly
concerning that that became of paramount concern,
more than the protection of our children. One comment
on the 2005 act made in 2007, when those opposite
finally supported amendments to the original act, by the
Leader of The Nationals, currently the Deputy Premier,
was:
We felt that passing the original act was like using a
sledgehammer to crack a nut. I see that in the second-reading
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speech there is reference by the Attorney-General to the fact
that the department has received 100 000 applications seeking
appropriate notifications under the principal act. The
department, at my request, has been good enough to provide
me with a series of figures, and they make interesting reading.

It might seem like a sledgehammer but, to be blunt, I
would feel like using a sledgehammer on someone if
they perpetrated anything like that on my children. I do
not think I would be very reasonable in the
circumstances. It is quite concerning that that became
of higher concern that the actual protection of our
children. That is especially so when one considers that
the government of the time had made the
working-with-children checks free for volunteers and
the like but various members of The Nationals would
not support the amending bill. I note that in 2007 they
did support the amending bill, but in 2005 there was a
hysterical and quite ridiculous response that the bill
would suddenly bring the world to an end for volunteer
groups. It did nothing of the sort.
The original bill was considered to be a bureaucratic
burden on already stretched community and sporting
groups and a classic example of legislation being made
on the run. The legislation seems to be working and the
working-with-children checks seem to be working very
well today. The hysterical response to the bill at the
time was way out of proportion with the outcome. That
outcome is a better system in place for the protection of
our children. The opposition obviously will not be
opposing the amendments in this bill because they
actually improve the act and they deal with what I
consider to be some ridiculous decisions by members of
VCAT and the like in relation to this.
Obviously some people have come around to the right
way of thinking on this. They realise that, while there
might have been some 900 000 checks up to April this
year, this is a systematic way of providing as much
protection as we can to our children in these
circumstances to ensure as much as we can that terrible
acts and crimes are not perpetrated upon them. With
that short contribution, the opposition does not oppose
but supports the bill. It is an appropriate revision of and
addition to the 2005 act.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I am very pleased to
rise this evening to speak on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. As members have heard, the bill
strengthens the scheme for working-with-children
checks that we have in place. The key reason for
strengthening that scheme is to continue to enhance
protection of our children from physical and sexual
abuse. In addition it clarifies the application of
provisions of the act and streamlines its administration.
Issues have arisen that have been identified through the
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Department of Justice. They are addressed by this bill,
which will improve the operation of the act and also
clarify a number of areas. The key point is that we need
to have a robust system that the community can be
confident of. We need to have that confidence in the
system maintained but at the same time we do not want
to have a scheme that is very imposing in its
compliance requirements.
The reason I wanted to speak to this bill is twofold. As
a mother, I feel very strongly about the protections that
need to be in place when my child is in the care of other
people, particularly in sporting organisations and at
school. I was working as a CEO of a sporting
organisation when the working-with-children checks
were first put in place, so I have pretty good experience
of how that happened and some of the issues that
sporting organisations faced at the time.
One of the things that is extremely important about this
legislation as a whole is ensuring that those who work
with and care for our children do so with integrity. I
suppose it is really an extension of the duty of care.
What we see with this amending bill is a shift of the
focus from being on the person who is applying for the
working-with-children check to the protection of our
children in their daily activities.
Members have heard that the act came into force in
April 2006 and that there have been some 900 000-plus
applications since that time, with just over 1000 of
those having been denied. Some of those whose
applications have been denied have gone on to appeal a
decision and others have just drifted off. We have had
five years of this system and it is important that this
step is taken at this time because there have been some
anomalies, which was not the intent of the initial bill.
Looking at the system that is in place for the
working-with-children checks for volunteers or
employees of organisations which in the main work
with children, the process is that the applicant
completes the paperwork, it is sent off for assessment, a
decision is made and then it comes back to the
organisation. Decisions are made behind the scenes.
Checks are made against the list of offences. There are
three categories of offences that are used on the
checklist. Category 1 is the worst category. It is cut and
dried and involves offences that are not acceptable and
are the most serious sexual offences committed by an
adult against a child, including child pornography
offences. There are two pages of these offences; it is
quite extraordinary that there are so many offences.
Category 2 involves serious sexual offences and
offences involving drugs and violent crimes that are not

WORKING WITH CHILDREN AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Tuesday, 19 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

2775

necessarily against children. Category 3 offences are
less serious.

and the findings of guilt in relation to serious sexual
offences, violent offences and drug offences.

The applications are assessed against the categories.
There is a right of appeal, as there is in many instances.
Some cases that were appealed have been the subject of
headlines. In the decision-making process the secretary
of the department and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal are involved. We know there
have been instances where VCAT has overturned the
secretary’s decision. As I said earlier, this amendment
bill provides a focus on child protection not on the
person who is applying for a working-with-children
check. The priority is very much on the welfare and
interests of children.

I want to talk about the time I worked in sport when the
working-with-children checks came in. We were quick
off the mark to introduce this requirement when doing
due diligence and caring for kids. I worked in women’s
sport, and there were lots of girls. We sent kids on
camps with employees and volunteers. We paid golf
professionals to come and work with us. It was due
diligence on our behalf to go down that path. We did
over and above what we needed to do, but those early
stages were certainly not without hiccups. There was
quite an administrative burden on us in those early days
until everyone sorted it out and knew exactly what the
process was and what we needed to do. That took a
little bit of time.

A year or two ago one of my girlfriends spoke to me
about her involvement in her son’s junior football club.
She was getting her head around the
working-with-children check and started to trawl
through the legal system to have a look at what happens
to matters that are appealed. She was quite surprised to
discover how many decisions were overturned. She
spoke to me about them at that time. I was pleased to be
able to say to her that this was something we are
addressing, because the welfare of children is what is
absolutely key in this instance.
There are four purposes to this bill: firstly, the bill
strengthens the tests that need to be satisfied before a
working-with-children check is given or maintained;
secondly, the bill prevents a person who has made a
category 1 or category 2 application from engaging in
child-related work while his or her application for a
working-with-children check is assessed — prior to this
such a person could have a receipt and begin to work,
but this bill will prevent this; thirdly, the bill makes
murder a category 1 offence when previously it
belonged in category 2 because it was not necessarily
an offence against children; fourthly, the bill authorises
the Secretary of the Department of Justice to revoke a
working-with-children check if the holder fails to
provide the secretary with requested information.
A couple of hurdles have been put in place that the
secretary and VCAT will need to consider. The bill
provides more guidance to the secretary and VCAT. In
the chamber we have heard talk about the reasonable
person test. The first hurdle is: would you allow your
child to have direct, unsupervised contact with this
person? That puts the focus on the welfare of the child.
The second hurdle is about whether the applicant is
suitable to work or volunteer for any type of
child-related work, not just the type of work specified
in the application; but that first hurdle has to be
overcome. The bill strengthens charges, convictions

One thing that is overlooked in relation to the
working-with-children checks is one of the spin-offs. I
remember attending a course about how to spot a
paedophile at 100 metres. I found that you cannot. But
when working for a sporting organisation there are
things you can do which pose barriers to help minimise
your organisation’s exposure to paedophiles. One thing
we would do was to say we were a child-friendly
organisation. In every advertisement that encouraged
employees and volunteers to apply, we stated that we
required a working-with-children check. We were told
at the time that that is a barrier. If people had been
thinking of entering and becoming involved in sporting
organisations for the wrong reasons, they might have
thought twice about our organisation and have gone
somewhere else. Being able to use it as a tool and as a
barrier to help protect children in our organisation was
something we very much valued.
I want to comment on a couple of other things in the
amendment bill. The bill streamlines the process
whereby a volunteer with a working-with-children
check moves to being an employee. A volunteer can
receive a working-with-children check free whereas
workers need to pay. The bill puts systems in place to
improve timely processing.
There has been consultation on this bill, as is to be
expected from a coalition government. We consulted
with the child safety commissioner, the privacy
commissioner and various government departments that
have an interest in this bill. I support this thoroughly. I
am pleased to see that our government has brought this
bill onto the program. The bill is a good initiative. The
bill puts a strong focus on our children, which is where
it needs to be, rather than on the applicant who can
appeal a decision, and you may get somebody who may
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be inappropriate to work with children, as has happened
in the past.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — There is no greater trust
than that involved in leaving your children in somebody
else’s care; that is why I am pleased to make a few
remarks on the Working with Children Amendment
Bill 2012. This bill comes from the Attorney-General,
and it is fairly non-controversial, making relatively
minor amendments to the Working with Children Act
2005. It seeks to amend the test that the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) must apply in
deciding whether to issue an applicant with a
working-with-children check. It also amends the act to
make murder a category 1 offence; it is currently a
category 2 offence. We all support that. It removes the
right of a person to do child-related work whilst their
application is being heard in certain circumstances. It
provides the secretary with the power to revoke a card
following a suspension, and it clarifies the application
of provisions of the act and streamlines
administration — and I must say that on this side of the
house we do not oppose that at all.
As I said, there is no greater trust than that involved in
leaving your child with somebody else. That is why we
introduced the working-with-children legislation in
2005. That was to assist in protecting children from
sexual or physical harm by ensuring all those who work
with or care for children have their suitability checked
by a government body. The Attorney-General’s
second-reading speech indicates that since then over
910 000 people have applied for a card, and over 1000
have been weeded out, or have been deemed unsuitable
to work with children.
This working-with-children check is different to the
national police check in that those who have passed the
check will be monitored for future relevant offences. At
the time Labor did not want to place any financial
burden on clubs, community groups, religious
organisations or any group or person who gave their
time freely to work with children. Of course all
members of the house value volunteers. As I indicated,
the community embraced the check, as evidenced by
the fact that 910 000 people have applied for a card.
We must reflect on what came before the legislation,
and I have to say that the Liberal Party previously
attempted to stall the legislation. Liberal members did
not vote against it, however, and that was a good thing.
However, with The Nationals — and I remember being
in the house at the time — you would have thought that
the sky was going to fall in. The Nationals opposed that
bill, and I think it should never be forgotten that its
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members opposed it. They stated their main concern
was the supposed burden on volunteers. Members who
were here at the time will recall claims that the
legislation would stop grandparents letting their
grandchildren help on the farm and would do all sorts
of other things.
None of those things has come to pass, and all members
of the house accept that that bill enhanced protection. It
was phased in over five years, and since that time two
amending bills have further improved the safety of
children and enhanced the clarity of the act.
I want to talk a little about what this bill proposes to
add. It relates to tests that the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and VCAT apply in assessing the
suitability of an applicant. The bill adds additional
criteria, including that the secretary and VCAT must be
satisfied that a reasonable person would allow his or her
child to have direct contact with the applicant if they
were not supervised. That could be deemed a very
common-sense clause. Nobody should have to leave
their child with someone they are not comfortable
leaving them with. The other part of that provision is
that the applicant’s engagement in any type of
child-related work would not pose an unjustifiable risk
to children. A second criterion is intended to address
cases where VCAT has decided to grant the card after
consideration of the purpose for which the applicant
had applied. It should be noted that VCAT may not
have given weight to the fact that the card is portable
and, once obtained, permits the cardholder to engage in
any type of child-related work.
I want to talk about another clause which could be
deemed common sense, which moves murder from
category 2 to category 1. Category 2 applications are
those where the applicant has committed offences such
as a sexual offence against an adult, a serious violent
crime, such as murder and intentionally causing injury,
or a serious drug offence. There is a presumption that a
category 2 application will be refused a check unless
the secretary is satisfied there is not an unjustifiable risk
to children. Of course the applicant may appeal the
decision to VCAT.
As I said, this bill moves murder from category 2 to
category 1, which effectively means the secretary has
no discretion at all to issue a working-with-children
check. The applicant may still apply to VCAT for a
review. This strengthened test, in which murder has
been moved to category 1, is in response to cases where
VCAT has overturned the secretary’s decision. It must
be noted that the newspapers have taken a great interest
in this bill and other bills like it. I am sure all members
of the house support this bill.
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I also want to talk about the revocation of a
working-with-children card. Under the legislation the
secretary is able to suspend the card for up to six
months when the secretary becomes aware that the
cardholder has been charged with, convicted or found
guilty of a serious offence. The bill provides the
secretary with the instrument to revoke the
working-with-children card if the suspended person
fails to provide the secretary with the written
information. The relevant clause will stop applicants
from stalling the reassessment process.
In conclusion, this bill is a good bill. It addresses the
practical and technical issues that have been raised. We
do not oppose the amendments. We encourage the
government to monitor and improve the scheme as
required. Over the period 2005 to 2012 there were some
amendments, and I am sure along the way there will
need to be further amendments. Should there need to be
further amendments in the future, provided that they are
in the interests of child safety and they are put to the
house, I am sure Labor will support them. With those
few remarks I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 April; motion of
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity this evening to speak on the Forests
Amendment Bill 2012. This is a bill that is the result of
a poorly thought out and poorly executed policy by
members opposite. It is a bill that those opposite may
claim implements an election commitment, but even
then it fails to deliver what they, or at least a member
for Northern Victoria Region in the other place,
announced prior to the last election.
It is a bill that changes a longstanding practice across
many governments in this state, both Liberal and Labor,
whereby permits have been required for collecting
firewood in Victoria. It is a change that has been made
for no apparent reason and without consultation or
proper consideration of the impact that it will have on
the environment, jobs and those communities and
individuals who rely on firewood for heating. For that
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reason, the opposition is moving a reasoned
amendment. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words:
‘this house refuses to read this bill a second time until the
proposals contained in the bill have been referred to, and
considered by, the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee’.

That is the opposition’s reasoned amendment. I hope
the government will support this reasoned amendment,
but if it does not, the opposition will be opposing the
bill. I will come back to talk about the amendment in
more detail, but I am sure that my discussion of the bill
itself will make clear that further work needs to be
undertaken to assess whether this is the right policy and
whether these are the right changes to make to what
have been longstanding arrangements in Victoria.
Last year, about eight months ago, the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change — bowing, I am
sure, to pressure from The Nationals — announced that
the government would be scrapping the requirement to
obtain a permit to collect firewood on public land. As I
said previously, this flew in the face of longstanding
policy here in Victoria; in fact that policy was put in
place by a Liberal government back in 1958. But
surprise, surprise — the minister discovered that he
could not just announce to the world that firewood
collection permits were no longer required. As a result
of his un-thought-through announcement, for months
we have had people, including commercial operators,
collecting firewood — apparently illegally. The
minister was so across his portfolio that he did not
realise that the permit system was entrenched in a
number of pieces of legislation in Victoria and that any
changes would require legislative changes. Therefore
we have this bill before the house.
In addition, this policy change has caused massive
concern and confusion across the state. At the time of
making the announcement the minister failed to point
out that the removal of the permit requirement did not
apply to roadsides, so we then had councils and the
Municipal Association of Victoria scrambling to clarify
for local communities that people still required permits
to collect firewood on roadsides. The minister went into
hiding at that time. Since the minister’s announcement
we have seen some very concerning practices across
regional and rural Victoria. We have seen commercial
operators from Melbourne being accused by regional
residents of taking large quantities of firewood. They
say those operators have basically pulled out all the
existing firewood that was previously available to
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people through a permit system to assist them in their
heating needs during winter.
In the Bendigo Advertiser of 7 April, Axedale resident
Jeff Wallis was quoted as saying that the new system
had become ‘a disaster’ and that the government
needed to revert to the permit system. He went on to
say:
The merchants have made an absolute killing: free firewood
by the truckload, to be sold at high prices to city customers.
There’s no way locals can get any legal firewood now.

We have seen similar comments in other regional
papers. The Weekly Times of 2 May opened with a
story headed ‘Open slather as traders abuse no-permit
collection’. On the same day the headline of another
article in the Weekly Times read ‘Backfire on firewood
scheme’.
The bill before the house is an attempt to at least try to
fix the legal bungle of a minister who is out of touch
with his portfolio and to fix the fact that we have had
people collecting firewood illegally for the last eight
months. What it will not fix is the fact that a free-for-all,
unmonitored system will not assist those local residents
who rely on firewood for heating.
I will look at the bill. As I said, the provisions were
contained in a number of pieces of legislation, so the
bill amends a number of acts to enable firewood in
Victoria to be collected without a permit. The bill
applies to the collection of firewood in state forests and
those regional parks where firewood is currently
allowed to be collected under the permit system.
The bill puts limits on that collection similar to those
that applied under the permit system — for example, it
defines two collection seasons; it establishes a process
for designating those areas where firewood can be
collected; it creates offences to try to prevent and
manage behaviour around collection and commercial
firewood collection; it sets daily limits on collection —
the top limit is 16 cubic metres per year per person; and
it provides that only wood that has been felled or has
fallen can be collected. Certain powers rest with the
secretary to vary conditions. For example, the
collection of firewood could be limited to people who
live in the local area.
On that basis, what is the issue the opposition has with
this bill? The minister himself alludes to the problem in
the system in his second-reading speech, where he says:
Previously, firewood permits typically contained information
on where, and how much, firewood could be collected and
under what conditions.
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That means it was always clear who could get a
permit — that is, not commercial operators. People had
to go through a process to apply for a permit, and it was
always very clear where people could collect firewood
from and under what conditions et cetera. People were
clear individually about what responsibilities and rights
they had in relation to firewood collection.
The bill sets up a system in which it will be difficult for
people who collect firewood to understand the
conditions that apply to that collection. In fact, as I
understand it, the conditions can change during a
particular season. People collecting firewood would be
required to read the Government Gazette or look at the
Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE)
website to understand their rights and the restrictions on
collection.
As I said, if the secretary decides that only locals who
live in a particular area can collect wood, for whatever
reason — because of supply issues, et cetera — the
only way anyone will know that is when they read the
Government Gazette. I am sure many of our
constituents regularly read the Government Gazette and
come to talk to members about the items that are
contained in that gazette! Hansard cannot pick up the
fact that I am displaying an element of scepticism about
the degree to which government gazettes are read.
Not only that but the bill also relies on regular and large
monitoring of firewood collection areas to ensure that
only individuals who are allowed to are collecting the
wood and that they are collecting the right sort of wood
in the right areas and in the right quantities. We know
what will happen there. Given the large funding and job
cuts to DSE and Parks Victoria, the capacity to monitor
firewood collection processes will be limited.
James Williams from the North Central Catchment
Management Authority is reported in the Weekly Times
of 2 May as saying that the government no longer had
staff to patrol firewood collection points and that:
People are going in, we hear they’re merchants from the city,
and just taking everything … the free system was always
going to be open to abuse.

In fact the DSE pretty much confirms this in the same
article in the Weekly Times. Paul Bates, a spokesperson
from DSE, is reported as saying that DSE has also
heard ‘anecdotally’ of the merchant raids. I suggest that
DSE has heard that anecdotally because its officers are
not out there. They are unlikely to be out there, because
DSE does not have the resources or the staff to provide
the monitoring that would be required to ensure that the
provisions of the legislation are adhered to.
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How on earth does the government think it can restrict
supply to local residents, which is one of the options
that is flagged in the second-reading speech, without
that sort of monitoring? How can rules and conditions
be changed during the season — which is also flagged
in the second-reading speech — without staff being out
there to assist people to understand any changes, given
the reality that we know people will not be looking at
the Government Gazette regularly to see those sorts of
changes.
There is still ongoing confusion about roadside
collections. They will not be allowed under this
legislation. However, as I said earlier, the original
announcement made by the minister and the so-called
election commitment — and I will come back to that —
suggested that people would be able to collect from
roadsides without a permit. That has never been the
case, even under the previous legislation. When the
minister made that announcement it was never the case
that collection without a permit would apply to
roadsides. The government has not taken any
significant steps to try to rectify that misinformation
that is out there in communities. It has left it up to
councils to try to manage the issue, putting in jeopardy
councils but also individuals who are unclear about the
rules because they are risking fines under the current
arrangements.
The other major issue is the impact this free-for-all
system will have on jobs and private industry in
regional and rural Victoria. Over the years we have
seen farmers diversify their land use by growing trees
for commercial firewood. The Northern United Farm
Forestry Group, which represents these farmers, is
expressing strong concerns that this policy change will
undermine local business development and jobs.
The irony of this legislation and policy change is that
some communities could in fact be worse off under this
arrangement. In the past, decisions about how much
firewood is taken have always been based on supply,
which might vary region to region. That often meant
that in some regions, particularly somewhere like
Gippsland, larger amounts of firewood were able to be
collected, given the supply. Under this legislation
Gippsland residents are likely to suffer and be more
limited in the amount of firewood they can collect.
Of course there are environmental concerns in relation
to firewood collection, and it was those environmental
concerns that drove the introduction of permits right
back in 1958 — not that the Victorian environment
minister really cares about that. We should call him the
anti-environment minister and maybe the rubbish
minister, because if people follow the environment
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minister’s website or media releases they will see that
the only thing on which this minister seems to make a
contribution is rubbish and waste management. I am
not being critical of that effort, but it is the only space in
which the minister claims to be advocating for
environmental improvements in Victoria.
We know there are ecological impacts from firewood
collection. In fact in 2009 a Melbourne University
report on this issue — amongst a whole range of
others — stated that 21 species of native birds are
considered to be threatened by firewood collection in
Australia and 19 of these species occur in Victoria. We
also know how absolutely critical hollow logs are in
providing a home and refuge for native animals.
This report, which was previously proudly displayed on
the DSE website, mysteriously disappeared — was
taken down — after the firewood policy change the
minister announced last year. Surprise, surprise! The
government is again trying to hide the truth and ensure
that the environment is not a consideration in policy
changes. That is particularly concerning when it is in
relation to the environment minister.
As I stated earlier, the government will claim this is an
election commitment, and I am sure that there are
people lining up to say, ‘This was a commitment we
took to the Victorian people’. Basically it was an
election commitment that was not in the environment
policy because, as we know, there was no environment
policy. It was announced in a media release put out by a
member for Northern Victoria in the other place, the
then shadow minister for country Victoria and now
Minister for Housing, on 3 November 2010.
In that so-called election commitment the shadow
minister said that the coalition would remove permits
for firewood collection. Okay, that is what the coalition
said; however, the shadow minister then went on to say
in that media release that this would mean:
Unrestricted access will be permitted for the collection of
firewood for household use from roadsides without the
requirement to obtain authorisation from VicRoads or the
local council, as is the case under Labor …

This legislation actually does not deliver on that
election commitment, which said there would be no
permits required for roadside collection from either
VicRoads or councils. This legislation does not change
the status quo, which is that permits are required to
collect firewood from roadsides. One could in fact
argue that this is a failure by this government to deliver
on what it claimed was an election commitment. One
could say that it is a broken promise.
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Let us have a further look at that media release by the
then shadow minister for country Victoria, which went
on to say:
The coalition’s plan will make firewood available year round.

The release was very critical that the Labor policy only
allowed collection during two seasons. Again this
legislation does not deliver on that commitment. The
coalition went to an election, saying, ‘All year round,
right across the state, on roadsides — it does not matter
where it is — there is a free-for-all for firewood’. The
government has not delivered on that — and it has not
attempted to. Those opposite cannot stand up tonight
and say, ‘You should support this. We went to the
Victorian people and this was an election commitment’.
What it promised is not what it is delivering, so even
assuming anyone was aware of this media release that
went out at the end of the day on 3 November or
2 November — whenever it was — this was not
contained in any policy document and was something
that people were aware of. The government has not
delivered on the commitments it made.
This whole policy is a complete debacle. It does not
deliver what the coalition promised. It was announced
without any consultation, without any understanding of
the current laws and without any understanding of the
policy’s environmental and economic impact and
importantly its impact on local regional and rural
communities. This is why the government should
support our reasoned amendment. It is a sensible
amendment. It is a chance for a joint parliamentary
committee to look more closely at this policy change
and to look more closely at the provisions that are
contained in this legislation.
Given the legal bungle, which alone raises concerns
about whether this government and this minister know
what they are doing in this policy area, let us have a
close look at the implications of the change of this
longstanding practice. Let us have a real look at the
impact it might have on jobs. As I said, jobs have in the
past been created through farmers diversifying their
land and actually developing a commercial firewood
industry. Let us have a look at what it will mean for
those businesses, and as I said, at the impact on jobs.
Let us have a real look at the research and the science. I
know The Nationals particularly do not like to look at
science around these issues, but let us look at the issues
around the environment. Let us have a look at whether
this will improve access to firewood for local
communities or whether it will mean that there is
greater competition — more people trying to compete
for a limited and scarce resource, firewood. Let us have
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a real look at the level of monitoring that would be
required to be provided by DSE and Parks Victoria to
ensure that people follow the conditions and the rules
that are set by this legislation but that are also being set
from time to time by the secretary of the department.
Let the committee actually do some consultation with
regional and rural communities. More and more of
these communities are expressing concern that this
policy is not working for them, that it is working for
commercial operators from Melbourne but not working
for them and not ensuring that they have got access to
adequate supplies of firewood. As I said, this is a
sensible amendment which will help to ensure that we
can be confident that if this change were made it would
be in the interests of regional and rural Victorians and
in the interests of the environment. Unfortunately I am
not confident that the government will support this. Its
record on caring about the environment in Victoria is
absolutely appalling.
Never before in Victoria have we seen a government
actually take steps backwards when it comes to our
environment. We know what it thinks of national parks:
apparently they are paddocks for cattle! That is not
what Victorians think of national parks. Victorians have
consistently nominated national parks as critically
important, pristine natural assets. The government has
allowed firewood collection to continue in the
Gunbower and Barmah national parks.
We have recently seen the dropping of the emissions
target. I will digress slightly on the motion that was
before the house earlier on what the government is
calling the ‘carbon dioxide tax’. It is ironic that the
government comes into this house saying, ‘We are
getting rid of the emissions target’ — the 20 per cent
target that it voted for and that it supported while Labor
was in government — on the basis that the
commonwealth government is introducing a carbon
price. It does that one day and the next day it comes
into this house and says, ‘We oppose the carbon price’.
What irony! The government is using the carbon tax to
justify taking absolutely zero action on climate change.
It is saying, ‘We do not support the carbon price, and
we do not support taking action on climate change’. It
is trying to con the Victorian people.
This evening I heard a number of people say, ‘Where
was the member for Bellarine?’. Just to remind people,
the government moved that motion on budget night,
from my memory, because it was so embarrassed by its
budget. I recall making a significant contribution that
evening on that particular motion, even though my
community was keen to hear from me about what was
not in the budget for them. The hypocrisy around this
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emissions target and the carbon price knows no bounds.
Those opposite went to the last election saying they
supported a carbon price, an emissions trading scheme
and an emissions reduction target for Victoria, yet they
accuse the Prime Minister of not telling the truth — the
irony and the hypocrisy.
I will move back to the other lot, because there is a long
list of failures and lack of action by this government
when it comes to the environment. Going hand in hand
with reducing the emissions target, the government is
moving away from a renewable energy target.
Government members have blinders on when it comes
to the science of what we need to do as a community to
respond to changes in our climate. We have seen the
cutting of energy efficiency programs. Members of The
Nationals have been completely silent on this while
their communities have been screaming out about the
need to put protections in place around coal seam gas.
We have seen nothing from those opposite, who have
tried to handball it over — —
Mr Bull — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, this
debate is about the Forests Amendment Bill 2012,
which relates to firewood, and I urge you to bring the
speaker back to the content of the bill.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, you would be aware that as the lead speaker
on this bill the shadow Minister for Environment and
Climate Change is permitted flexibility in terms of what
she contributes and how she contributes, and it seems to
me that it is entirely appropriate for her to continue in
the vein she has been following.
Mr McIntosh — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I certainly agree with the member for
Gippsland East that the lead speaker for the opposition
in relation to this bill is straying well and truly away
from the purpose of the bill, which is firewood
collection. She had her opportunity to make a
contribution on the carbon dioxide tax debate; I do not
know whether she took that opportunity or not. This is a
narrow debate about the Forests Amendment Bill 2012.
While the member for Bellarine has latitude as a lead
speaker, she should be brought back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order, but I ask the
member to establish the links between her commentary
and the bill.
Ms NEVILLE — The issue before the house is
about changes to a longstanding practice that has
applied in Victoria to require permits for firewood
collection, and the basis of the decision to maintain that
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requirement made by many governments over the years
has been environmental concerns. I was making the
point that this government is not concerned about the
environment, as we have seen through a long list of
things. I point out to the Minister for Corrections, who
is at the table, that I was not speaking about the carbon
tax; I was speaking about coal seam gas. Members of
The Nationals are out there saying ‘Free-for-all
firewood’ and ‘Free-for-all coal seam gas’. If they
talked to their local communities, they would find out
that these measures are not working well for these
communities but are working against the interests of
regional and rural Victorians.
The list goes on. The government has made new wind
farms basically impossible to put in place in Victoria.
We will not see new ones; there will be no new
investments. I know a great new company in Geelong
that has created a whisper-quiet wind turbine, but it will
struggle to get business in Victoria. We have seen the
cutting of the premium feed-in tariff. These are just
some of the many examples — like making the
decision to remove permits through this bill — that
show that this government has no understanding of and
no commitment to the environment in Victoria.
It is the first Liberal-Nationals Victorian government to
have walked away from the environment, to take
backward steps when it comes to the environment. This
will get worse when we see the massive cuts, both in
staff numbers and in funding, to the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and to Parks Victoria
take effect. Those opposite should hang their heads in
shame over this record.
The only time we see the environment minister — or
the anti-environment minister — is when he talks about
waste management, because he cannot talk about
anything else with credibility. He is taking us
backwards when it comes to the environment. Let us
see if the minister and the Liberal Party stand up on this
bill — stand up to the unresearched policies and
unscientific views of those in The Nationals and agree
to a proper investigation into this legislation and what it
means for jobs, for the environment and for the
members of rural and regional communities who rely
on firewood for heating.
I hope the government supports the reasoned
amendment before the house, that it rejects the poorly
thought out debacle of a policy that has resulted in the
bill before the house and that it actually stands up for
the environment for once. Let us look at these issues
properly and give rural and regional Victorians a real
chance to have a say in how firewood is best collected
and distributed in their communities.
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Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Forests Amendment
Bill 2012. Open fires are a way of life in many country
towns and for many country families. Many of us grew
up being educated on life by our parents and
grandparents while surrounded by our siblings around
an open fire. I can remember sitting in front of an open
fire while being educated by my great-grandfather with
his life experiences. More importantly, for many years
and in many areas solid fuel has been vital for heating
and cooking. Whilst in a number of places, and in
particular in urban locations, the open fire is not as
popular as it once was, it is still a much-used source of
energy and warmth in a number of rural and remote
communities throughout the length and breadth of our
great state.
The government has committed to making domestic
firewood collection on public land more affordable for
families by abolishing the need to obtain a firewood
collection permit. It has been well documented that
many families are facing tough economic times. The
abolition of the need to pay — and to travel to pay —
for a firewood collection permit has been much
welcomed. Contrary to the views of the previous
speaker, this move has been well received and
supported within my electorate and my community of
Gippsland East. It certainly has not caused the massive
confusion that has been suggested; it has been a very
streamlined and straightforward process.
The need to obtain a permit to collect firewood was
previously very costly and in the vast majority of cases
extremely inconvenient for those wanting to do so. I
will touch on that shortly. Families were being charged
to collect a resource that they had been able to source
freely for many decades. The permit system was
exceptionally inconvenient. When rural householders
needed to get a load of firewood to cook their food or
warm their family at night, they were faced with this
predicament of having to drive often very long
distances to firstly purchase a permit and then perhaps
drive back past their home or their place of residence to
go to their firewood collection area and carry out their
firewood collection. The system was burdened with a
lot of unnecessary red tape.
The situation in a lot of rural and regional areas of
Victoria is that many property owners are able to source
firewood to meet their requirements from their own
land. Many people in rural and remote communities
own acreages where there is ample firewood, but that is
not the case in all situations. There are also many
people who live within townships in rural and regional
areas or who have very small acreage lots who need to
collect their firewood from public land. This new,
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streamlined process will allow people to simply go and
collect a load of wood straight from their closest or
favourite collection area and will remove the travel
component, which was costly, inappropriate and
ineffective.
Previously when you picked up your firewood
collection permit it would include information that
related to the various conditions of that permit, such as
where you could go, how much you could collect and
what conditions applied at any one point in time. Now
that the permits have been removed, the details of
collection will be dealt with in a very straightforward
manner. There are clearly defined rules and regulations
that are precise and easy for firewood collectors to
understand. The bill will also designate firewood
collection areas, and the new areas put in place in my
electorate of Gippsland East, which I would suggest is
the biggest firewood collection area in the state of
Victoria, have proved very appropriate and will
certainly meet the needs of my community.
The bill imposes limits on the amount of firewood that
can be collected, but the limits that have been put in
place are appropriate for the average household. They
allow for a personal collection of 2 cubic metres per
person per day and 16 cubic metres per household per
financial year. Importantly, it also allows for a person
who cannot collect firewood themselves to nominate
another person to collect wood on their behalf. This is
critically important in an area like Gippsland East,
where we have a large retiree population and a number
of service clubs that go and collect firewood on behalf
of local people. A number of people rely on their
friends and neighbours to collect firewood on their
behalf.
Such a system requires various checks and balances,
and these new guidelines strike an appropriate balance
by introducing a much simpler and more affordable
system while ensuring that there are strong deterrents to
illegal commercial operations. To achieve this, the bill
creates a series of offences with appropriate penalties.
Previously most of the offences had to be dealt with
through the courts, which was not seen as ideal. The bill
creates several new offences that can be handled
through the issuing of infringement notices, which I
think is a much more acceptable course of action. It
provides compliance tools that will encourage
adherence to the collection rules but also allow
flexibility so that a more serious case can be taken to
court, should that eventuality arise. The offences relate
to firewood collection outside of a collection area,
outside of a collection season or in excess of the limits
that have been put in place.
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The bill reflects the government’s commitment to
removing the need for domestic permits and creates a
simpler and more affordable system — there is
absolutely no doubt about that. I know that in my
electorate of Gippsland East the move to a non-permit
system has been well received. It is far less
cumbersome and much more workable and convenient
than the permit system. It also removes the unnecessary
financial burden on rural families that rely on solid-fuel
heating and cooking of having to travel to get a permit
and then travel back again — that is, the financial
burden of paying for a permit system that was forced on
them. This is another step by this government to reduce
red tape that might make life simpler and easier.
Before I finish I would like to pick up on some of the
comments made by the previous speaker about this
government having a poor environmental record. I
think the comment was made that we believe national
parks are there for grazing cattle. This government, in
its short term so far, has a very strong environmental
record when it comes to national parks. We inherited a
system that had suffered due to the previous
government being happy to let wild dogs run riot right
through national parks, encroach on properties and rip
the bellies out of sheep. That government did absolutely
nothing about the issue, to the point where the previous
minister came to a public meeting in Bairnsdale and
was famously quoted on the front page of our paper as
saying, ‘We’re not doing anything about it; they’re not
our dogs’. This is a government that has taken firm
action on the wild dog problem and has also introduced
a fox bounty. We are serious about getting rid of
vermin — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BULL — I take up the interjection. I am
commenting on our environmental record, which was
raised by the opening speaker. We have also invested
$10 million in the Gippsland Lakes, which is a far
bigger investment than the previous government made,
yet those opposite sit there and question our
environmental record. That is an absolute joke.
This is a common-sense bill. It has been very well
received in my electorate. It removes the burden of
people having to travel to get a permit. It is a much
more streamlined and a much fairer process. I have no
hesitation in commending the bill to the house and
wishing it a speedy passage.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure to follow the member for Gippsland East in
speaking on the Forests Amendment Bill 2012. I will
try to make my contribution with a straight face,
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because the member made his with a straight face. I
would like to take up a couple of points raised by the
member for Gippsland East, who, sadly, has left the
chamber and is not going to hear my response.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — That is right; he is not going to
hear my scathing response to his contribution. There are
a couple of points I would like to make in response to
his contribution. One of them is the suggestion that this
free-for-all is actually about making the collection of
firewood more affordable. I live in a rural area; the only
heating I have in my home is a Coonara wood heater,
and I love it. We love collecting firewood. We are on
10 acres. We can collect a fair bit of firewood on our
own property. However, the cost of a permit to get
firewood was the cheapest aspect of collecting it.
Chainsaws, chainsaw maintenance, petrol and
trailers — and learning how to back the damn thing! —
all of these things are far more onerous. The least
expensive aspect of it all was actually collecting a
permit, which I think varied in price from $20 to $40,
or something of that order. So it is actually a nonsense
to suggest that this legislation is about saving people
money.
The other point I would like to make is about access.
The member for Gippsland East suggested that there
had been free access for many years, going back
decades. There has not been free access for the last
54 years. I am not sure how many people who are
80-odd years of age would be capable of going out to a
forest today and cutting up firewood. It has been many
years since anyone has been able to collect firewood
without first obtaining a permit.
The member also talked about a streamlined process.
There is no process. It is not streamlined. It has just
been completely abolished. There is no process
whatsoever. I noticed that the member talked about
how in the old days — like about six months or six
weeks ago when you did require a permit — that you
were given information about where to go and
information about the safe use of chainsaws, about what
to do and what not to do. There was some useful
information as part of that. I am not sure — maybe I
missed it — whether the member indicated where that
information will now be found. We know where people
need to go to get that information. Let us hope the
Government Gazette becomes a bestseller in rural areas
because, as I understand it, that is the only place that
people will have access to that information about where
they can go to collect firewood.
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My other point is about the amount of wood you can
take. I do not have any qualms with 16 cubic metres a
year, but I suspect that some people will have some
issues with 2 cubic metres a day. On a good day, people
who have a good trailer and a decent chainsaw will go
out, find their spot and they will have all of this
beautiful wood to collect, and 2 cubic metres is not a
lot. Most people will try to collect their whole year’s
firewood in a couple of days. One of the hardest things
about collecting firewood is finding a good firewood
collection day. It has to be dry, but not too dry. That
will not be warmly greeted despite what the member
said.
I was part of a working group about six to eight years
ago under a previous government. We were looking at
firewood collection in the box-ironbark forests. It was a
very interesting reference and we learnt a lot. Part of
what we learnt was how much people collected and
where they collected from. We got that information
through the permit system. Putting aside the other
benefits the permit system provides — and it is a little
bit of a balance and a little bit of a prevention of a
free-for-all — the permit system also provided some
very good data for governments to determine future
firewood policies. We relied on that data quite
significantly in helping us to determine the policies that
would be implemented in those forests in the northern
parts of Victoria. It will be a loss of a source of
information as well as allowing this free-for-all.
You need a permit to catch a fish, so to suggest that you
should not require a permit to go into a forest, into a
designated area, and take a certain amount of timber
from certain areas is just mind blowing. I fail to
understand how government members could think this
is a good thing. When this proposal was first announced
by the minister, despite what other members have said
and what the member for Gippsland East said, there
was some serious disappointment among people in our
area. According to locals one of the best ways to access
firewood is roadside collection. It is right there, in your
face, and you do not even have to drive to the state
forest.
Again, just to pick up on the shadow minister’s
contribution, this is not even meeting the election
commitments of this government. It is taking a little bit
out. I thought the government’s election commitment
was ridiculous. For the most part in my area what
people were wanting to see was not a free-for-all,
because people do not mind getting permits. What they
want to be able to do is collect firewood from state
forests around our area. In our area most of the
commercial logging was stopped as a result of the Our
Forests, Our Future policy under the previous
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government. When we applied a little bit of science to
the logging operations in our area in one instance, in the
Wombat State Forest, they were exceeding the
sustainable yield figure by 80 per cent. So the yields
were cut by 80 per cent in the Wombat State Forest.
There is no commercial logging — not on any scale —
going on in the Wombat State Forest. Similarly, there
has not been commercial logging in the Cobaw Forest
for some years. These are the areas where people were
wanting access for firewood collection, and I am not
sure this bill delivers that either.
To conclude, we have already heard that Department of
Sustainability and Environment staff have been cut and
offices have been closed, so there will be no monitoring
of this system, which is pretty much a free-for-all
anyway. We know that locals who rely on firewood
collection for their heating, and as I have said I am one
of those, hate to see commercial firewood collectors
coming up from the city and taking great swathes of
wood.
It is like recreational fishermen watching commercial
fishermen coming into, for example, the Gippsland
Lakes with great nets. When we did an inquiry there
some years ago the recreational fishermen said, ‘You
may as well go home for a week’, because it would take
that long once the commercial fishermen had been
through the place before they saw another fish. That is
why I think it is important and I support the reasoned
amendment moved by the shadow Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, the member for
Bellarine, that this legislation be referred to the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee, of
which I happen to be a proud member and have been
for 12 years. I would be very pleased for our committee
to look at this reference and to look at all of the
implications of this bill.
It would be very nice to throw a bit of science into the
mix here, which is something I know this new
government is not too keen on. It says, ‘Let us not let
the science stand in the way of a piece of
legislation — —
Ms Hennessy interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — That is right. I can only assume
that members of The Nationals have been lobbying; the
bill reads like a Nationals sort of bill. The people in my
area are not looking for a free-for-all; they do not mind
regulation when they understand what it is about and if
they think the permit system is not too onerous. I grant
that there are some processes that improvements might
be made to, but this is not the way to go about it. You
do not remove the permit system completely. There is a
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big difference between removing it and improving it,
and what this government has done is to give open
slather access to our forests with no concern at all about
environmental protection.
This is not the way to go about making firewood
accessible, because there will be no firewood left. This
is not about maintaining supplies or making supply
sustainable; it is just about pandering to some sectional
interests. It is not the way to go about it, and I support
the reasoned amendment moved by the shadow
minister.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am very pleased
to rise this evening to make a contribution on the
Forests Amendment Bill 2012. The bill seeks to create
a legislative framework where firewood collection is
enabled for individuals so they can collect firewood for
domestic purposes without the need for a permit. Under
the old system you had to buy a permit and pay a fee,
which gave you the right to take wood from a certain
area within the state. You could buy permits around the
state; you were not restricted to buying a permit in one
area. If you lived in the Western District of Victoria,
you could buy a permit in that area, but you could also
buy a permit to harvest firewood up north. You could
buy multiple permits.
Previous speakers have raised issues around lack of
data. Basically the only data that was collected was
about where people bought permits. There was no
return filled in to say that on such and such a date, for
example, I was in the Otways region and I collected
2 cubic metres of firewood from such and such an area.
There were no returns, so there was no data coming in
to show where and when firewood was being collected.
The only thing that was judged was how many permits
were being issued. That does not necessarily mean that
each permit-holder took their wood from that area or
took their full legal entitlement.
A point was raised earlier about the Government
Gazette and changes made. The shadow minister said
that not many people read the Government Gazette, and
I would have to agree with her about that. I do not
know that too many people read the gazette for leisure.
But if an alteration was made to an area, and, for
example, there was a change saying it was only for
local collection, appropriate signage would be put in
place. Information would be posted on the Department
of Sustainability and Environment’s website, and you
could also gain information from your local DSE office.
So there would be options for getting information other
than from the Government Gazette if changes were
made under the regulations.
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This is important legislation for country Victorians. In
Melbourne, and in my electorate of South Barwon in
the Geelong region, we have a cheap and reliable
source of heating in the form of natural gas; however,
in certain areas of country Victoria there is no natural
gas. The coalition government is certainly committed to
extending natural gas to more parts of regional Victoria
through the Regional Growth Fund, but there are
currently parts of the state where the local populace
depend on firewood collection as its primary source of
heating. As the member for Macedon pointed out in her
contribution, that is how she heats her home.
Basically the bill abolishes the requirement to have a
permit to collect firewood. It prescribes two seasons: an
autumn season and a spring season. This is logical
given that the winter is quite wet and in summer there is
a fire risk involved in putting vehicles and equipment
into firewood collection areas. The bill establishes a
process for designating firewood collection areas in
state forests and regional parks where that collection is
currently allowed. There are also rules in place around
when firewood may be collected, how much may be
collected and who can collect it.
A series of offences is created to act as a deterrent to
non-adherence to the provisions of the bill. These will
encourage appropriate collecting behaviour and deter
the illegal collection of firewood. The bill applies only
to domestic use; under this system the commercial
collection of firewood is simply not permitted. Any
firewood collected is for personal use and cannot be
onsold. In the same way that an amateur fisherman who
catches his 20 whiting per day can use them for his
personal consumption but cannot onsell them, there is a
similar principle with this bill. It provides a set of
checks and balances to ensure that there is a sustainable
collection of firewood into the future.
The bill provides for one person to nominate another
person to collect firewood on their behalf. I believe it
was the member of Macedon who raised the point that
with the permit system if you were an elderly person,
you may not be able to get out and collect firewood,
even if you could purchase a permit. Under this system
you can nominate someone to collect firewood on your
behalf — for example, if a person is too old to go out
and collect their own wood but has a son or daughter
who is capable of doing it for them, then that person
can be nominated to collect wood on their behalf. That
is a sensible proposal because in areas where firewood
is a primary source of heating we do not want to make
it difficult for a person who, because of their age, is no
longer capable of collecting firewood on their own.
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Under the rules of the scheme firewood can be
collected from designated areas and, as I said, there are
seasons. It can only be fallen or felled timber, so there
is no cutting down of any living or even dead trees or
shrubs. Wood that is hollowed and has moss or fungi
growing on it, which could be habitat for native
animals, is not permitted to be taken, even if it is lying
on the ground, and collection is only for domestic use.
People will be allowed to collect 2 cubic metres per day
and a maximum of 16 cubic metres per financial year
per household. I remember that 16 cubic metres is quite
a substantial amount. I remember that the tip truck I
used in my former work in the fish trade held 6 cubic
metres, and if you had two and a half of those, you
would have a substantial volume of wood, which would
certainly be adequate to heat the average home.
From 1 March to 30 June is the autumn season. The
spring season is from 1 September to 30 November.
These seasons are sensible; people will not be
collecting wood in the heat, during times of fire risk or
in the mud and rain. As I said, 2 cubic metres of wood
may be collected per day and 16 cubic metres per
financial year. There will also be designated areas for
collection. There will be power within the regulations
to designate an area for local use only. There may be
people living an area that does not have access to
natural gas, and the designated local firewood
collection area would be their primary source of fuel for
heating. It would be illogical to have people from
Melbourne coming up and taking 2 cubic metres of
firewood per day, depriving locals of what is essentially
their only source of heating.
This scheme will apply to state forests under the Forests
Act 1958 and to two regional parks under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978, one of those being the
Shepparton Regional Park. The scheme will also apply
to several other parks reserved under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act to which particular provisions of the
Forests Act apply. These include the Cobboboonee and
Otway forest parks and part of the Kurth Kiln Regional
Park. My electorate of South Barwon is on the eastern
flank of the Otway Forest Park. It is an area where
firewood can be collected.
This is sensible legislation; it reduces red tape by
eliminating the need for people to go and purchase
permits. There are defined rules and checks and
balances provided within the bill. There are deterrents
against inappropriate behaviour, which will encourage
proper firewood collection practices. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I too would like
to make a contribution on the Forests Amendment Bill
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2012. Firstly, I would like to point out that Labor is
opposing the bill in its current format and that the
shadow Minister for Environment and Climate Change
has proposed that the bill be referred to the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee for
further consideration. The reason that Labor has
requested this amendment is that this issue has become
a significant one, and any changes to this legislation
with regard to the collection of firewood and the
abolition of permits requires careful consideration
before this legislation is rammed through the
Parliament without regard to how these measures will
impact on the environment, how the proposed changes
will be monitored and policed and how the legislation
will impact on private wood growers — that is, the
farmers who have diversified to incorporate growing
trees specifically for firewood and now find themselves
being undercut by a free-for-all, taxpayer-funded,
government-sanctioned wood collection fiasco.
In order that the member for Gippsland East does not
think he has a monopoly on knowing the importance of
firewood to families, I would like to add that I also
grew up in a family that relied on firewood collection
for heating and cooking in our fireplace in the lounge
room and on my mother’s old wood stove. I recall that,
along with my father, uncles and many cousins, I spent
many weekends collecting firewood in the bush with
permits purchased by my uncles and my father. Of
course back in those days they used axes to chop the
firewood, not chainsaws.
My father and uncles had permits to collect firewood,
and they knew exactly where they could collect it from
and how much they could collect. Year after year they
would obtain their permits and abide by the
requirements of those permits.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Trafalgar Victory Football Club: funding
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Sport and Recreation, and
the action I seek is for him to provide funding for the
Trafalgar Victory Football Club via the Strengthening
the World Game program application submitted by the
Baw Baw Shire Council. Trafalgar Victory Football
Club has a proven track record when it comes to raising
awareness regarding the need for new soccer grounds
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and facilities in its community. When it came to the
construction of the new soccer grounds, the club played
an important role in securing the necessary funding
from the Baw Baw Shire Council and the state
government. The outcome was as a result of
considerable work from a number of organisations such
as the Trafalgar Community Development Association,
the Trafalgar Recreation Precinct Committee and the
Baw Baw Shire Council, working very closely with the
Trafalgar Victory Football Club.
It was an honour for me to represent the minister at the
official opening of the two soccer grounds in February
this year. In 2012 club membership has grown to some
150-plus members, many of whom are junior aged and
will benefit from the new grounds for many years to
come.
The no. 1 issue for the club at the moment is the
provision of suitable changing rooms and canteen
facilities. This is an important next stage in adding to
the significant investment made by the Baw Baw Shire
Council and the state government in this recreation
reserve. Whilst the Trafalgar Football Netball Club has
been extremely accommodating in sharing changing
rooms and providing storage, this is not a sustainable
nor permanent arrangement. The Baw Baw Shire
Council has, on behalf of Trafalgar Victory FC, applied
to the Victorian state government for approximately
$100 000 for the purchase and installation of portable
amenities to service the two fields. This project will
provide a canteen, a shelter, a medical room, changing
rooms, referee amenities, storage and a multipurpose
area. Clearly the club desperately needs some basic
facilities such as changing rooms and a canteen.
It is essential for the long-term future of Trafalgar
Victory FC that it gain funding via this program. This is
the third time the shire has applied for this funding, and
it would be bitterly disappointing for all involved if the
application were not successful this time. The hard
work, commitment and determination of the
office-bearers of the club — president Mark Judd,
vice-president Greg Wyatt, secretary Jenny Moss and
treasurer Peta Mathews — has underpinned the great
success of this club. They have had tremendous support
from the Trafalgar community and the Baw Baw shire.
I urge the minister to reward their dedication by
providing funding for the infrastructure as a necessary
next step in the redevelopment of this fantastic facility.

Consumer affairs: babies sleeping bags
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I wish to raise an issue
for the Minister for Consumer Affairs. The action I
seek is for the minister to provide immediate and
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unambiguous advice to consumers on the safety of
babies sleeping bags with hoods. Many young families
live in Eltham, and I have recently noticed quite a
number of babies sleeping bags with hoods available
for purchase in the area. I was concerned that these
products may not be safe and was surprised and
horrified to find no clear answer from the authorities.
Whilst the website of Product Safety Australia, a
branch of the ACCC (Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission), advises parents to use a safe
infant sleeping bag, no information on what constitutes
a safe infant sleeping bag is provided.
Further, the publication Keeping Baby Safe — A Guide
to Infant and Nursery Products, which is a joint
publication between the ACCC and Consumer Affairs
Victoria, makes no mention of sleeping bags at all. This
flies in the face of clear advice from SIDS and Kids to
the effect that a safe sleeping bag is one that has a fitted
neck and armholes and no hood. The organisation
specifically advises that covering a baby’s head or face
increases the risk of sudden infant death.
Busy mums and dads cannot be expected to go trawling
through every stakeholder’s website to find reliable
advice on product safety. But when it comes to young
babies, product safety is absolutely crucial. It is quite
outrageous that evidence of the dangers of hoods is
clearly available on one site but not on the sites of
governments at both levels. I have recently written to
the Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Treasurer on
competition and consumer policy at the federal level
asking him to advise on the ACCC’s position on babies
sleeping bags with hoods as a matter of urgency and to
take steps to educate parents and other caregivers
accordingly. However, I do not believe that Consumer
Affairs Victoria, as the state agency with responsibility
for product safety issues, should be sitting on its hands
on this issue either.
Friday, 29 June, is Red Nose Day in Victoria. This is a
day of fundraising for SIDS and Kids, but it is also a
day for raising awareness of the risks of sudden infant
death syndrome. I call on the minister to take this
opportunity to provide clear advice to parents on the
safety of babies sleeping bags with hoods. It could be
that we need to see better investigation of this issue, it
could be that we need warnings on labels, it may be a
case of providing advice to unsuspecting retailers who
are unaware of what they are stocking. There is a whole
range of actions which the minister is capable of taking,
and I ask him to act as quickly as he can to rectify the
situation so that parents of very young children have
clear and unambiguous advice about the sorts of
sleeping bags that are safe for their children.
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Wangaratta Festival of Jazz and Blues: funding
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I wish to raise
a matter for the Minister for Tourism and Major Events.
The action I seek is that the minister support the Murray
Valley electorate by providing funds to support the
2012 Wangaratta Festival of Jazz and Blues, which will
be held this year from 2 to 5 November.
The Wangaratta Festival of Jazz and Blues features an
extensive jazz program including performances by
Australian and international artists. The venues are
various locations in and around Wangaratta. The
festival is held annually over the Melbourne Cup
weekend and incorporates the National Jazz Awards
and youth workshops. Australia’s most prestigious jazz
instrumental competition, the National Jazz Awards,
will put the spotlight on Australia’s leading young jazz
singers this year. Vocalists up to the age of 35 will be
vying for a spot in the final 10, who will compete at this
year’s Wangaratta jazz festival. In addition to cash
prizes, the winners will be invited to record in the
ABC studios for ABC Classic FM’s Jazztrack with Mal
Stanley and to perform at the 2013 Stonnington Jazz
festival.
The National Jazz Awards have been an integral part of
Australia’s premier jazz festival since the festival began
in 1990. This year will be the first time that vocals have
been featured since 2005, when the first prize was
awarded to Elana Stone. The finals will be on the
Sunday afternoon, 4 November, and will be broadcast
live nationally. Organisers estimated that the 2011
festival attracted 20 000 people. This included those
attending the free events on Reid Street. More than
4000 tickets were sold to the ticketed events, and of
these 3150 were purchased online and hence were
representative of the broad spectrum of people who
attend from around the country.
The Wangaratta festival of jazz celebrated its
21st birthday in 2010. Just as the festival has grown in
that time, the residents of Wangaratta have grown up
with this event as well. The event brings out the best in
the people of my electorate, with over 500 people
working as volunteers on this weekend. It is a great
weekend for Wangaratta. It is also a very worthwhile
event it that it creates a wonderful sense of pride among
these people and brings in people from all over the
country who wine and dine, eat and sleep and certainly
enjoy themselves in Wangaratta, then go home to share
their positive experience with others.
The festival is in good hands, with Max White
appointed chairperson earlier this year and long-time
artistic director Adrian Jackson at the helm. I seek the
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minister’s support so that the 2012 Wangaratta Festival
of Jazz and Blues can be a major success.

Ambulance services: response times
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Health, and
the action I am seeking from the minister is for him to
ensure that response times for ambulance services,
particularly in regional areas, are improved so that at
the very least they are able to meet their targets.
A recent case in Macedon highlights the increasing
problems for ambulance services across the state. We
had a situation where a heart transplant recipient waited
almost 2 hours for emergency help. As it involved a
heart transplant recipient this call should have been
treated as a code 1 emergency with the ambulance
arriving within 15 minutes. When a second call was
made it was revealed, as the operator at the time said,
that they had no staff available. This is completely
unacceptable. Not only does it put lives at risk — as it
did in this case — but it also puts the paramedics under
enormous stress in what is already a very stressful job.
Our paramedics are incredibly skilled and deserve to be
supported by the government. We know they do
procedures on the sides of roads that doctors, nurses
and other health-care professionals do in operating
theatres with lights and all sorts of other things.
Ambulance personnel are doing this work in often very
difficult physical circumstances.
The Baillieu government came to office promising to
fix the problems. What we are seeing instead is the
government lowering the benchmark for ambulance
response times in regional Victoria. The government
has failed its 90 per cent target for responding within
15 minutes to code 1 incidents in areas with a
population of more than 7500 people. Recent figures
show that ambulances achieved this benchmark in just
79.8 per cent of cases, down on the 82.8 per cent mark
that was achieved in 2010–11. We have seen average
response times continue to grow in rural areas. We
know that cardiac arrest patients in rural and regional
areas, for example, have a lower survival rate than
those in metropolitan regions.
Far from this government fixing the problems, things
seem to be getting worse. Of course recent cuts to
ambulance services do not help, nor do measures that
include reducing access to overtime, not replacing staff
who are on leave and cutting expenditure to Ambulance
Victoria. Reducing the number of mobile intensive care
ambulance paramedics operating in rural Victoria is
also not helping and is reducing the level of
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professionalism that the service can provide. While
many welcome the cut in the cost of a subscription to
Ambulance Victoria, this measure will increase
membership, which will in turn increase demand, as
will our ageing and increasing population, more people
living at home — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Libraries: Ashburton project
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Local Government as the minister
responsible for the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program. The Victorian government is investing
$17.2 million in the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program, which will deliver new or upgraded library
facilities throughout the state over the next four years.
The action I seek is that the minister consider providing
funding towards a new initiative in my electorate of
Burwood — the Ashburton library and learning centre
project currently being undertaken by Boroondara City
Council, which has applied for supplementary funding
from the Living Libraries Infrastructure program. The
Ashburton library is a key community facility in the
Burwood electorate, and its benefits are experienced
both within Boroondara as well as across municipal
boundaries into the cities of Monash, Stonnington and
Whitehorse and the areas of Alamein, Ashburton,
Ashwood, Bennettswood, Box Hill South, Burwood,
Camberwell, Chadstone, Glen Iris, Hartwell,
Holmesglen, Jordanville, Solway, Surrey Hills and
Wattle Park.
The Ashburton library and learning centre project
addresses the local catchment’s need for a larger,
intergenerational library facility that tackles the spatial
and program demands of an increasing number and
wider range of library users in a catchment
characterised by a large population of older adults as
well as a significant range of young people;
technologically advanced library facilities and services
to provide the community with adequate access to ICT;
appropriate infrastructure to manage the changing
nature of library usage; and increased public spaces for
informal networking and formal community
engagement that supports social connection. This is
particularly important in the Ashburton community,
which is characterised by a large proportion of public
housing accommodation as well as an ageing and
increasingly isolated demographic.
While the Ashburton library is a valued community hub
for Ashburton that is ideally located in the heart of the
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shopping strip with a clearly defined street presence and
good public transport access, the facility has
insufficient space to effectively accommodate the
growing and changing population. Space limitations
have resulted in congested and crowded floor areas and
shelving layout, lack of storage space and cramped staff
workstations that do not meet WorkSafe Victoria
requirements. The facility’s disability access is not
compliant with current commonwealth Disability
Discrimination Act 1992 standards, including poor
accessibility through doorways and substandard aisle
space.
The current library holds a special place in the hearts of
Ashburton community members, with both the main
library space and the Copland Room used by many
community groups. In recent times I have attended
council meetings and a book launch about the life of a
local resident. One of the more interesting events at the
library was the Surtarang 2011 national singing talent
hunt, organised by Sangam Kala Group Australia — an
event best described to me as auditions for Indian Idol.
The council has identified approximately 96 potential
groups that could make use of the improved library
facilities. These groups range from the local
Bangladesh cultural group to the Warbirds Aviation
Modelling Group. A more eclectic group of
organisations you could not find anywhere outside the
Burwood electorate, and that is what makes it such an
interesting place for people to live and grow as a
community.

Students: education conveyance allowance
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Tonight I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is for him to reassure
schools and families in the Yan Yean electorate,
especially in the Doreen, Mernda and Whittlesea
catchments, that they will not be impacted upon by the
proposed conveyance allowance cuts indicated in this
year’s budget.
The principal of Acacia College wrote a letter to me. It
states:
Figures in budget paper 3, service delivery, page 116, show
that 36 635 students in non-government schools received the
allowance in 2009–10 …

He says the target number of students for this year has
been reduced, with 5635 students fewer being funded
than were funded in 2009–10. It seems that at this stage
of the year both non-government and government
schools in my electorate are completely at a loss to
understand what this is going to mean for them. For
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students attending government schools in Doreen —
and I have spoken many times in this place about
students in Mernda and Doreen — this government
refuses to build a much-needed secondary college in
that area, so students are attending their nearest
government secondary college at Whittlesea.
A couple of weeks ago Whittlesea Secondary College
students were horrified when they were told by the
college that from the day after the Queen’s Birthday
weekend they would have to pay for a bus service they
had been using free for many years. The biggest
problem was that the conveyance allowance
applications closed at the end of first term. At the very
least if parents wanted to get a concession card for
students, they would have to raise the money to buy a
concession card and then get the Metcard fee reduction.
That is the issue for Whittlesea Secondary College
students.
Acacia College and Plenty Valley Christian College,
being non-government schools in Mernda and Doreen,
are also extremely concerned because 80 per cent of
their students access the conveyance allowance. In the
case of Acacia College, the permit for that school to be
built was issued by the City of Whittlesea on the
proviso that no students would walk to that school
because it is so far from a bus route. At the same time,
since the South Morang train station opened we have
had recent cutbacks to bus routes in the area. The
government is trialling a new public 4020 bus route
during peak hour and has advised local schools that it
has no obligation to get students to school. We have an
appalling situation: no new school and cutbacks to the
conveyance allowance. Students and schools need an
answer. I ask that the minister act.

Kilsyth electorate: community safety grants
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise today to call on
the Minister for Crime Prevention to visit my electorate
of Kilsyth to see firsthand some of the locally based
crime prevention initiatives funded through the
coalition government’s Community Safety Fund grants.
Since they were established by the Baillieu
government, the Community Safety Fund grants have
been hugely successful in promoting local crime
prevention strategies in communities. In round 1 of the
grants announced last year 155 projects received
funding. Projects included additional lighting, fencing
and education and awareness programs. The Baillieu
government recognises that local communities are best
placed to identify and prioritise crime and safety issues
and through the Community Safety Fund grants has
committed to supporting them to do so.
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In my electorate Montrose Scout Hall received $9715
to install entrance lighting and a rear security door.
These security upgrades will help prevent break-ins and
promote participation in community activities. Also in
Montrose, the Church of Christ received funding of
$4700 for the installation of four motion sensor lights
and an upgrade to existing external entry lights to
improve the safety and security of the church. Both
these projects are excellent examples of local
community groups identifying local issues.
The Community Safety Fund grants are part of the
coalition government’s four-year $39 million
community crime prevention program, which supports
community action on crime prevention to help make
communities across Victoria safer. I commend the
Baillieu government on its commitment to improving
community safety across the state. I have heard very
positive feedback about the Community Safety Fund
projects that have been funded so far.
Our local police do a fantastic job, and the beauty of
these projects is they involve all of the community in
crime prevention. Across Victoria, schools, sporting
clubs and community groups have all received grants
under the Community Safety Fund program. This
shares the responsibility for crime prevention and helps
to promote a safe, secure and community-minded
environment.
The Minister for Crime Prevention will be impressed
with the crime prevention projects and initiatives
undertaken by local communities in my electorate. I
again call on the minister to visit my electorate of
Kilsyth, and I look forward to showing him the
projects, particularly in Montrose, that have been
successfully funded through the Community Safety
Fund grants.

Melbourne Water: Essendon electorate
constituents
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — My request tonight is
that the Minister for Water correct what would appear
to be policy inconsistencies between water authorities
for which he is responsible. I understand that a
Mr Alexopoulos and his son George have made an
application to build a garage over a sewer easement on
their property at 34 Wallace Crescent, Strathmore.
Initially their application was made to City West Water
as it was not completely clear which water authority
had jurisdiction over the property. The property sits on
the boundary of two water authorities, Melbourne
Water and City West Water. Mr Alexopoulos was
given the okay by City West Water to locate a garage
on the property, only to have the clearance revoked by
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Melbourne Water when it was determined that the
property sits within Melbourne Water’s authority.
Whilst I understand that Melbourne Water does not
mind the idea of a carport being built, it refuses to allow
a garage to be built on the property because it has
determined that its officers must have access to a
manhole at the rear of the property, at the end of the
easement. Mr Alexopoulos is prepared to offer to build
a garage with through access and a demountable-style
roof, but that that is not acceptable to Melbourne Water.
This leaves Mr Alexopoulos and his son George in a
position where they are unable to build a much-needed
garage, although City West Water would have allowed
such a garage to be built unencumbered.
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Saturday 1000 people turned up to show their support.
There is a possibility, if the friends group can sort out
an appropriate legal and financial operating structure,
that St Michael’s may be interested in an arrangement
to sell the building. It is early days yet, but the parties
are exploring all the options, including the constraints
of the building.
I have been working on this issue with the member for
Ferntree Gully, who is a passionate supporter of the
Astor and passionate about trying to find a solution for
the ongoing survival of the Astor. I call on the Premier
as the Minister for the Arts to offer the expertise in Arts
Victoria to assist the parties to explore all options.

Rail: Hurstbridge line
This seems to be a stubborn, pigheaded approach by
Melbourne Water which is directly contradictory to the
approach of City West Water. This is an issue on which
the minister needs to direct the relevant water
authorities under his control that they should implement
a consistent policy in such a situation. I ask the Minister
for Water to investigate this matter and the policy
consistencies and to direct the authorities for which he
is responsible accordingly and appropriately.

Astor Theatre: future
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the attention of the
Premier as the Minister for the Arts. The action I seek is
that he provide support for the negotiations occurring
between the owner of the Astor Theatre building and
the cinema operator tenant of the building. The Astor
Theatre holds a special place in Melbourne’s heart. It is
a magnificent building. Its Art Deco facade is a local
icon and the interior features are quite simply
magnificent. The resident cat, Marzipan, is known for
snuggling up on the lap of one lucky patron each
session. It really is a much-loved institution. The theatre
is quintessentially inner Melbourne. Which Melburnian
has not at some stage in their life lived in a share house
with an Astor program taped to the back of the toilet
door? The Astor is the last fully operational link to
another era. We have lost the Valhalla Cinema, we
have lost the Carlton Moviehouse and now the future of
the Astor is uncertain. Its current lease runs out in 2014.
I have met with the owner of the building, St Michael’s
Grammar School. I have spoken with the principal,
who has engaged a consultant to assist with finding a
solution to the future of the theatre in consultation with
the current cinema operator. There is also a passionate
Friends of the Astor group with whom I have also met.
They have harnessed the incredible goodwill in the
community for the Astor, which is such that last

Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — The matter I raise is
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek is that he direct Metro Trains
Melbourne that it is forbidden to ignore the published
timetable on the Hurstbridge line and have trains travel
express through stations where they are scheduled to
stop to collect passengers. I say that particularly about
the Hurstbridge line.
In relation to constituents in my electorate, on 1 June at
Darebin station the 11.23 a.m. train was 11 minutes
late. An empty train whistled through the station some
7 minutes later. The scheduled express then raced
through the station at 11.38 a.m. I noticed it was very
full. Then I noticed some time after that that there was a
further train, and my local residents were able to get on
that train.
Metro has contracted to provide a service to the
taxpayers of Victoria. That means that its trains need to
stop at the required stations and provide a service to
local residents in my community. If Metro is not able to
do that, it should renegotiate its contract with the
government or pay the fines that are appropriate. It
certainly should not be leaving people stranded at
stations or inconveniencing those who are on trains and
who want to get off at Darebin station in the middle of
the night but then have to advise their parents or their
carers that they have ended up in Wattle Glen or
Hurstbridge because they have not been able to get off
at Darebin due to the train not stopping there but
running express through Darebin station because it was
running late.
These are the issues people in my electorate have
raised: waiting at the Darebin station early in the
morning for trains which run express and do not adhere
to the timetable, thereby causing Metro to not adhere to
the contract it signed with the government to provide a
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service to the people who live in my electorate. The
response from Metro to what has occurred is:
In an attempt to minimise the impact of delays and
‘knock-on’ effects across our integrated train network, our
train controllers may alter the stopping pattern of some
services due to operational requirements. A delay or service
disruption on one line can impact other lines, as tracks cross
over at certain points on all lines.

That may well be, but people who are waiting for a
train service that is scheduled and contracted to be
provided by Metro for taxpayers should be provided
with that service. If Metro cannot provide those
services, it should not be dishonest; it should be held
accountable for the contract it has signed with the
government to provide Victorian taxpayers with a
service. The minister should make sure that Metro is
directed to provide those services and that it is held
accountable if it cannot. The minister is responsible for
making sure that Metro is accountable for the contract
that has been signed on behalf of Victorian taxpayers.
When he was the Minister for Public Transport,
Mr Pakula, a member for Western Metropolitan Region
in the Council, made sure that Metro was not able to
ignore the timetable, and so should the current Minister
for Public Transport.

Responses
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Murray Valley, who has
been a very strong advocate for events, tourism and
indeed business in his electorate, talked about the
Wangaratta Festival of Jazz and Blues, which is going
to be held from 2 to 5 November, on the eve of the
Melbourne Cup. The member has been a longstanding
advocate in seeking support for the festival, as I have
already indicated, and those who have been paying
attention in this chamber would know he raised this
issue on 31 August 2011. As a consequence of his
raising that matter — indeed the minister here
remembers that — the event received funding.
The member for Murray Valley knows that this event is
an economic driver in the region and provides an
excellent opportunity for local tourism, given the public
holiday on the Tuesday. I am delighted to announce in
response to the member’s query that the event will
receive $30 000 from the government’s Tourism
Victoria events program to assist with intrastate and
interstate marketing and promotion of the 2012 festival.
For the member’s advice, this will include website
development, print media advertising in the Age and
dedicated jazz music magazines, radio advertising on
3AW and online advertising, including on the Royal
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Automobile Club of Victoria website. This will help to
increase visitation to the event and raise awareness at a
national level of the vibrant cultural scene in
Wangaratta. Again I thank the member for his ongoing
support for this event. He has certainly called my office
and me on a number of occasions in relation to it.
As all members know, funding for such events is part of
the coalition government’s commitment to growing
tourism opportunities in regional Victoria, which in turn
provides an economic boost to local communities. The
shadow Minister for Tourism and Major Events, the
member for Essendon, seems to think this is a bit of a
joke, but the member for Murray Valley and I are
dedicated to achieving funding and support for tourism
events in country Victoria.
The latest national visitor survey results released on
13 June show that domestic overnight visitor numbers
to Victoria’s high country, which is a region that
includes Wangaratta, increased by 13.6 per cent to
1.2 million visitors for the year ended March 2012.
Domestic visitor nights spent in Victoria’s high country
increased by 12 per cent to 3.9 million nights. On top of
that — and I am sure that all members in this place will
be interested in this statistic — overall domestic
overnight visitor numbers to regional Victoria increased
by 9.2 per cent to 11.5 million visitors, and domestic
visitors’ overnight expenditure grew by 2.5 per cent to
$4.5 billion for the year ended March 2012.
We have seen a very strong pattern of growth in
regional Victoria. The shadow Minister for Tourism
and Major Events, the member for Essendon, wants to
be pessimistic about all of this and has made a number
of negative comments, but I am delighted to inform the
member for Murray Valley that funding has been
granted.
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I respond to the member for Burwood, who raised a
matter for my attention regarding funding for
redevelopment of the Ashburton Library in his
electorate. He has told us that while the library is really
good and is valued by all the community, it now has
insufficient space to accommodate the growing and
changing population. As well as being overcrowded,
the library is unable to properly cater for people who
have a disability. There is a request for the library
facilities to be upgraded to meet the required design
factors.
The member for Burwood also said the council has
explained that if the library had better facilities, usage
of the library facilities would increase. The member
rightly said the government provided $17.2 million
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from the Living Libraries infrastructure fund over four
years. There have been applications for projects from
28 libraries and councils for this year’s round of
funding, and these requests have been assessed by an
independent panel. Announcements about some of the
successful applicants are now being made.
I made the first announcement on Friday, 15 June. The
government provided $500 000 from the Living
Libraries infrastructure program for the North Fitzroy
Library. The government also provided $500 000 from
the community grants program. In effect the library was
awarded $1 million. The library is in the electorate of
the member for Richmond, and I am sure he welcomed
the announcement, as did the Minister for Planning, the
Honourable Matthew Guy, and Craig Ondarchie, both
members for Northern Metropolitan Region in the
Council. Mr Ondarchie is an enthusiastic promoter of
the library and on 6 June told me how much the library
means to the community and how much it needed the
funding.
The fact that almost 50 per cent of Victorians belong to
their local libraries is a measure of their significance to
our communities. The state coalition government
promotes lifelong learning, and our libraries have a
central role in achieving that aim. I thank the member
for Burwood for raising this matter with me, for having
discussions over recent weeks and supporting his
library and for the work he has done with the local
council and the library in bringing the matter to my
attention. I advise the member for Burwood that I will
be announcing further funding for libraries in the near
future.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Yan Yean raised an issue with me in
relation to cuts to the conveyance allowance for
students. I inform the member for Yan Yean that that
particular issue does not fall under the responsibilities
of my portfolio. The matter should be brought to the
attention of the Minister for Education, who handles
conveyance allowances. Therefore I will forward the
matter raised by the member for Yan Yean on to the
Minister for Education to address.
The member for Ivanhoe raised an issue for my
attention in relation to Metro Trains Melbourne
skipping stations on his line. He suggested I demand or
force Metro to cease this particular practice. This issue
has been given a fair airing over recent weeks. From
what I understand, there is something of the order of
2500 services and on average about 4 services are
affected daily because of this type of situation. It
usually occurs when there is a major disturbance such
as a trespasser on the network, a police operation on the

2793

network or, as occurred recently, when a tree falls over
the lines.
What happens in these circumstances is that there might
be three, four, five or six trains banked up behind one
another waiting for the issue to be dealt with or the tree
to be removed from the rail line. If the trains were not
split and moved as quickly as possible to harmonise the
timetable, there would be a situation where five or six
trains were following directly behind one another,
stopping at all stations. This would have the potential to
disrupt the entire network. We are advised, as I said,
that this practice takes place only when there is a major
disruption on the network.
I also advise the member for Ivanhoe that Metro is
fined when trains suddenly divert from the city or
Altona loops. The previous Labor government signed a
contract with Metro but did not include any penalty
provisions when it operates trains that skip stations in
the suburbs. That was in the previous Labor
government’s contract, so members of the opposition
should not come in here whingeing, moaning, carping
and harping about their own work. They failed to pick
up this issue when in government. Labor signed sloppy
contracts that allowed for sloppy operations and works
that are typical of everything the former Labor
government did.
As I said, the new organisation, Public Transport
Victoria, is working very closely with Metro to make
sure that that practice only happens when there are
extraordinary circumstances. It means that in order for
the broader network to harmonise the timetable as
quickly as possible, that practice can take place. We
will continue to work with Metro to make sure that this
particular practice is minimised.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULDER — I know it is hard to be on the
other side. Recently I was in Ballarat with the Premier,
and we travelled on our brand-new rolling stock for the
metropolitan network. The lowest cost trains are the
new X’trapolis trains. We did a better deal. We are
getting them delivered on time, and it was a far better
deal than the one done by the former Labor
government. Not only that, members should have a
look at the performance of Metro in the last two
months.
Mr Carbines — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the action I sought from the minister was for
him to ask Metro to adhere to its contractual obligations
under the timetable arrangements on the Hurstbridge
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line. Matters that relate to Ballarat and V/Line services
do not relate to the Hurstbridge line.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! That is not a
point of order, and the member has been here long
enough to know that.
Mr MULDER — Obviously the member for
Ivanhoe does not understand when he says we should
adhere to the contract, because what is happening is that
Metro is adhering to the former Labor government’s
contract. The contract does not say that Metro cannot
carry out this practice in those circumstances that I
outlined earlier. The contract says that Metro must
endeavour to maintain the timetable, but if there are
extraordinary circumstances, it can divert from that.
The contract does not lock in Metro to stick to the
timetable under those circumstances.
If it was intended for this practice not to take place,
perhaps that should have been thought of when the
former Labor government signed the contract with
Metro, but it was not. The opposition should not come
in here whingeing, moaning, carping and harping about
this type of practice when in actual fact it was the
former government that put the contracts in place in the
first instance. I say to the ambitious young members on
the other side sitting two or three rows back that they
should make a move and get rid of the tired old sleepers
down in the front. Get rid of them!
Mr Carbines interjected.
Mr MULDER — The members for Williamstown
and Niddrie should make a move and not be gutless.
Get into it and have a go!
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! If the
members for Ivanhoe and Kilsyth keep interrupting in
that manner, they will be leaving the chamber.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I rise to respond to a matter raised with
me tonight by the member for Narracan, who is to be
commended for his full understanding of how
important sport is to his electorate, particularly to
maintaining healthy and active communities. The
member referred to Trafalgar Victory Football Club. By
improving local soccer facilities we are enabling local
clubs such as Trafalgar Victory Football Club to boost
membership and community participation and help to
get more people more active in soccer. The sport is on
the rise in Victoria, with more and more people of all
ages — and I have to say particularly younger
females — getting involved in local clubs.
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One of our key objectives is to have active and healthy
communities, and to support that objective we need to
have facilities for active communities. I am therefore
pleased to announce tonight that Baw Baw Shire
Council is one of 10 councils throughout Victoria to
have scored a share in over $830 000 worth of
Victorian government funding through the
Strengthening the World Game program. Through this
program, Trafalgar Victory Football Club will receive
$98 567 to purchase and install portable amenities to
service two fields. I heard the member for Narracan say
tonight that he was down there earlier this year to open
those two fields. He also spoke about the fact that the
club has 150-plus members now. The club is looking to
its long-term future, and I understand from the member
that this is the third time it has made this application.
Again, the member is very active and has spoken to me
and many others about this application.
This project will provide a canteen, shelter, medical
room, referee amenities, storage space and a
multipurpose area. Like the member for Narracan, I
would like to congratulate Mark Judd, the president,
Greg Wyatt, the vice-president, Jenny Moss, the
secretary, and Peter Matthews, the treasurer. Those four
people have worked very hard in putting together this
submission. I congratulate them on doing that work
and, importantly, on the work they do in providing
opportunities for young people to participate in soccer.
The Victorian government is committed to building a
vibrant soccer community in Victoria for the long term,
focusing on increasing participation, membership,
volunteers and club capacity. I look forward to visiting
Trafalgar Victory Football Club in the electorate of
Narracan in the very near future to see the benefits
these facilities are providing to the community in
enabling more people to be more active more often.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The member for Eltham raised a
matter for the Minister for Consumer Affairs regarding
advice around the safety of sleeping bags with hoods
for babies. I will ensure that is passed on to the
minister.
The member for Macedon raised an issue for the
Minister for Health regarding response times for
ambulance services. I will pass that matter on.
The member for Essendon raised an issue for the
Minister for Water regarding some possible policy
inconsistencies among water authorities. I will pass that
on to the Minister for Water.
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The member for Prahran raised an issue for the Premier
in his capacity as Minister for the Arts regarding the
Astor Theatre. I will pass that on to the Premier.
The member for Kilsyth, who is a great advocate for his
community and has worked hard to get various projects
up around his electorate to ensure that crime is kept
under control, has made a request of the Minister for
Crime Prevention to visit his electorate to see those
crime prevention initiatives that he has worked so hard
to get for his community. I congratulate him on that.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.43 p.m.
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wishing their notice to remain advise the Clerk in
writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

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

PETITIONS
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AND
SENTENCING ACTS AMENDMENT
(VICTIMS OF CRIME) BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Criminal Procedure Act
2009 and the Sentencing Act 1991 and for other
purposes.

Following petitions presented to house:

Public transport: Point Cook
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 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;

Read first time.

concerned that Point Cook residents are experiencing
inadequate public transport access and services;

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AMENDMENT
BILL 2012

concerned to ensure that before further development in
Point Cook is considered, the infrastructure and service
needs of the current population relating to roads and
public transport are addressed.

Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Criminal Procedure Act
2009, the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005,
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Act 1981, the Sentencing
Act 1991, the Crimes Act 1958 and for other
purposes.

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.

By Ms HENNESSY (Altona) (74 signatures).

Essendon Primary School: upgrade

Read first time.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

CIVIL PROCEDURE AMENDMENT BILL
2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 in
relation to costs and expert witnesses, to make other
technical amendments to that act, to consequentially
amend the Accident Compensation Act 1985 in
relation to costs and for other purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 12 to 21
will be removed from the notice paper unless members

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the need for significant upgrades
of facilities at Essendon primary.
In particular, we note:
1.

the poor conditions of the current Essendon primary
facilities, and in particular the state of disrepair of a
number of buildings;

2.

that these poor conditions and insufficient facilities are
adversely affecting the education and learning
experience of the students attending Essendon primary;

3.

the previous Labor government pledged to upgrade
Essendon primary during the 2010 election campaign.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu government to urgently fund the
much needed upgrade of Essendon primary.

By Mr MADDEN (Essendon) (149 signatures).
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Strathmore Primary School: upgrade
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the need for significant upgrades
of facilities at Strathmore primary.

In particular, we note:
1.

developers that meet the ‘code assess’ standards will be
fast-tracked for multistorey developments and local
residents will have no warning, no say and no right to go
to VCAT;

2.

this legislation does not protect our suburbs from
inappropriate development and it does not protect the
rights of Victorians to have a say about the shape of their
community;

3.

this unrestrained development will put more and more
pressure on already strained infrastructure like roads,
schools, health services and public transport.

In particular, we note:
1.

2.

3.

the poor conditions of the current Strathmore primary
facilities, and in particular the state of disrepair of a
number of buildings;
that these poor conditions and insufficient facilities are
adversely affecting the education and learning
experience of the students attending Strathmore primary;
the previous Labor government pledged to upgrade
Strathmore primary during the 2010 election campaign.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu Government to urgently fund the
much needed upgrade of Strathmore primary.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu government to withdraw the
radical reshaping of the planning act that will remove
community consultation from the development approval
process and to rethink, to consult with the community and to
ensure that any proposal protects and improves rather than
destroys our neighbourhoods.

By Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) (1171 signatures).
By Mr MADDEN (Essendon) (270 signatures).

Buses: northern suburbs

Public sector: job losses

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the state government’s plans to
cut thousands of public sector jobs.

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:

In particular, we note:

1.

reduction in these bus services has occurred without
community consultation;

2.

the changes have brought about significant
inconvenience and additional travelling time for families
who rely on buses for school, work, shops and medical
appointments.

1.

the total number of public sector positions lost will be
far more than the 4200 indicated by the state
government;

2.

the state government is refusing to rule out further cuts;

3.

these job losses will affect the provision of vital services
supporting communities across Victoria;

4.

the flow-on effect from the loss of these jobs, together
with the 43 000 jobs already lost in this term of
government will create further pressure on retail and
small business.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu state government to abandon the
planned jobs and funding cuts and guarantee no further cuts
will be made.

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

By Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) (551 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Altona be considered next day on
motion of Ms HENNESSY (Altona).

By Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) (492 signatures).

Planning: permit process
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the Baillieu government’s plan to rush
through ‘code assess’ legislation which threatens the livability
of Melbourne and our suburbs.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mill Park be considered next day on
motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park).
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OFFICE OF THE RACING INTEGRITY
COMMISSIONER
Betting activities of racing officials employed by
Victorian racing industry
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Racing), by leave,
presented report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING
COMMITTEE
Education of gifted and talented students
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Effectiveness of Justice Strategies in Preventing and
Reducing Alcohol-Related Harm — Ordered to be
printed.
Obsolescence of Frontline ICT: Police and Schools —
Ordered to be printed.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to the Waste Management Policy
(Used Packaging Materials) (Gazette G24, 14 June 2012).
Ombudsman — Own motion investigation into Greyhound
Racing Victoria — Ordered to be printed.
Police Integrity, Office of — Reporting wrongdoing in the
workplace: problems for police — Ordered to be printed.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Health Records Act 2011 — SR 44
Marine Safety Act 2010 — SR 45
Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act
1988 — SR 46
Pipelines Act 2005 — SR 42
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Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 — SR 43.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
References
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That under section 33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act
2003 the following matters be referred to the joint
investigatory committee specified:
(1) To the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee — for inquiry, consideration and report no
later than 24 June 2013 on issues relating to local
economic development initiatives in Victoria and, in
particular, the committee is requested to:
(a) examine the range of existing local economic
development programs being carried out in
Victorian municipalities;
(b) examine the appropriate role of local government
in generating economic development and review
the allocation of responsibility in this area with the
state government;
(c) examine whether the role of local government in
rural and regional areas has different economic
development tasks to that of metropolitan-based
municipalities;
(d) identify the barriers to local economic
development, including compliance costs for
business and planning delays, in operating in local
municipalities and develop solutions to address
these barriers;
(e) examine ways in which municipal councils and the
Victorian government can jointly support local
economic development, enhance and promote
employment and attract new investment, especially
in localities with emerging economic potential; and
(f)

investigate best practice local economic
development initiatives relevant to the terms of
reference.

(2) To the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee — for
inquiry, consideration and report no later than 24 June
2013 on issues relating to crime prevention in Victoria
and, in particular, the committee is requested to:
(a) examine the extent to which safer design principles
(including crime prevention through environmental
design) are currently applied by local government
authorities and the development industry in
Victoria; and
(b) investigate the use of safer design or crime
prevention through environmental design
principles under local government or equivalent
planning regimes in other jurisdictions.

Road Safety Act 1986 — SRs 47, 48
Sex Work Act 1994 — SR 41

Motion agreed to.
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Casterton Secondary College: specialisation
grant
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I congratulate the students, teachers and
parents of Casterton Secondary College on the college
being one of 13 schools awarded $100 000 to specialise
in fields of their choice from the coalition government’s
$2.5 million school specialisation grants program. The
college’s project is to develop a whole-school applied
science specialisation, including wine
chemistry/viticulture, physics, food chemistry,
horticulture, aquaculture, hydroponics and agricultural
science.

Horsham Racing Centre: facilities
Mr DELAHUNTY — The racing community and
other users of the Horsham Racing Centre will have
greatly improved facilities, including a brand-new toilet
block, thanks to funding from the coalition government.
This $51 320 project, a joint government and racing
industry initiative, is critical to providing enhanced
facilities to this regional centre. Horsham plays host to
14 harness and thoroughbred race meetings each year,
notably the turf cup in October and the harness cup in
January.

Wimmera Uniting Care: funding
Mr DELAHUNTY — In 2010 one of the
coalition’s election commitments was to provide
$2.5 million to Wimmera Uniting Care for a
community service centre. Last week I was pleased to
see the federal government follow our lead to enable
this facility to be built. State funding will come from
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, which aims to
stimulate local economies and create services and jobs.
This project is one way in which we are delivering on
our strategy to grow the economy, build infrastructure
and contribute to the health and wellbeing of people
across the state. This is fantastic news for the people of
western Victoria.

Hospitals: city of Wyndham
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to express concern
about the matter of ambulance ramping times at
Werribee Mercy Hospital and the need for the
government to recognise and invest in meeting the
growing health needs in Wyndham. The Wyndham
Weekly recently reported that the hospital’s already
stretched resources are becoming increasingly
overburdened. Last year ambulances spent an average
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of 99 hours per month waiting at the hospital before the
patients they had brought there for urgent care were
able to be admitted. This had increased from 83 hours
per month in the previous year, meaning that the
gridlock, the delays in treatment and the time
ambulances spend waiting rather than attending where
they are needed is increasing.
On top of this, ambulances are being turned away from
the hospital 13 per cent of the time. This is more than
four times the state government’s benchmark of 3 per
cent. Part of the reason for this is the fact that the
Werribee Mercy Hospital has been denied its own
intensive care unit (ICU), despite the population growth
in the area. The Werribee Star reported in February this
year that the lack of an ICU meant that critically ill
patients at Werribee Mercy Hospital were having to be
transferred to other hospitals in the area, and until then
needed to be cared for in the already busy emergency
department.
The Baillieu government needs to recognise Wyndham
as the major population centre it is rapidly becoming. It
deserves full health services, or else this government’s
laxity will see the people of the community treated like
second-class citizens.

SPC Ardmona: upgrade
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
On Wednesday, 13 June, I had the honour of joining the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Regional and Rural
Development and the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade, the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva,
at SPC Ardmona in Shepparton for the wonderful
announcement of $90 million for the upgrade to SPC
Ardmona. Managing director Mr Vince Pinneri
outlined what would be implemented under the
$90 million package, including modernising the
manufacturing plant and equipment, which will
increase efficiency, reduce fruit processing costs, cut
annual water use and annual energy consumption and
promote innovative products.
SPC Ardmona is an iconic brand both in Australia and
overseas and is a very large employer of local people,
with 870 full-time equivalent staff. The company also
indirectly supports more than 2700 more jobs in the
Goulburn Valley. SPC Ardmona sources most of its
150 000 tonnes of fruit from local fruit growers.
The coalition government is contributing $4.4 million
to the upgrade. This investment will be welcomed by
the current employees, growers and suppliers, as it
shows SPC Ardmona has confidence in the region and
its expansion means it is here to stay for a very long
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time. The new investment will create 45 new, highly
skilled permanent jobs. I congratulate SPC Ardmona on
its commitment to the region and acknowledge the
efforts of the managing director, Vince Pinneri, the
directors and the staff in seeking new markets and new
opportunities. The Baillieu government has supported
this major employer with a major investment. It has
been ready to give assistance wherever it can.
The SPEAKER — Order! Time.

Falkland Islands: sovereignty
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I wish to
confirm that I have now written to Mr Diego Morejón
Pazmino, the chairperson of the UN Special Committee
on Decolonisation at the United Nations headquarters,
following consideration of the question of the Falkland
Islands, which are also known as the Malvinas. I
pointed out that I am aware that the maintenance of
colonial situations is incompatible with the United
Nations ideal of universal peace recorded in General
Assembly resolutions and that it would be in the
interests of the international community to have the
governments of the Argentine Republic and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Island resume
negotiations in order as soon as possible to find a
peaceful, just and lasting solution to the sovereignty
dispute relating to the question of the Falkland Islands.
I also expressed concern over the fact that the good
relations between Argentina and the United Kingdom
have not yet led to negotiations on the question of the
Falkland Islands, given that those good relations should
facilitate a resumption of the negotiations to find a
peaceful solution to the dispute over sovereignty. I
reaffirmed the principles of the charter of the United
Nations on the non-use of force or the threat of force in
international relations and the peaceful settlement of
international disputes, calling attention to the
importance of the secretary-general continuing his
efforts to give full effect to the mission entrusted to him
by the General Assembly in its resolutions on the
question of the Falkland Islands. I also reaffirmed the
need for the parties to take due account of the interests
of the population of the islands in accordance with the
provisions of the General Assembly resolutions on the
question of the Falkland Islands.

Ferntree Gully Arts Society: youth awards
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) —
Congratulations to the 19 entrants in the Ferntree Gully
Arts Society second youth award exhibition, which I
took pleasure in formally opening recently. This
exhibition is open to students aged between 12 and 19.
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All entrants submitted work of great quality and
variety. I congratulate all the winners, including
Rachael Dols, Caol Robinson, Savannah Laird and
Magenta Kwan, Jeremy Swan, Belle Weninger, and
Cameron Foo and Naomi Dreissen.

Ferntree Gully Junior Football Club: awards
Mr WAKELING — I recently attended the
Ferntree Gully Junior Football Club annual dinner
dance and would like to congratulate those who
received awards for their outstanding and continuous
efforts for the club. Congratulations to Graeme
Gardiner on being awarded life membership of the
junior club, Greg Lawson and Paul Eacott on their best
clubperson awards and Sam Cavarra on being
recognised by the Eastern Football League plus having
a perpetual award named in his honour.

Sant Nirankari Mission
Mr WAKELING — It is pleasing to hear that the
Baillieu government’s $150 000 funding commitment
for the Sant Nirankari Mission in Rowville to upgrade
its community kitchen and to drain and pave its
driveway will begin to be paid shortly.

Knox United Soccer Club: relocation
Mr WAKELING — I would like to congratulate
the President of Knox United Soccer Club, Mr Felice
Lomuto, on his great leadership and the efforts of his
committee in relation to the recent relocation of the club
to H. V. Jones Reserve in Ferntree Gully. Knox United
Soccer Club began six years ago with one team and has
grown to 180 members fielding 14 teams of players
aged from 5 to l5 years. The club has managed to
consolidate its membership and increase its numbers
every year by providing a comfortable environment for
members, even though it has not had a permanent
home.

School buses: Wheelers Hill Secondary College
Mr WAKELING — A number of Rowville and
Lysterfield residents have raised concerns regarding
local bus services for Wheelers Hill Secondary College.
On behalf of these residents I raised the issue with the
CEO of Ventura Buslines. As a consequence I am
pleased to see Ventura working directly with the
college to identify a solution.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Even the
staunchest of republicans would be willing to admit that
receiving a Queen’s Birthday honour is one of the
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highest official acknowledgements that an Australian
can receive, and it is most certainly something to be
exceptionally proud of. This year our local community
was able to boast that two of its residents and their life’s
work were given the recognition they deserved in
receiving the Medal of the Order of Australia. David
Redfearn was awarded the Medal of the Order of
Australia in recognition of his tireless work to preserve
our local creeks and rivers, his service to our
community through his time as a local councillor and
the many hours he has dedicated to community causes
in the Darebin area.
Receiving the medal is undoubtedly an
acknowledgement from the top for David’s hard work,
but he has also been honoured and valued by his
colleagues at the grassroots level. As a life member of
the Friends of Merri Creek, the first ever president of
the Yarra Riverkeeper Association and a founding
member of the Merri Creek Management Committee,
David’s community bona fides are well and truly set in
stone. On behalf of the entire Darebin community I
want to thank David for his years of work in our local
area. I am sure his work will continue to be a labour of
love. I congratulate him on receiving this prestigious
award.
Mary Crook has also been a trailblazer. She has raised
awareness and actively promoted the prevention of
violence against women. Mary’s Be the Hero! program,
which is a partnership between the Melbourne Storm
and the Victorian Women’s Trust, has set the
benchmark for programs designed to raise awareness
amongst men about the impacts of violence against
women and to encourage men to take a proactive role in
prevention. Mary has held the position of executive
director of the Victorian Women’s Trust since 1996,
but she has also contributed to the community by acting
as project director of Watermark Australia, which
established the national water sustainability guidelines.
Mary’s fierce determination to support women in her
community is a lesson for us all. Congratulations to
Mary on this well-deserved award.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I wish to extend my
congratulations to Brigadier Michael Phelps of the
Australian Army, who was awarded membership of the
Military Division of the Order of Australia in the
Queen’s Birthday honours list on 11 June this year. In
addition to his current service in the army, Brigadier
Phelps is a member of the Mount Evelyn sub-branch of
the Returned and Services League, a passionate and
hardworking band of veterans and their families who
are an integral part of the Mount Evelyn community.
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Brigadier Phelps was recognised for his exceptional
service in sustaining the land capability of the
Australian Defence Force and for ensuring the security
of Australia and all Australians. As we can all
appreciate, keeping a military force at the forefront of
technological progress is an incredibly demanding task,
especially given the complexities of modern operations
as seen currently in theatres such as Afghanistan. My
congratulations go to Michael and the members of his
family, who must be very proud.

Metropolitan Traffic Education Centre: young
drivers forum
Mrs FYFFE — On Thursday, 14 June, I was joined
by the Minister for Roads and my colleagues the
Minister for Youth Affairs and the members for
Bayswater and Kilsyth at the Metropolitan Traffic
Education Centre — or METEC — a young drivers
forum at the Karralyka Centre in Ringwood. METEC is
a not-for-profit organisation with 40 years experience in
driver education, both on and off the road. It aims to
reduce the road toll by ensuring high-quality training of
road users.
Last Thursday we joined with VicRoads, Victoria
Police, the Transport Accident Commission and
approximately 60 young drivers to discuss ways of
improving road safety. The morning was a great
success. It generated good ideas to help prevent the
senseless carnage on our roads. It was particularly
encouraging to see young people getting involved in
such a serious issue — an issue that, sadly, is likely to
touch them and their friends. I thank Neill Sheldon and
his dedicated team at METEC for putting on the forum.

City of Whittlesea: reconciliation dinner and
awards
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I was pleased to
attend the third annual reconciliation dinner and awards
night at the city of Whittlesea on Friday, 15 June. The
awards night was a wonderful success. The guest
speaker was Charles Williams, who gave a very
inspirational speech not only from the heart but also
from the head. He is a local boy who has certainly
made good. He was able to impart a lot of wise
information and suggestions for the future of the
indigenous community locally.
We also had fantastic winners of various awards. The
individual award was won by Karen Bryant. The
community award was presented to RMIT Bundoora’s
indigenous arts unit. The education award was
presented to Thomastown Primary School. The
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champion award was presented to Lorraine ‘Bunta’
Patten.
The night was celebrated by some very strong
entertainment. Denise McGuinness, who was the
winner of the 2010 National Deadly Funny Award,
presented an exceptionally funny skit to the audience.
We were also entertained by Black Elvis,
Gnarnayarrahe Inmurry Waitairie, who concluded the
night. The Koori Choir, a bunch of young kids who got
together, certainly entertained us, and they were a very
pleasing sight.
I wish to congratulate the City of Whittlesea and the
Whittlesea Reconciliation Group. They have done a lot
of fine work to promote — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Nara Preschool: refurbishment
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — The challenges
for Victoria in delivering kindergarten and preschool
services consistent with the national quality standards
whilst continuing to ensure access to three-year-old
services are indeed significant. A standout example of
preschools meeting these significant challenges is Nara
Preschool, which is located in Mount Waverley.
On Saturday, 26 May, I had the pleasure of attending
the grand opening of the newly refurbished Nara
Preschool. The preschool provides open and flexible
learning facilities with a modern kitchen, toilet and
playground areas. The refurbished facilities come as a
result of the support provided by the City of Monash
and, importantly, the dedicated and disciplined
fundraising efforts of the preschool committee over
many years. I congratulate all those involved with the
preschool who have contributed over many years to this
outstanding facility for the kids of today and for future
generations.

Monash Biomedical Imaging Centre: opening
Mr GIDLEY — On Wednesday, 30 May, I joined
Professor Edward Byrne, AO, vice-chancellor and
president of Monash University, and Professor Gary
Egan, director of Monash Biomedical Imaging, at the
official opening of the new Monash Biomedical
Imaging Centre, the Monash node of Victorian
Biomedical Imaging Capability. The centre was
officially opened by the Minister for Innovation,
Services and Small Business, the Honourable Louise
Asher. The Monash node significantly broadens and
deepens Victoria’s capabilities within a key business
precinct and important clinical catchment area. I
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acknowledge and congratulate the many stakeholders
who have contributed to delivering this facility,
including Monash University, Monash Biomedical
Imaging, Siemens Australia and the Victorian
government. It was pleasing to see $8.5 million
contributed by the Victorian government.

Mowbray College: closure
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to acknowledge
the heartache and stress suffered by students, parents
and teachers in my local community due to the financial
collapse and subsequent closure of Mowbray College.
Like many parents, I ask why this was able to happen.
Clearly there needs to be closer regulation of the
operation of such schools as well ongoing support for
parents and students in the wake of the collapse.
I congratulate the three schools in my electorate for
their amazing efforts in taking on students from
Mowbray College, particularly Catholic Regional
College (CRC), Sydenham, which took in a total of
166 students from years 11 and 12. I congratulate all
the teachers and principal Brendan Watson for the
amazing efforts they have put in over the last weeks.
Taylors Lakes Secondary College took in 20 students
from years 7 and 8 , and I congratulate principal Geoff
Pell on a smooth transition. Copperfield College in
Delahey also took in 15 students, and I thank principal
Tony Simpson for his efforts.
I also remind the government of the need for a bus
service to operate between Melton, Caroline Springs
and CRC Sydenham to help support students who now
have to face a long trip between home and school to
complete their secondary education. This compounds
the ongoing issue in the outer west of the need for a
further secondary school in the Taylors Hill and
Taylors Hill West precinct. Land was set aside in the
Taylors Hill West precinct plan — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Time.

Sam Autio
Mr WATT (Burwood) — This year St Mary’s
Salesians Amateur Football Club has provided an
opportunity for two young players from the Palmerston
Magpies Football Club in the Northern Territory to play
football in Victoria and also receive an education. One
of those players is 18-year-old Sam Autio. The VAFA
(Victorian Amateur Football Association) Record of
two weeks ago refers to Sam and states:
After threatening a number of times this year, with two or
three goals most weeks, he burst into the spotlight as the
VAFA Rising Star this week, kicking 16.2 of the SMS 20.12
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in their win against Emmaus St Leos on Saturday, all but one
from contested marks. He would have broken the club record
17, had he not selflessly passed off a number of opportunities
to team mates in better positions.

I went down to the club on Saturday to watch another
five-goal performance from a great young talent from
the Northern Territory. As much as this idea is about
football, it is also about setting the boys up with a
decent education. Congratulations to the club on the
initiative and to Sam on his great performances so far
this year.

Planning: permit process
Mr WATT — Recently Mr Lenders, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place,
distributed misleading material in my electorate of
Burwood stating that new laws could drive down the
value of homes. He was talking about fast-tracking
multi-unit developments. VicSmart will provide some
certainty to the community and free up council
resources for more complex applications. It will apply
to straightforward, low-impact applications. These
applications will be clearly set out in planning schemes
so that applicants and the community will know in
advance how applications will be handled. The types of
minor permit applications being considered for
VicSmart make up approximately 10 per cent of all
permit applications. Its important to note that high-rise
and unit developments will have to go through the
usual planning permit process requirements that already
apply. I have received good feedback from our recent
VicSmart announcement. Mr Lenders knows he is
misleading his constituents, and he should come clean
and apologise to the people of Burwood.

Eltham Little Theatre: short play competition
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to congratulate
Eltham Little Theatre, an active and vibrant
not-for-profit amateur theatre company, on its recent
production Ten Minute Quickies, a short play
competition featuring 11 separate plays by writers from
around Australia which has been praised for the
opportunity it has provided to Australian playwrights to
have their work performed. The production ran for four
performances over three days at the Eltham Performing
Arts Centre and involved 50 members contributing
their expertise. The production was a resounding
success, with almost all tickets being sold and with the
performances receiving many rave reviews.
I take this opportunity to congratulate and thank the
producer, Paula Armstrong, the members of the
production team, Phil Holmes and Jean Russell, and all
of the actors, cast and crew. I would like to especially
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mention the award winners, Kylie Rackham, Kristen
Field, Paula Armstrong, Brett Hyland and Gabby
Llewelyn Salter on their awards.
Eltham Little Theatre has a long and successful history
as an active community organisation in that area, and it
is going from strength to strength. I wish it well for the
future and look forward to being part of its continued
success. Perhaps next year it could have a 10-minute
quickie for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services titled ‘Such is life’. Congratulations to all on a
job well done.

Parks Victoria: shire of Murrindindi
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise to recognise the
dedication and commitment of Parks Victoria staff
working in the Murrindindi shire. In particular I praise
them for their work over the last few years, which have
been trying and have certainly thrown up more than
their fair share of challenges. Much of the parkland in
the area was devastated by the 2009 fires and staff were
impacted, as most of them lived and worked in the area.
Rebuilding the parks takes time and of course is not
always easy. The staff are in it for the long haul, and
they realise the importance and the benefit of increasing
visitation to the area.
One project in particular, the Bowden Spur downhill
mountain bike track, which was initiated by the
community, was coordinated by the Kinglake team. It is
a 2-kilometre downhill double black track named
Shepherds after Danny Shepherd, who as a lad spent a
lot of time riding his mountain bike in that area with his
mates, creating tracks. Sadly, Danny lost his life in the
fires. The fact that his mother, Dini, brother, Luke, and
widow, Bree, were there at the opening was terrific to
see.
The Cathedral Ranges State Park also opened the
Messmate Track, which connects the Sugarloaf Saddle
with Cooks Mill within the park. I was pleased to open
that project, which involved the Victorian Bushfire
Appeal Fund, the People and Parks Foundation, Parks
Victoria staff, members of the community and the local
school, and volunteers. The rangers in charge of the
areas — Ion Maher and his team, and Julie Flack and
her team — are to be congratulated for their efforts over
the long term.

Queen’s Birthday honours
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It seemed
absolutely fitting that three outstanding women, all
from Williamstown, were recognised together on the
same day in the most recent Queen’s Birthday honours
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list. Joan Kirner, AC, Terry Bracks, AM, and Liz Jones,
AO, have collectively devoted their lives to a diversity
of endeavours, including politics, education,
community development, the environment, civil rights,
social inclusion, the performing arts, health, Aboriginal
reconciliation and the advancement of women.
Eighteen years after leaving Parliament Joan Kirner
continues to serve as Victorian Communities
Ambassador. Joan’s lifelong contribution to the
Victorian community, together with her enviable list of
achievements, has always been underpinned by a strong
set of values. Those values include that people matter,
that women matter as much as men do, that all people
deserve to be treated with respect, that the people
affected by decisions should be part of making them
and that equity before the law and in the distribution of
resources underpins a successful, socially just society.
Terry Bracks stumbled upon a youth organisation in
Mildura and decided to replicate the model with
Western Chances. Since that moment in 2004 the
organisation has assisted more than 1400 young people
and provided about 2500 scholarships worth almost
$2 million. Terry’s passionate and unwavering
contribution has been of the highest order.
Finally, Liz Jones has also been recognised for her
lifetime devotion to the performing arts, including
through 36 years as artistic director of La Mama
Theatre and in committee and board roles with Women
Playwrights International and Chamber Made Opera.

Gavin Gamble
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I would like to
acknowledge Mr Gavin Gamble, the very hardworking
and widely respected principal of Laburnum Primary
School. Gavin’s contribution to primary teaching, to the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development and as principal of three primary schools
has been outstanding. With Gavin’s retirement about to
commence, I thank him for his excellent service to the
school community and wish him the very best on the
golf course and throughout the next stage of his life.

Opposition: performance
Ms RYALL — We all know that the opposition
struggled to lead Victoria for 11 years, but one thing it
does not struggle with is leading survey participants to
answer questions in the way it wants them to. In a
recent electorate-wide survey that is signed by a man
called ‘Dan’, constituents in the Mitcham electorate
were asked if the state government needs to fully fund
the development of the Box Hill Hospital. Based on the

2805

opposition’s scientific questions, I should be asking in a
survey if the Labor opposition should apologise for
spending $1.8 million of taxpayers money per day for
27 years. Talk about leading the witness! These
questions are not the type that constitute a professional
survey. This is a desperate opposition — an opposition
with no plans, no clues and no ideas for the future of
this state.

Budget: community health sector
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Since the Baillieu
government budget was brought down we have learnt
of major cuts being made in many areas across our
communities. Whilst the devastating level of cuts to
TAFE funding has attracted much attention, we are
now learning of details regarding funding cuts to other
areas. During the last week community health centres
have gained further clarification about what the Baillieu
government cuts mean for them. The Minister for
Health, David Davis, has confirmed that there will be a
cut of over 26 per cent to the health promotion budgets
of community health centres across the state along with
a 10 per cent cut to women’s health programs. This is
estimated to mean a cut of about $10 million to health
promotion programs across the state.
I am advised by the CEO of Ballarat Community
Health that this means a cut of approximately $500 000
to her budget over the next two years, which will see
the loss of four staff members and, more importantly,
the loss of programs which have provided beneficial
and positive health outcomes for many Ballarat
residents. These include effective programs to help stop
smoking and to address childhood obesity, diabetes
education, sexual health screening and treatment as
well as the Smart Aask program, which addresses a
range of health issues for teenagers. Those involved in
these programs speak passionately about them because
they have seen how they have had direct health benefits
for so many vulnerable people. I urge the government
to review these cuts and restore funding for the
community health sector.

Grovedale Sports Club: redevelopment
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Last Saturday I had
the pleasure of officially opening the redeveloped
Grovedale Sports Club. I am proud that the Baillieu
government has provided $200 000 towards this project
and fulfilled its 2010 election promise to upgrade the
club. The upgraded and extended function space will
enable the club, which has over 800 members, to cater
for the needs of the Grovedale sporting community as
well as the broader community, including Grovedale
College.
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This project has been the result of hard work by a
number of organisations, and I take this opportunity to
acknowledge the City of Greater Geelong for
contributing $569 000 and thank the various clubs
involved. I also thank Reece Chadwick for his hard
work over the last eight years in seeing this project
become a reality.

Great Ocean Road Coast Committee: Coast
Guardians program
Mr KATOS — I was delighted to visit Geelong
Lutheran College at Mt Duneed last Thursday to launch
Coast Guardians, a new environmental education
program developed by the Great Ocean Road Coast
Committee. Coast Guardians are year 9 students from
Lorne Aireys Inlet P–12 College, Geelong Lutheran
College, Torquay College and Northern Bay P–12
College who are taking ownership of the rehabilitation
and conservation of four sites along the coast between
Torquay and Lorne over the next three to five years to
increase awareness of environmental issues. I commend
this program, which is funded by the Great Ocean Road
Coast Committee and provided free of charge to the
schools.

Spring Creek Reserve, Torquay: pavilion
redevelopment
Mr KATOS — Last Thursday I was pleased to
accompany the Minister for Sport and Recreation,
Hugh Delahunty, to Torquay Football Club to
announce state government funding of $200 000 for the
Spring Creek Reserve pavilion redevelopment. This
funding honours a 2010 election commitment, and I
would like to commend all those involved, in particular
Denis Ryan for his tenacity and perseverance.
Torquay’s Spring Creek Reserve project entails the
redevelopment of the current pavilion to enable the
Torquay football, netball and cricket clubs to encourage
more people to become involved — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Education: Essendon electorate
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I rise to express my
outrage at this government’s position on education and
its sense of exclusivity and privilege when it comes to
education funding in the state, particularly in the
Essendon electorate. What we have seen in recent times
is no funding for either the Essendon Keilor College
upgrade or the Essendon Primary School upgrade
works and continued development of that school, and
we have seen a particular lack of investment in and
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funding for Strathmore Primary School. This is on top
of the significant cuts to the education maintenance
allowance and cuts to funding for regional network
leaders and literacy coaches in schools.
Combined with the cuts recently announced in the state
budget in relation to TAFE, which are having a
significant impact in the Essendon electorate on those
who attend or who wish their family members to attend
Kangan Institute and Victoria University TAFE, we
will see a significant impact on those who want to
transition to better opportunities in life. This applies
particularly to hospitality and small business courses.
Hospitality, whilst in heavy demand, is often a
transition course for those who want to make their way
in the world, particularly in the tourism industry but
also in small business. Undertaking such courses
enables those people to find an opportunity for
employment and then move on to bigger and better
things. Unfortunately what we have seen is an attitude
of exclusivity and privilege from a leader and a
government that just do not understand the role of
education in the community.

Astor Theatre: future
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — Last
weekend I was invited by George Florence, the
operator of the Astor Theatre, to attend a rally in
support of the ongoing existence of that theatre in its
current format. It was an amazing day. Every seat in the
house was taken — over 1000 people turned up. Many
local identities came to offer their support, including
actor Stephen Curry. Melburnians were there to show
their support for the Astor Theatre and what it offers,
which is something totally unique. It is one of the last
surviving cinemas of its type. We have lost so many of
those types of independent cinemas, such as the
Valhalla Cinema and the Carlton Moviehouse, over the
years.
Last night I called on the Premier as the Minister for the
Arts to offer the expertise of Arts Victoria to the theatre
operator and the owner of the building to come up with
a resolution for the ongoing survival of the theatre in its
current form. I am pleased that I have organised a
meeting today with a representative from Arts Victoria
who will assist the theatre operator and the owner of the
building to explore options. I am hopeful that that
meeting will bear some fruit in terms of coming up with
a new direction for this great Melbourne icon.

Health: women’s services
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise today to express
my concern that some of the smallest and most

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 20 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

cost-effective parts of the health budget seem to be
wearing the highest level of cuts in the Baillieu
government’s budget. The Baillieu government’s
decision to cut more than $25 million from integrated
health promotion funding in women’s health services
and community health services will have a disastrous
impact on Victorian women and the community across
the state. Nine regional women’s health services and
three statewide services funded through the program
will be impacted upon. Victorians will be horrified to
learn that fire-and-flood-affected communities like
Kinglake and Gippsland will not be exempt from these
cuts.
The women’s health centres around Victoria that will
be affected are: Women’s Health East, Gippsland
Women’s Health Service, Women’s Health Grampians,
Women’s Health Goulburn North East, Women’s
Health Loddon Mallee, the Multicultural Centre for
Women’s Health, Women’s Health in the North, of
which I am a founding member, Women’s Health
Victoria, Women’s Health West, Women’s Health in
the South East, and Women’s Health and Wellbeing
Barwon South West. Those services derive an average
of $500 000 to cover 51 per cent of the population in
the entire region. Cuts of from 10 per cent to 28 per
cent will gut those services.
In the Hume region the service providers are very
concerned and have said:
Which organisations … would seek out women’s experiences
after disasters and seek to inform emergency services that
violence against women increases after disaster?

The SPEAKER — Time!

Victorian Interpreting and Translating Service
LanguageLink: board
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — I wish to advise the house that I
have recently appointed Phil Honeywood as the chair of
the Victorian Interpreting and Translating Service
board. He is taking over from Alex Andrianopoulos,
who was appointed by the previous government. Phil
brings vast experience to this position.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.
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TAFE funding and public sector job losses
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the member for Mulgrave proposing the
following matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the Baillieu-Ryan coalition for its
sustained attack on working families, in particular:
(1) taking an axe to TAFEs, resulting in the closure of
campuses, cuts to courses and job losses; and
(2) cutting and slashing public service jobs across the state
with regional towns being hit hardest; and
notes that the real victims of the infighting between the
Liberals and Nationals are the people of Victoria who are
pleading for a government concerned about their futures
rather than its own.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — This
is a definite matter of public importance, a definite
matter of interest to Victorians right across our state. It
covers a series of cutbacks and the style and
approach — the form — of this government, which is
not to invest and put in, not to strengthen, not to grow
and not to back Victorians to help them prosper and
take advantage of the opportunities that we know they
can and will take advantage of with government
support. This matter of public importance is about the
cutbacks and the wrongheaded and mean-spirited
priorities of this government.
It is very clear to me and to many Victorians that this
Premier just does not get it — he just does not get it. If
he had been with me on Friday when my honourable
friend the member for Eltham and I visited Holmesglen
TAFE, which is not far from my local community, he
would have seen the devastation and the deep and
serious cutbacks as well as the significant effect those
cutbacks in TAFE are having on Victorians right across
our state.
We went to Holmesglen TAFE and met there with
members of senior management, who are in a very
difficult situation because of this government’s choice,
not because of any obligation. In a moment I will come
to the notion that it is always someone’s fault. The
management at Holmesglen, along with TAFE
management across the state, faces very uncertain and
difficult times. It has very difficult decisions to make
because of this government’s cutbacks. We then went
to visit a couple of classes. We went to speak to some
VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied learning)
students who have an intellectual disability. The
students are doing part of the VCAL at TAFE. It is a
hope-filled amazingly positive group of students who
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are learning the life skills they need so they can realise
their full potential and take their rightful place in — I
would have thought — a fair, just and respectful
Victoria. We then went and visited some students
studying graphic design. It is an edgy, modern, really
dynamic and contemporary group of students who not
only do great quality work but have that spark and
energy that is so critical to an innovative and creative
future for our state.
It struck me. We have heard from the Premier and
Minister Hall, the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills — and I will come back to him in a few
moments — and all the government members on the
back benches who bleat out the lines about these
cutbacks that they are fed by their masters. It struck me
that despite all the talk about the need to reform TAFE
to make sure that TAFE is responsive to the needs of
industry and the market and that TAFE is there to
deliver what the economy needs, people should look
into the eyes of those intellectually disabled VCAL
students. TAFE for them is not about the market, TAFE
is not about the economy and TAFE is not about
meeting industry needs. Their training is for them. Any
government that would make it harder for those kids to
realise their potential is no government at all. It is a
mean-spirited group of individuals who just do not get
it.
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Prahran would
do well to say something, but not so much in this
debate, I would think. I will get to jobs and the sorts of
courses that have been cut in just a moment. But if the
Premier took the time to go and visit Holmesglen and
the students I met on Friday, perhaps he would
understand that he has got this completely wrong.
These are the deepest cuts that TAFEs have ever seen.
They are going to close down courses and campuses,
and thousands of jobs will be lost across Victoria. How
that can be good for individuals, for communities and
for our state I do not know. It cannot be good for
anyone.
It is not just the Labor opposition saying this; it is not
like the government was not warned. There are many
people across the TAFE system saying this. For
instance, David Battersby made it very clear before the
budget was released when he said:
Any significant cuts to TAFE funding certainly would be
disadvantageous with respect to meeting workforce
requirements in regional Victoria.

The government was warned and it knew. Its own
minister knew how bad this was when he wrote his
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heartfelt letter. Then that became public, and he wrote
another one pretty quickly to say, ‘Can I put that
toothpaste back in the tube, please? Can I put the genie
back in the bottle?’. Peter Hall’s letter might have made
him feel better, but it is doing nothing for thousands of
educators in our TAFE sector who are going to lose
their jobs. It is doing nothing for thousands of students
who are not going to be able to enrol in courses that
they ought to be entitled to enrol in. It is doing nothing
for industry, particularly in regional Victoria, where it
will not be able to find the skilled workforce it needs
for the future. The letter might make Peter Hall feel
better, but it is doing nothing for Victorians who matter.
In relation to this, the minister is not the one who
matters.
How dare he parade around this state pretending and
saying — and I quote — ‘I wear my heart on my
sleeve’. Bully for him! He says, ‘I wear my heart on my
sleeve, and I am a champion of TAFE’. If Peter Hall is
the champion of TAFE, I would hate to see a minister
who is incompetent, who is disinterested and who has
spectacularly failed to win the argument around the
expenditure review committee table. If this bloke is a
champion, then TAFE, TAFE staff, TAFE students and
Victorians do not need a champion like him. Letters
might make Peter Hall feel good, but they do nothing
for the people who matter — those who are going to
feel, and indeed already are feeling, the pain of these
cutbacks.
Let us do a bit of a rollcall in terms of what these
cutbacks actually mean. At Sunraysia TAFE 26 jobs are
gone, there is a $6.5 million cut and a whole range of
different courses are gone; at Kangan Institute
$24 million has been cut, 150 jobs are gone and
52 courses are gone; at the GippsTAFE campuses,
which are in real trouble, $10 million has been cut and
there are 32 job losses; at Bendigo TAFE $9 million —
or $1 in $4 — is gone and 120 jobs are gone; at NMIT
there is a $25 million cut and more than 100 jobs are
going; at Chisholm Institute $25.5 million — or a third
of its government budget — is gone and 150 jobs are
on the line; at RMIT there is a $20 million cut and
150 jobs are gone; at South West TAFE $7 million has
been cut and at least 43 jobs, or 10 per cent of its
workforce, are gone; at Victoria University there has
been $32 million in cutbacks and 50 jobs are gone; and
at Advance TAFE there has been a $5 million cutback
and 32 jobs are gone. The list goes on and on.
If the Premier had taken the time to listen to Jon Faine
this morning — and this goes directly to the very
helpful interjection of the very helpful member for
Prahran; I could just hear that weak little squeak come
across the chamber, though I am delighted it did — he
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would have heard a series of TAFE directors making a
range of comments that made things very clear about
the types of courses they are having to cut, including
animal studies, boatbuilding, the only course of which
in Victoria is now gone, and events and tourism.
TAFEs are also having to consolidate other study areas
in relation to hospitality, tourism, retail, multimedia,
visual arts, interior design, retail pharmacy, community
pharmacy and professional writing. Again, hospitality,
retail and tourism courses are affected, and a whole
range of other courses are also affected, including sport
and recreation courses, many of which are delivered as
VET (vocational education and training) in schools. We
do not know, and no-one can say, what the impact on
schools and their budgets will be once these savage
TAFE cutbacks are felt by VET students. Retail and
business courses are also affected. The list goes on and
on.
These courses are directly linked to employment
outcomes, they are directly linked to job opportunities
and jobs for young Victorians and they are directly
linked to skills shortages and demand in local
communities, local economies and the broader
Victorian economy. For the member for Prahran and
his colleagues to say, as they did in this house just a
little while ago — —
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Prahran will
need to speak up; we are having trouble hearing him.
Mr Newton-Brown interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — It is a very big vessel. I can see
the head, but I cannot hear the voice.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not want to kick out
the member for Prahran.
Mr ANDREWS — We all know why he left the
bar, Speaker; we all know.
The other day the member for Caulfield decided he
would give us a lecture about how these cuts were
necessary because they were all about a whole range of
courses that just did not matter. That may well be the
view of the member for Caulfield. He stated in this
house on 6 June:
It is very easy to just open up the cash tin and say, ‘Here we
go. Let’s create as many courses and opportunities as we can
but not have any that are demand driven. Let’s just create
some more aromatherapy courses and some more beauty
courses’.
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That is what the member for Caulfield and no doubt the
member for Prahran think these cutbacks are about.
That is not what TAFE directors say, and that is not
what those in the sector are saying. These cutbacks are
hurting the courses that matter most — courses that
give young people the best chance to get a job, to be
productive and to be part of a stronger and fairer
Victoria. It is about them realising their life
opportunities. The notion of government members
criticising these courses as mickey mouse courses says
more about them than it does about anything that is run
at TAFE. They should be ashamed; they should be
absolutely ashamed.
We know that courses will go, jobs have already gone,
opportunities for young Victorians will be significantly
limited and those in country areas will feel this more
than most. We stand opposed to these TAFE cuts. They
are deep and they are hurting real Victorians. I know
the Premier does not want to talk about things. We have
seen in the Herald Sun today that he does not want to
talk about the fact that there is big, deep speculation,
lots of speculation, in his own ranks about his style and
the fact that he really only has two answers to any
question: ‘Do nothing’ or ‘Get it completely wrong’.
He might not want to talk about that, but if he took the
time to get out and talk to some people in TAFEs, he
would understand that these cutbacks are savage and
are hurting real Victorians.
That leads me to the second part of the matter of public
importance today — which will be picked up by other
speakers, I am sure — and that is the fact that this
government and Premier just cannot get it right when it
comes to the public sector. I remember Josephine
Cafagna putting a question to the Premier on election
eve:
JOSEPHINE CAFAGNA: So will you be cutting the public
service?
TED BAILLIEU: No way, and we’ve made that very clear.

Then there was a question from respected ABC
journalist Tony Eastley, who said:
… you are saying that there will be reductions in the public
service, but surely — —
TED BAILLIEU: No, Tony.
TONY EASTLEY: No?
TED BAILLIEU: I’ll stop you.
TONY EASTLEY: All right.
TED BAILLIEU: Absolutely no reduction in public servants.
I am not going to cop this line from the Labor Party.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
2810

ASSEMBLY

There have only been 4200 public sector workers
affected — public servants who serve the public of
Victoria, unlike the Premier. These are people who
actually work for a living to help the most vulnerable,
unlike the Premier. So we have seen the axe taken to
TAFE and the axe taken to the public sector, all despite
the hand-on-heart promises to Josie and others that this
would not happen, and now 4200 jobs are gone.
There have been extraordinary efforts to keep secret the
implementation of the so-called ‘sustainable
government initiative’. The government has spent who
knows how much taxpayers money to keep those
documents secret. What I say, and what I have always
said, is that you cannot improve, let alone maintain, the
services upon which families rely if you take
4200 hardworking public sector workers out of the
Victorian public sector.
The Premier claims that he can protect front-line
services, yet we see Department of Primary Industries
offices closing, including fisheries offices, and all sorts
of different front-line services being attacked by this
government, not to mention the vital support that
back-office staff provide for front-line workers. We
stand opposed to these cutbacks. They are not what the
Premier promised, and he ought to come clean and
release the KPMG documentation on TAFEs and the
Vertigan work in relation to the public sector.
This Premier stands condemned. There was an
earthquake last night, but the reverberations around this
bloke’s leadership started a long time ago; his
colleagues know it. He has got this wrong. Weakness is
not leadership, cutbacks are not investment, and this
Premier just is not up to it.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — It is a
pleasure to join the debate on the matter of public
importance (MPI) this morning. This MPI talks about a
sustained attack on Victorian working families. Yes, we
have undergone that and the Victorian public has
undergone that. Victorian families underwent that
between 1999 and 2010. Over those years there was a
sustained attack by the Australian Labor Party on
Victorian families in many ways. Many of these issues
were initiated back then and have led to the issues
raised in today’s MPI, which I will talk about.
Victorian families were subjected to a sustained attack
for 11 years. One great example is the $1.8 million a
day that Victorians are now paying out for the
desalination plant. The cost to Victorian families is
incredible. It is $400 per year for 27 years for every
single Victorian family. That is a sustained attack on
Victorian families. Then there is the myki blow-out and

Wednesday, 20 June 2012

anything to do with our public transport. That is just
money down the drain — money that could have been
spent on services to Victorian working families. All that
money was wasted in yet another black hole created by
the Labor Party and former government of this great
state.
There was a $1 billion blow-out on IT services
throughout a range of portfolios. If those contracts had
been handled properly and had had business cases, if
they had been planned and regulated, there would be an
extra $1 billion worth of services for Victorian working
families. Then there was the bungled pokies auction —
$3 billion was wasted by the previous government due
to its incompetence. That is $3 billion that could have
been spent on services and infrastructure for Victorian
working families, which missed out badly under the
previous government.
In my own portfolio we inherited a $300 million
maintenance backlog, and that is a conservative
estimate. That money could have come from the myki
overspend or from the desalination plant. It could have
come from any of the range of black holes. We could
have had schools that were maintained during an era of
great economic benefit right throughout this nation.
But, no, the previous government blew it. Working
families who sent their children to Victorian
government schools expected them to be safe, and they
did not get that.
We saw unsustainable spending right across the former
government; spending outstripped income. The only
way the previous government kept Victoria in the black
was by the goose laying the golden eggs up there in
Canberra, which just got the previous Victorian Labor
government over the line. That goose has stopped
laying those eggs, and now we are the ones that have to
return the Victorian economy to a sustainable level.
Public service growth was double the rate of growth of
the Victorian population. If you look at any other state
or territory around Australia, no matter what its political
affiliations are, the same issues are happening. In fact
there are cuts at the federal government level. There
have been 500 jobs lost at the Department of Education,
Employment and Workplace Relations in Canberra, but
apparently that is okay. If federal Labor cuts public
service jobs, it is okay, and members on the other side
are completely silent; but if a Victorian coalition
government cuts jobs, it is the worst thing. It is absolute
hypocrisy from those on the other side.
What we also see from the other side, in a real attack on
Victorian working families, is weakness, with nobody
standing up against the carbon tax and the effect it will
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have on the everyday reality of Victorian families.
Members of the opposition have been totally silent on
this. They have rolled over and had their tummies
tickled by Canberra; that is what they have done. They
are Labor first and Victorians second. They did not
stand up for Victorians as the Labor Gillard
government ripped $8 billion of GST revenue from
Victoria with a redistribution of those funds in the
forward estimates. They were totally silent on that. That
is the sort of income that would have provided
infrastructure and services to Victorian working
families. They just do not get it.
Another unsustainable area left by the previous
government is the training sector. The way that was
mishandled and mismanaged by the previous
government was absolutely incredible. As we know,
Labor cannot manage money; that is a given. There
could not be a better example than the training system
this government inherited from the previous
government. Here was a system that had absolutely no
planning in it. It was a great idea at the time. There was
lots of money around, so any idea was a great idea at
the time. Absolutely no thought at all was put into it,
and we are reaping the benefits of that. It was just a
matter of throwing money at the problem. That was
Labor’s solution: to just throw more money at it. You
just cannot keep doing that in the real world. This
government is in the real world; the previous
government was in some obscure world where it was
all about money growing from trees and being
distributed to all and sundry.
We inherited a training system that was totally
uncapped. How can you have an uncapped system? We
had a system that was totally unregulated; it was just an
absolute free-for-all. That has been the Labor pattern.
When I was the opposition spokesperson on training,
one thing that struck me was the total lack of regulation
and oversight of training in Victoria. It was of no
interest to the previous ministers and the previous
government. We are starting to reap the benefits of that
absolute mismanagement. As I have pointed out, it was
totally unsustainable. You cannot keep doing it.
In 2008, $800 million was spent on training in Victoria.
That is when the new system started. In 2011–12 the
estimated cost to the Victorian taxpayer is $1.3 billion,
even though — and this just shows its distinct and
abject lack of planning — the previous government
forecast that for this current financial year the cost to
the taxpayer would be $900 million. The reality is that
it is costing $1.3 billion. The attitude of Labor
governments is, ‘Well, it’s only $400 million. We’ll
just keep dealing it out’. They just spend money and
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waste money and have absolutely no concept at all of
managing money.
What did we see? What was the reality on the ground
with the training system? That is really, really
important. For example, there were the dodgy
providers. Dodgy providers, all sorts of weird and
wonderful providers, were jumping up everywhere —
because the system was uncapped and unregulated; it
was a free-for-all. Of course dodgy providers were
going to show their faces and rip money off Victorian
working families, which is what they did, and the
Victorian working families who pay taxes have to pay
for that.
There were an incredible number of multiple
enrolments with people enrolling in a whole range of
courses. These were not the sorts of courses that people
needed; they were just to make people happy, and
people were enrolling in multiple courses. It is just
unsustainable. You just cannot do that. Inducements
were being offered by all sorts of dodgy providers —
‘You enrol and we’ll give you an iPad’ and, ‘You get
two more friends in, and we’ll give you a cut on your
fees’. They would write to football clubs and say, ‘Go
and get a few more people and we’ll give you a cut
price’, and, ‘We’ll give you a set of steak knives if you
sign up to our course’. It was just incredible.
Enrolments went up by 44 per cent. As I said, that is
just not sustainable. A 44 per cent increase in
enrolments does not reflect a training need in a state. It
just showed that people were signing up to a multitude
of courses and were offered those inducements. We had
an uncapped, unregulated and unsustainable training
system. That is what we had to tackle.
As I said, the number of providers rose from 561 to
758. It was just incredible; they came out of the
woodwork. It reminded me of the situation with the
pink batts when all of a sudden companies came out
and said, ‘Yes, we are a provider of pink batt services.
We are very good, and we will spend the taxpayers
money very, very well’. That is what we found. There
was a 5000 per cent increase in diploma of
management courses. There was a 1955 per cent
increase in people doing courses to become fitness
instructors. I know that in this state we have an issue
with obesity and fitness, but we do not need an increase
in fitness instructors of nearly 2000 per cent. There
were even quite well-established training institutions
with good reputations offering diplomas in eight days.
How do you study for a diploma in eight days? That is
the sort of unmitigated rubbish that was going on. It
was unregulated, it was uncapped and it was
unsustainable. That was the pattern right throughout
Victoria.
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Since the changes were announced we have seen some
providers come out and say, ‘Oh, we are going to go
into deficit’. When you actually look at the books, you
see that these providers were already in deficit, and it is
just a convenient excuse to say, ‘These cuts have
caused that’. We have also seen a number of providers
come out and say, ‘Oh, we’ve cut courses’. But when
you actually look at the courses that have been cut you
see that either no participants or just a handful of
participants were enrolled in those courses. But of
course this is our fault. That is just incredible. There are
people who have been totally disingenuous about this
and are using it as an excuse. We have seen the
opposition and the AEU (Australian Education Union)
just riding on the coat-tails of this. They have
encouraged these sorts of statements, which do not at
all reflect the reality of the situation.
If you look at the current EBA (enterprise bargaining
agreement) for the TAFE teachers you see that it is just
incredible. It just shows how unregulated and what a
free-for-all the training system has been — and we are
the ones doing the hard yards about that. A full-time
TAFE teacher is required to attend basically four days a
week — 30 hours — which is not a bad gig if you can
get it. Of those 30 hours they only have to teach for
20 hours. So for teaching and travelling their regulated
hours are capped at 20 hours a week. It is not a bad gig
if you can get it. How can you sustain a system — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DIXON — Yes, they are very busy, as the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition says — 20 hours. It is
not even 20 hours of lectures; this is 20 hours of travel
and lectures out of a 38-hour week. As I said, it is a
good gig if you can get it. That is the sort of stuff we
need to be looking at. We need to be looking at
productivity — the four-letter word of the Labor Party;
it does not want to talk about it. We have to look at
productivity, that is the reality of the world, because the
goose in Canberra has stopped laying those golden
eggs.
An issue came up about one course, the Auslan course
offered by Kangan Institute of TAFE. It is well
documented that Kangan has been trying to bail out of
offering Auslan since 2010; this is not something that
has just come about. In fact the subsidy for
certificate III and certificate IV in Auslan has increased.
This government can hardly be blamed for that.
This is a great opportunity for TAFEs. We have a
strong TAFE system. They can offer great, innovative
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course delivery and they can increase the cooperation
between all providers — whether they be private or
whether they be universities or other TAFEs. There is a
great opportunity here for collaboration and there is a
great opportunity here for better use of their
infrastructure, and there is also a great opportunity to
build on the TAFE brand. We have a great system of
private providers, we are a national leader in that, and
tremendous group training providers and organisations
right throughout Victoria. We have a solid base on
which we can build, and we will be doing that.
What are we doing here? We have put record levels of
funding into TAFE and record levels of funding into
training — an extra $1 billion over the next four years.
We are making the system sustainable. It has been
uncapped, unregulated and unsustainable, and we are
making it sustainable. It will be far more relevant to
needs — to job needs, employment needs and the needs
of Victorian industry. That is what a training system
should be; it should be relevant. We are making it
relevant, and we are making it sustainable.
We are increasing subsidies for complex training
courses in areas where there are skills shortages and
especially — most importantly — in the area of
apprenticeships. There have been 220 courses offered
through our training providers that have actually had
increased subsidies, and 82 per cent of those
220 courses are being offered in our TAFE institutes.
As I said, we inherited an uncapped, unregulated and
totally unsustainable training regime from the previous
government, and we are the ones who are putting it
back on a sustainable footing.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I rise to speak on this
matter of public importance (MPI) predominantly from
the perspective of my responsibilities as the shadow
Minister for Education. I want to focus on the
devastating impact that the $300 million cut to the
TAFE sector will have on funding of school-based
traineeships. We had a 15-minute contribution from the
Minister for Education, and not once did he talk about
school-based traineeships and the impact that his cuts
are having on schools in Victoria in relation to
subsidies for traineeships at schools in areas such as
hospitality operations, business administration and
retail. Those subsidies have decreased from $9.50 per
hour to $1.50 per hour, and the result is that the cost of
traineeships at schools will go from a few hundred
dollars to several thousand dollars, which is completely
out of the reach of kids at school.
A number of members are aware of atEAST, an
organisation in the east of Melbourne. It is a consortium
of nine government secondary schools in the eastern
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suburbs: Croydon Community School, Doncaster
Secondary College, East Doncaster Secondary College,
Forest Hill College, Heathmont College, Monbulk
College, Rowville Secondary College, Upwey High
School and Yarra Hills Secondary College.
Mr Newton-Brown — On a point of order,
Speaker, this is the opposition’s MPI, and it refers
specifically to TAFEs.
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the member for
Prahran’s point of order?
Mr Newton-Brown — I seek that the member be
brought back to the subject of the MPI.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, and I ask the member not to raise points of
order like that again.
Mr MERLINO — That just displays the absolute
ignorance of the member for Prahran. atEAST offers
vocational education and training (VET) and
school-based apprenticeships and traineeships as part of
students’ Victorian certificate of applied learning
(VCAL) studies. For 15 years atEAST has been an
outstanding success story, providing an alternative path
to VCE. It is the single biggest provider of school-based
traineeships in Victoria. Well over 90 per cent of these
students go on to further training or full-time
employment. It is a terrific partnership between
schools, employers and young Victorians. VET,
school-based traineeships and VCAL change lives.
Were it not for these alternative pathways, thousands of
young Victorians would be lost to our schools. They are
an opportunity for students to make something of their
lives. Without those pathways, they would be
disengaged from education and they would leave.
School-based traineeships do not get any band funding.
They are funded predominantly by individual schools
as part of their student resource package. With atEAST,
school-based traineeships are funded by the schools and
participating students — for example, the business
administration traineeship currently costs $290 per
student. The advice atEAST has received from its
training provider is that a certificate II in business will
now cost between $2000 and $3000, and a
certificate III will cost $4000. A two-year traineeship
has gone from being less than $600 per student to
$6000. Hospitality operations, currently $187.50 plus
around $100 for materials per year, will now be up to
$2000 for certificate II and $4000 for certificate III —
that is, the course will go from a few hundred dollars to
up to $6000 for 16 and 17-year-olds in school. What
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family can afford such a massive increase? atEAST
proudly states on its website:
We believe that all students can succeed and that success will
come in a variety of ways.

The Baillieu government begs to differ. This callous,
uncaring and unthinking decision will confine
thousands of young Victorians to the scrap heap. This is
not an academic or bureaucratic exercise; we are
talking about real people whose lives are severely
impacted by this decision.
I refer to a Herald Sun article of 15 June with the
headline ‘Slug on school training — kids hit with
$6000 fee’, which states:
Year 11 student Alicia Eastaugh is among those unsure of her
future, with her training bill expected to hit $3300 next
year — up from less than $300.
Alicia, 16, spends three days a week working in a cafe in
Warrandyte as part of her formal training, as well as two days
at school for her Victorian certificate of applied learning.
She eventually hopes to make a career out of hospitality
management.
But mum Rosi … a single mother of four, said the subsidy
cuts put her daughter’s on-the-job training in jeopardy.
‘It’s heartbreaking because this program has been great for
Alicia — she’s found something that she really loves and it’s
been great for her confidence … But I’m a single mum and
we just couldn’t afford that. I don’t know what we’ll do.’

Current students who do not complete their course this
year will be charged a new fee from 1 January next
year. What does the minister say to Jaimee Russell, a
year 11 VCAL student undertaking a certificate II
traineeship in hospitality operations? What does the
minister say to Karli Burnside, a year 11 VCAL student
undertaking a certificate II in business administration?
What does the minister say to their parents? Where are
they going to find $4000 so that their daughters can
complete their year 12 studies next year?
Do members want to know what the response from the
government is? Shop around. That is the formal advice
that the department is sending to schools. Schools are
shopping around, but the savage cuts in subsidies will
mean that traineeships will be out of their reach no
matter where they go. Any difference in costs will be
minimal. Whether it is a TAFE or a private registered
training organisation, the level of cuts is the same. The
result will be a reduction in the number of students
participating in school-based traineeships, a subsequent
drop in school retention rates and students choosing an
industry traineeship based on what they can afford for a
career path they do not want.
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I want to talk about Paige Marsh, as hers is a story that
needs to be told in this debate. Paige overcame a
difficult family environment. She successfully
completed year 12 VCAL last year, undertaking a
business administration traineeship with her employer,
Yarra Ranges Shire Council. The training was delivered
over two years and was composed of three days work a
week at the council, with training delivered on the job,
and two days a week at Heathmont College. She is now
employed full time as a business support officer, local
laws. Her success is an inspiration. She is such a great
success that this year she was awarded the VCAL
school-based apprentice/trainee of the year. For the
benefit of Hansard, I am holding a photo of Paige
Marsh with the Minister for Education. They are both
beaming in the photo, as Paige should have been.
I spoke to Paige personally yesterday, and I will put
what she said on the record. She said, ‘I don’t know
where I would be’ if it were not for the traineeship.
Speaking about the massive increase in cost, she said, ‘I
would never have been able to do VCAL’. She said the
traineeship ‘changed my life completely’, and, ‘ I really
wasn’t going anywhere. I hated school. School wasn’t
for me’. She said that without the traineeship, ‘I would
probably be nowhere — expelled at age 17’. The
minister should particularly reflect on this comment by
Paige: she said the decision to hack into TAFE and
increase the cost of traineeships ‘contradict what he
said at the awards’.
The Baillieu government has been having a lot of
trouble with the truth recently. The minister was at the
awards, and he would have been congratulating the
students, thanking the employers and speaking of the
importance of VCAL and training. These would have
been empty, false words. When he presented Paige with
her award, he knew the damage his government was
about to inflict. The very person he was presenting the
award to would not have been there if these changes
had been implemented 12 months earlier; she would
not have finished year 12.
This is a disgrace. School communities demand to
know why school-based traineeships were not
exempted from the unprecedented attack on TAFE.
They want to know why the Baillieu government did
not give students and their families the same protection
that the federal government gave employers regarding
incentives for certificate II. Those incentives go only to
employers for school-based traineeships, and the same
protection is not offered to schoolchildren and their
families in Victoria. Alicia, Jaimee, Karli, Paige and the
thousands of other young students participating in
school-based traineeships deserve better than a
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government that thinks that their futures are not
important and not worth fighting for.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — It is a great pleasure to
rise to speak on this matter of public importance (MPI)
and in particular to rebut it. At the outset, I note that
item 1 and item 2 of the matter of public importance are
completely wrong. The Leader of the Opposition has
used a lot of emotional language and included factually
incorrect items in his MPI — an axe has not been taken
to TAFE and public service jobs have not been slashed.
In my contribution to the debate I wish to set the record
straight for the benefit of the opposition and the people
of Victoria. I will do that by dividing my contribution
into three parts. I will look at the background and
financial context, the coalition’s sustainable
government initiatives as contained in the recent state
budget and the financial legacy of the previous
government. It is important to take a holistic view when
we are dealing with matters of public importance such
as the one raised by the other side.
In terms of the overall context, I note that Victoria is
not immune from but has been affected by significant
global and national factors, including the financial
uncertainty and challenges in Europe, the overall
slowing in world growth and the consequences of these
matters for the Victorian economy. In addition, there is
also the loss of $6.1 billion in GST revenue over the
four years from 2012–13. That is partly due to the
slower growth in consumption and partly due to the
reduction in Victoria’s share of the GST under the
commonwealth’s flawed model. I note in passing that
we do not hear any complaints about the federal Labor
government’s model from members on the other side.
Over the decade to 2010–11, which was under Labor, it
is clearly documented that expenditure growth averaged
7.3 per cent per annum while revenue growth averaged
6.9 per cent per annum. You do not have to be a
financial genius to work out that that is an
unsustainable trend. I have spoken about that in this
place before. If members turn to the 2012–13 budget
overview — and I encourage all members to study that
document with great interest — they will see that
page 4 shows the growth in expenditure in a graphical
form.
It is a stark reality check for all Victorian residents and
taxpayers as to what was happening over the previous
10 years and what would have happened if the coalition
had not stepped in and made the necessary changes. If
the previous trend had continued, there would have
been an operating deficit in the vicinity of $4 billion in
2012–13. There is no doubt that action had to be taken
to address the many areas of unsustainable financial
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management. The 2012–13 budget overview contains
numerous charts and graphs which show the trajectory
the state was on and where we would have ended up
financially had clear action not been taken by the
coalition government.

revelation that needs to be understood by those
opposite. We have to restore that financial buffer, and
that will enable us to withstand the financial onslaughts
that will come from other jurisdictions and from around
the world.

I turn to the specifics of the sustainable government
initiatives that have been undertaken by the incoming
coalition government. We are facing challenging times,
as I said, and we have to make difficult decisions, but
thankfully we have made the right decisions.
Fundamentally there are underpinning factors that we
have relied on and have been consistent about — for
example, the promised budget surplus. That minimum
$100 million budget surplus across the forward
estimates is a cornerstone of the financial management
of the state, and that will be achieved. Another
non-negotiable commitment was retaining Victoria’s
AAA credit rating. That AAA rating was confirmed on
budget day. I note, as I did in my budget contribution
last sitting week, that the last time Victoria’s AAA
credit rating was lost it was lost by a Labor
government.

As I mentioned before, growth in spending outstripped
growth in revenue, which resulted in public debt to
fund capital works and so on, so the government has
taken steps to reverse the rising costs associated with
the rapid growth in staff numbers, particularly, as I said,
in relation to the back-office functions of the Victorian
public service. These savings had to be found, because
you cannot keep spending more than you are earning.
Every individual in Victoria most likely would know
that. Householders certainly know it as they try to
balance their family budgets. We have had, as I said,
write-downs in GST, and we have had decreases in
state taxes and particularly in the land transfer duty. So
we have had to offer voluntary redundancies for
3600 positions across the Victorian public service
initially and then in the budget this year announce a
further 600 public service job reductions.

The sustainable government initiative is about
strengthening Victoria’s financial position, and that
underpins everything else and ensures that services for
the community can be sustained and Victoria’s
economic future secured despite the fact that we are
facing many challenges and we are living in an
uncertain world. It is also about building budget
capacity for future productive infrastructure investment
and restoring that — —
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, this matter is quite specific, and while we have
allowed some latitude, this sounds more like a
broadbased budget reply speech than a reference to the
actual matter before the house. I would ask that you
draw the member back to that matter.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have been
listening to the debate. The matters being raised by the
member do seem to relate to paragraph (2) of the matter
of public importance. I ask the member for Forest Hill
to continue.
Mr ANGUS — It certainly is about all things to do
with the budget. The second point there about ‘cutting
and slashing public service jobs’ is clearly false, and
that is what I am getting on to now. Fundamentally we
have got to set the scene, and that is something the
other side does not seem to be able to come to grips
with. We have got to set the scene financially and have
that cornerstone that we can build on financially, or else
everything else will ultimately crumble. That is a

An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANGUS — Voluntary — that is exactly right.
If we look at what actually happened under the previous
irresponsible Labor government, the Victorian public
service grew at 5.3 per cent per annum on average over
the period from 2006 to 2010, and in the same period
the population grew by 2 per cent per annum on
average, so the rate that Labor fattened up the public
service over that period of time was more than double
that of the population increase. The independent review
of state finances found that this situation was simply
unsustainable, so we have had to bring the Victorian
public service levels back to levels more in line with the
2007–08 figures. As other members have noted and I
have noted in passing, these cutbacks will be achieved
through natural attrition, recruitment freeze for
non-exempt positions, the lapsing of some fixed-term
positions and voluntary redundancy packages. That is a
very important way to approach that.
I should note that one of the key aspects of all this is
that front-line services will not be impacted. In fact you
can see that very clearly through the policies we have
announced both in this term of government and prior to
that in relation to a number of areas. For example, in the
area of law and order we have announced increases in
front-line police of 1700 police and 940 PSOs. That is
just one example of front-line services that are being
improved and enhanced to deal with the problems that
we faced coming into government. This will enable us

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
2816

ASSEMBLY

to roll out our policies and be financially responsible
despite these very challenging times.
In relation to the TAFEs I note that since 2008 the
difference between what has been budgeted by Labor
and what has actually been spent is around $1 billion.
Labor predicted that training subsidies in 2011–12
alone would be $900 million, whereas the actual cost
will be more than $1300 million. That is a 44 per cent
blow-out in expenditure in just one year. That is
unbelievable. We were left with no choice but to act,
and act decisively and clearly. I note that in today’s
Australian Financial Review at page 10 the new
Premier of Queensland is quoted as having said
yesterday that there were 20 000 more full-time jobs in
the public service than the state could afford. So there
will be some serious cutting up there in Queensland.
I have talked before in this place about the financial
legacy of the previous government, and I have not got
time to go into that again, but in conclusion I will say in
relation to this matter of public importance that it just
shows how deluded and out of touch those opposite are.
Without strong and responsible economic management
Victoria would soon be back in a parlous financial
state — —
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stage in the 18-month period the government could
have put a cap on the courses that were growing
unsustainably, and it could have put higher registration
requirements on government-funded training providers.
It did nothing for 18 months, absolutely zip.
In fact, it did do one thing: it tore up the important
memorandum of understanding (MOU) between the
Department of Treasury and Finance and Skills
Victoria that said categorically — forget the spin,
government members say! — that the Department of
Treasury and Finance would fund extra training
provision over and above the budgeted amount if there
were additional training and it would receive back from
the department any unspent funds. That MOU was torn
up, but there was not any other mechanism put in place
to manage the budget. What a disgrace! Then members
of the government came in here and said, ‘Even though
TAFE has not grown much, we are going to blame
TAFEs, and we are going to slash and burn TAFE
providers right across the country’. It is simply a load of
rubbish. The minister knows it, and the government
knows it.

Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to speak
on this matter of public importance. Before I get into
the substance of what I want to say I just want to
respond briefly to what the Minister for Education said.
I want to respond to the appalling speech by the
Minister for Education. The misleading diatribe and
erroneous spin that we heard from the minister would
be a disgrace from any member of this Parliament, but
certainly it is from the Minister for Education. We
ought to put a few of the facts on the table. He said
those opposite had to make these cuts because of a
blow-out in TAFE numbers. That is not true. TAFE has
been growing at a very steady rate of 4 per cent. He is
deliberately confusing the growth in training with the
growth in TAFE, which is suffering the majority of
these cuts. Let us be a little bit clearer than that.

This is not a matter of some idle thing; this is a matter
that is impacting people right across Victoria.
Government members have simply come in here and
blamed everybody but themselves. They started off
blaming aromatherapy courses, then they blamed retail
courses, then they blamed fitness instructors, then they
blamed the former government, the ALP and TAFE
directors, and now it is TAFE teachers. We even heard
the minister say it is all the fault of TAFE teachers.
What a load of rubbish. Last night on the adjournment
in the other place a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region said she wanted to refer for
investigation TAFE teachers who had spoken out. A
TAFE teacher actually had the audacity to put forward
a viewpoint to a council gathering! She wants the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills to investigate
that teacher. She has a file, I think she said. She is going
to provide the minister with a file on a particular TAFE
teacher. This is just an appalling approach from the
government. Government members should own up to
what they do, take a stand and at least argue their
actions properly, not deceitfully and not with spin.

For 18 months the government did absolutely nothing
while it saw the cost of some of these courses blow out
and saw large numbers of private providers, including
some of the more dodgy ones, coming from the
international student market into the
government-funded training sector. I am
gobsmacked — I am absolutely shocked — that there
would not have been an expenditure review committee
submission about the growth in these courses. At any

This is a very simple thing, and this is a sad day for
TAFE in Victoria. What we are seeing here — and
members opposite should know it — is happening right
across the state. It is not happening in pockets. It is not
happening only in the western suburbs, in the northern
suburbs, in the eastern suburbs, in the south-eastern
suburbs — in the marginal seats right across the
backbench — and not only in all the country areas; it is
happening in all areas right across Victoria, where

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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people are absolutely outraged by these TAFE funding
cuts. All members here would have received some of
the nearly 20 000 letters or emails expressing people’s
outrage that have been sent to MPs as part of the TAFE
4 All campaign. These people are outraged, and they
are angry.
People are angry because they know what members
opposite do not know, which is that TAFE is crucially
important for young people. It is a ladder to success in a
job for young people. It is a ladder to success for
schoolkids wanting to get into a trade and it is a ladder
to success if you are a retrenched worker in Geelong,
Ballarat or any of the places where we are seeing
changes in industry and you want to get a new
occupation or a new job. To simply quash those
people’s dreams is a disgraceful action on the part of
any person, and it is a particularly disgraceful action on
the part of a government.
I make this absolutely clear — these TAFE funding
cuts are impacting right across the community. They
are having a devastating impact on TAFE students
faced with course closures and massive fee rises. They
are having a devastating impact on staff in small
regional towns — the TAFE librarian, the student
counsellor and the support staff. It is not just the
teachers who will be unable to get another job in those
small towns when they are sacked, when they are part
of the 2000 TAFE staff who have been given the bullet.
They will be gone, and their families will go from those
small country towns too. Those country towns will
suffer. It is a disgrace that the communities at
Bairnsdale, at Mallacoota and at all the other places that
are losing TAFE campuses that have been important
social hubs for those communities are losing those
small campus services. Those communities will be
devastated by this action.
These funding cuts are devastating for students with a
disability. We heard the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills say, ‘Oh, well, we will get the transition task
force to look at it’. We know that every TAFE provider
in this state subsidises courses for people with
disabilities, and they subsidise them because they know
that those students need smaller classes and more
intensive training, and they know how important the
opportunity is for those students. The funding stream
for those providers to subsidise these programs has
gone. This government has just snatched it away and
thrown it down the gurgler. The cuts are devastating for
schools that have a strong vocational program and
where the TAFE providers are in partnership with
them. It is devastating for local economies that require
skilled workforces. They do not want to have to import
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workers from Melbourne; they want to train their local
workforce to ensure that their own economy grows.
The cuts are devastating for the international education
business in this state. Recently we have heard the
Premier banging on about the importance of his
international trips. We have heard about his trip to
China, how important it was and how valuable
education is as an export industry for this state. Let me
tell the Premier right now, right this very minute, and
let me tell any TAFE teacher or senior TAFE executive
who goes across to China, that if they go to the
Chongqing province, where we are about to start two
important twinning projects between Victorian TAFE
institutes and Chinese institutes, the Chinese institutes
will hear directly from the senior officials of the
education commission of Chongqing that those projects
are now in doubt because they are worried about the
capacity of Victoria’s TAFE institutes to undertake
those projects.
If they go to Jiangsu province, which is a very
important province for education in Victoria and its
export industry, they will find that there are programs
that will no longer get approval to recruit students in
2012 because authorities there are concerned about the
cuts to TAFE institutes in this state. If they speak to any
of the agents who provide students and work with
Chinese education officials and people to bring students
here as part of our international education business,
what they will hear is that those agents are not referring
students to Victorian TAFE institutes because they are
concerned about the viability of TAFE in this state.
This is how significant these cuts are. The situation is
bad enough domestically, and it is bad enough that the
cuts are hitting local industries, but they are also
impacting on one of the largest export industries
Victoria has, which is education. We have not heard
anything from the minister about that fact.
From the government’s point of view it would seem
that, as the Premier said in his party room, those
opposite are just one happy team. They are not one
happy team. We know that every member of The
Nationals is concerned about what is happening in their
electorate, but they will not speak out. They are afraid.
They have been gagged.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member has completely strayed off the matter of
public importance (MPI) into extraneous areas and into
some foreign land. I ask you to draw him back to the
MPI.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There has
been a very wide-ranging debate. The MPI itself covers
a wide area, so I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr HERBERT — It was a spurious point of order
designed to burn up time. In fact I put it to the house
that members on this side of the house understand the
importance of these TAFE funding cuts and the
devastating effect they will have. We take the view that
members opposite simply say, ‘Such is life’. Students
miss out on training, TAFE institutes close campuses,
courses get slashed, staff get sacked and members
opposite say, ‘Such is life’. It is not a case of such is
life; it is a deliberate policy of this government that is
slashing 2000 jobs from TAFE institutes and scrapping
$300 million in vital funding for community services. It
is a policy that is causing large metropolitan TAFE
institutes to lose in excess of $35 million — that is,
30 per cent of business. Many country TAFE institutes
are losing over $10 million.
There is outrage in the electorate of the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills. The minister can hardly
turn up in his own electorate. It does not matter whether
you are in business and industry, whether you are a
member of local government, whether you are a TAFE
or a school; everybody thinks this minister and this
government are on the nose. What a shame for the
minister, because I know that he came into the job with
a lot of hope. He is a person who had a lot of hope for
what he could contribute to education, and his legacy
will be the legacy of this government. In one term the
legacy of this one-term government will be to devastate
TAFE, devastate training, devastate the hopes and
opportunities of people right across Victoria and
particularly devastate those opportunities for people in
regional Victoria.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — Education is
a fundamental tool for individuals to lead productive
and fulfilling lives. In general terms, the better educated
you are, the better your prospects are for attaining
meaningful work in our community. It is those with
poor education who are most likely to fall through the
cracks. If you are a person who is homeless or living on
welfare in the long term, there is a high likelihood you
are a person who has not received education beyond
high school. This is why the Baillieu Liberal coalition
government is so committed to education.
The Leader of the Opposition seemed to suggest in his
contribution that this government is not interested in
growing or investing in the state and its education.
Well, hello! Did he not notice the May state budget,
when the coalition committed an additional $1 billion
to training over the next four-year period? The coalition
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government will spend around $1.2 billion each and
every year on training subsidies. The premise of the
MPI (matter of public importance) in relation to TAFEs
seems to suggest that the current funding for all courses
is appropriate and that there should be no changes to the
way in which our scarce resources in this state are
allocated.
Before I address that, let us first examine where we are
with TAFE funding and how we got there. In 2008 the
then Victorian Labor government changed from paying
training providers a fixed amount for courses to a
system where eligible students were able to enrol in any
training program, and the training would be paid for by
government. I am not sure what the Labor government
was thinking at the time, but it did not cap the funding
and it has grown exponentially ever since. The new
system had a staged introduction which commenced in
July 2009, and full implementation occurred in January
2011.
Over that period government-funded training
enrolments grew from 381 000 in 2008 to 549 000 in
2011. This was a 44 per cent increase, and the bulk of
that growth — 29 per cent — occurred in 2011 alone.
In just three years the cost of training had blown out
incredibly from a budgeted $800 million in 2009 to
$1.3 billion by 2011–12. Did Labor expect this to
happen? The forecast was for $800 million, but the
actual expenditure created a black hole of about $400 to
$500 million. At the same time there was an explosion
in training providers, with numbers growing from 561
to 758. Under Labor’s arrangements the system was
vulnerable to overservicing and corner-cutting by
providers in their quest for the unlimited bucket of
money the Labor government provided for this sector.
Can we assume from the underlying premise of the
MPI that Labor members would be happy for this
exponential growth to continue? Was that their plan
when they budgeted for just $800 to $900 million —
that that would be it? If the Labor members were in
government, would they cap it now that it has grown
out to $1.2 billion?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I put this question as
an interjection to the Leader of the Opposition on
several occasions. I sang out to him, ‘What would you
do if you were Premier? Would you cap it?’, but he did
not take up my invitation to answer that question, and
not once in his contribution of 15 minutes did he give
any indication to this Parliament or to the people of
Victoria as to what he would do if he were Premier.
The premise of the MPI suggests that Labor would do
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nothing with these rising costs other than to keep
putting them on the tab. The premise of the MPI
suggests that Labor has not learnt from its mistakes of
the past or its mismanagement of the state’s finances.
Under the plan announced in May the Liberal coalition
government will increase hourly subsidies for training
in areas where there are skills shortages in Victoria.
Every apprenticeship course will receive increased
funding, and at the same time there will be lower
subsidies paid to some courses where there has been a
disproportionate increase in enrolment, such as fitness
training, customer contact and management, and
courses where there is a comparatively lower return to
the Victorian economy. The Leader of the Opposition
seems to place no greater value on one course above
another. I have stated that it is a cruel hoax on kids to
encourage them to train in areas where there is low or
no job demand.
The MPI suggests that there has been a sustained attack
on working families. Let us look at what a hollow claim
this is in light of the financial record of the previous
Labor government. Water charges have been in the
media recently, and there have been issues around the
timing of the Melbourne Water charges in relation to
the construction of the desalination plant. Let us not
forget that those charges are only there because of the
decision of the member for Lyndhurst, the former
Minister for Water. These charges will add 30 per cent
to everybody’s bill for almost 30 years. How will
working families cope with this impost on their family
budgets? How many of these working families that the
opposition are so concerned about will feel dudded by
Labor and the decisions it made when it was in control
of the state?
The member for Lyndhurst often wags his finger at us
and says, ‘You wait until it stops raining and we get a
drought again. Then you’ll be thanking me.’ No doubt
if that day comes he will think that all his Christmases
have come at once, but on the current figures, even if it
were not to rain again, it would probably be towards the
end of this decade that we would need to flick the
switch on the desalination plant, such is the capacity of
our water storages at the moment.
I hope that when the bills go out for people’s water
consumption the Minister for Water will be able to
somehow include on those water bills a separate line for
Tim’s Tax — the bill for the desalination plant —
which says that 30 per cent of the bill which every
Victorian family is paying is a result of the decisions
made by the former Labor government.
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The Minister for Higher Education and Skills is
interested in quality and choice in vocational training.
He is developing a website to ensure that customers get
information before they attend the training courses so
that they can make appropriate choices. He is looking at
course profiles to ensure that the skills that industry
need are being met. He is looking at sustainable
employment conditions to make sure that if people are
being paid to work a 38-hour week, they actually work
a 38-hour week.
The MPI refers to the axing of TAFEs, yet the 2012–13
budget provides a record four-year investment in
training in Victoria. There has been no other four-year
period in Victoria where so much money has been
invested in training in this state. Beyond the base figure
of an extra $1 billion in training to be added over four
years, in this year alone we are spending $1.2 billion on
training subsidies. The suggestion that there have been
cuts to or an axing of the TAFE sector is quite simply a
lie. And as far as regional towns go, we are totally
committed to investing in our regions.
The Victorian public should look behind this shrill MPI
today and see it for what it is: an attempt to dishonestly
portray the Victorian government as having no interest
in TAFE education and a sad indictment of the Labor
opposition in this state. I am sure that the Victorian
public wants a strong opposition to hold us to account,
but an MPI such as this does not inflict any damage on
the government because it is based on fundamental
untruths.
In the absence of the Leader of the Opposition stating
what he would do about the TAFE blow-outs, this MPI
can really only be seen for what it is: a cynical political
stunt. A statement by the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills was reported in Hansard of 23 May, and I
will conclude by reading out his commitment to the
TAFE sector:
I give the undertaking — and I have given it in person to
TAFE institutes around the state — that I am totally
committed to working with TAFEs to enable them to realise
the significant advantages they have and to ensure that they
have a strong future that continues to grow in this state … I
am not interested in playing politics; I am interested in
working with our public providers to ensure that they realise
their full potential. That is my vision for a training system in
this state of Victoria.

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I have to say that
what is going on here is a hoax by the state government
in relation to TAFEs and in relation to public sector
cuts. I rise to support the matter of public importance in
the chamber today, and I do so because I think we need
to have a look at the broad context we are facing
globally — in Australia and worldwide. There is no
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doubt that we are in economies in transition, and
nowhere is that felt more deeply in Australia than here
in Victoria, with our strong manufacturing base, our
service-based industries and an agricultural sector with
challenges it has to meet. And here we are looking at
courses provided by TAFEs across this state that will
no longer be provided because of this government’s
cruel hoax on the people of Victoria.
The reason this is such a cruel hoax is that these cuts
are not about TAFE, they are not about training courses
and they are not about preparing us for the economy
that we are going to have to face and the jobs we are
going to have to create; that is not what these cuts are
about. If these cuts were about those things, the
government would have sat down with the sector over
the last 12 months, it would have consulted with the
sector and with industry in an open forum, and it would
have had a summit around the challenges we face in
meeting the job needs of the future, in making sure that
we are preparing our citizens to meet those job needs
and in giving them the opportunities to help develop the
new economy that we have to move into. Did that
happen? Did I miss some big summit on jobs? Did I
miss some big consultation process where the training
sector, business, trade unions and schools were brought
in? Did I miss that? Was I out of the state? Did anyone
else miss it? It did not happen — that is the hoax. Be
under no illusions: this has nothing to do with providing
a proper training system for Victorians to train and be
prepared for the jobs of the future. This has nothing to
do with that.
There has been no concern whatsoever about the
impact of these cuts on country Victoria — none —
and the impact is going to be huge and messy. You
cannot tell me that in country Victoria, where tourism is
so important, there is no demand for well-trained
people in the hospitality industry, in the tourism
industry and in a retail sector that is screaming for the
government to deal with the issue of online retail. Of
course there is; there has to be. Is the main need
adequate training? I do not know, but you have to
engage with the sector to find out — and we certainly
have not done that. What we have had is a secret report
by KPMG, apparently about the impacts of these cuts.
We have had nothing about the ways we should be
training our people for the future — none of that.
This is a straight, out-and-out budget cut to meet the
government’s needs and priorities so it can do things
like run over budget by $200 million on PSOs and build
a new prison in the west. It was Victor Hugo who said,
‘He who opens a school door, closes a prison’. Well,
that shows you what the priorities of this government
are: ‘Let us build a prison and close the school doors’.
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That is what government members are doing. If we
have a look at our economy and the effects it has, we
see that youth unemployment in Victoria is at 20.6 per
cent — the highest in Australia. In my electorate of
Footscray unemployment is at 8.26 per cent compared
to the rest of Victoria, which is at 5.8 per cent. But what
is this government’s solution for that? Is it to create
more opportunity? No, it is to build a prison. That is
what the government is going to do: it is going to build
a prison.
That is not good enough. It is not good enough for the
people in this state, and it is not good enough for our
young people. You have to provide them with a future
that is meaningful. The government is not doing that; it
is creating a new underclass. It is developing a society
of the haves and have-nots that has not been seen in this
state for many, many years. That is a true indictment of
those opposite and their government.
John F. Kennedy said:
Let us think of education as the means of developing our
greatest abilities, because in each of us there is a private hope
and dream which, fulfilled, can be translated into benefit for
everyone and greater strength for our nation.

That is true of Victoria, but if you have a look at the
impact of these cuts, you see that for those dreams,
those opportunities that individuals are looking for —
and this is about those people and their aspirations —
there is no comfort here.
We have heard that the Gordon Institute of TAFE is to
lose about $15 million. The staff cuts are unknown. The
institute’s chief executive officer, Mr Sutherland, is
reported in the Geelong Advertiser as having said:
The Gordon has a lead role in Geelong’s economy in
transition.

Is this the way to treat an institute that is trying to deal
with an economy that is in transition — a community
that was hoaxed into believing that the port of Geelong
was going to be the car transport centre for Victoria and
Australia? Another hoax! There are job losses in
Geelong all the time because of the manufacturing
sector going down and the high Australian dollar.
Where is the plan to make sure we are providing the
jobs that Geelong needs in the future and the trained
people to fill them? It is not there.
As we have heard, the University of Ballarat is looking
at losing up to 100 staff and $20 million from its
budget. On the university’s website it says:
In summary, the projected net funding impact on the
university from the state budget announcements is
approximately $20 million, or put differently, the university
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has to reduce its total TAFE activity by around 30 to 40 per
cent by the beginning of 2013 …

This has given the university a lot of time to plan,
hasn’t it? The website continues:
… and reduce services and costs elsewhere in the university,
or otherwise begin to carry a major loss of up to $20 million
by the end of 2013. Normally in these circumstances,
governments allow transition arrangements for institutions to
cope with these types of funding circumstances, but there is
no period of adjustment or grace factored into the state budget
announcements.

Then there is Victoria University, which is to lose
$32 million. It has already lost 50 teaching staff as a
result of the budget, and that may not be the end of it.
There are 30 to 40 courses currently offered that will
go, and there is the potential for even more to go. Then,
as we have heard from the shadow Minister for
Education, there is the impact on VET (vocational
education and training) in schools. That is huge, and it
will affect retention rates in our schools — make no
mistake.
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bereft of any policy and unable to say what they would
have done to rein in their blow-out on vocational
education and training. It is cheap politics. They know
that the system as it was set up was unsustainable, yet
they show outrage at any attempt to deal with it.
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, that quote was not directed at Victorian Labor,
and it should not be referred to — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! That is not a
point of order.
Ms RYALL — The fact that the opposition failed to
monitor, measure or deal with the blow-out created by
its policy is classic Labor, and this MPI is classic
Labor.

We have a situation whereby the government’s actions
have had an immediate impact. Private providers will
adapt and access the opportunities that those actions
have created, but we are getting feedback that even
responsible private providers are concerned about the
haste with which these measures were introduced. They
are also concerned, as are the TAFEs and the
regulators, that they will not be in a position to regulate
the way the private industry and private providers adapt
to these changes and whether or not they will provide
the quality education that TAFEs have provided for
years.

Labor members talk about a sustained attack on
working families. The sustained attack on working
families was the shameless and complete lack of
financial management — the squandering of billions of
dollars by the former Labor government. Do not think
that waste has no legacy! Do not think for a moment
that incompetence has no child! Think about cause and
effect. When we think about the cause related to why
spending needed to be reined in, we look at the
squandered billions. We look at the money wasted that
could have been preserved for difficult economic times,
for times when the Australian dollar was high, for times
when global economic uncertainty impacted on this
nation and for times when there was a need to ensure
that every available dollar of taxpayers money was
targeted towards the services that need to be delivered
in Victoria.

It is an indictment of this government that it thinks that
with just the slash of a pen it can destroy the dreams
and opportunities of a generation of young people. This
is a government shrouded in secrecy. It would not
release the report, but it will have to now because Fair
Work Australia will insist upon it. The Vertigan report
has not been released, and the KPMG report has not
been released. This is a government that is in budget
crisis. It is its budget crisis, and the young people of
Victoria should not have to pay for it.

When we look at cause — and we are looking at the
budget from a cause perspective, we are looking at
reining in spending and we are looking at budget
blow-outs from the past — I note that the Leader of the
Opposition did not even contribute to the debate on the
appropriation bill. We had an extended sitting, and yet
he said not a word. The former Leader of the
Opposition, now Premier, in every year we were in
opposition made a contribution as leader to the debate
on the appropriation bill.

Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to speak on this matter of public importance. The
esteemed editor-at-large of the Australian, Paul Kelly,
said on 2 June 2012 that:

The effect related to the cause is that we need to rein in
spending, and we need to make sure every dollar is
productive. Take the desalination plant as an example:
when we look at the cause we see that it will cost
$1.8 million a day for 27 years. Those opposite talk
about education. Imagine what $1.8 million could buy
in education, day in and day out for 27 years! We look
at the $1.4 billion squandered in ICT blow-outs, the
client relationship information system and the gaming

… Labor is trapped between the needs of good policy and its
compulsion for cheap politics.

Exactly the same situation applies with members of the
Labor opposition in the Victorian Parliament. They are
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machine licences under the stewardship of the former
member for Mitcham — $3000 million. It was the only
social dividend from gambling, and those opposite gave
it away. HealthSMART, the housing integrated
information program, HR Assist, the integrated courts
management system, the LINK police database, myki,
the ultranet and the property and laboratory
management system all had major blow-outs, which are
typical of Labor and relate to the cause that creates the
effect and the need to rein in spending.
On vocational education and training, the government
has committed an additional $1 billion of funding over
four years. If we look at the history, we see that when
Labor introduced the system it did not identify
objectives or outcomes to measure and monitor
performance, but just implemented it and let it rip.
There were no controls in place to make sure it was
sustainable. There were no controls on growth, no
controls on quality and no controls on quantity — just
like its federal Labor mates, who had no controls on
pink batts or green schemes to prevent dodgy providers
jumping in. It was typical Labor policy and typical
Labor bad management. It did not matter to those
opposite that the measurement controls were not in
place, and it did not matter if it did not meet the
objective. They just threw money at it. There was
plenty of money around at the time, and if they were in
need the federal government would come to their
rescue.
What I think is a newsflash for members of the Labor
opposition is that those times are over and we live in
different economic times. Like their federal
counterparts, opposition members spent so much time
in unionised training centres or electorate offices as
training centres that they do not understand objectives,
do not understand targets and do not understand
measurement.
The alarm bells should have been ringing for Labor
members in the 2009–10 fiscal year and the 2010–11
fiscal year, when the actual spend for growth in training
delivery was way higher than the original estimate.
That is when the alarm bells should have gone off. In
2010–11 the estimate was $824 million, yet the spend
was heading toward $1.1 billion. Labor members are
out shouting loudly as usual and are refusing to
acknowledge that they were the cause of the problem in
the first place.
We hear much about the unsustainable situation from
those opposite, but the question is — and I heard the
member for Prahran ask this before: what would they
do in this circumstance? What would they do in a
situation when there is a significant blow-out, a lack of
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control and no cap on the system? Would they continue
to fully fund courses where the possibility of getting a
job was as remote as it was in fitness training, where
there were 800 positions for the 9000 people
completing the courses? Would they fully fund those
courses for students to find that more than 90 per cent
of them could not get a job? What does that do to an
individual’s self-esteem? Should it just be opened up,
with every course being available to everybody and
should those courses be fully subsidised? In the absence
of hearing any alternative, I think that is exactly what
opposition members are saying.
Where do those opposite think the money comes from?
How many traineeships would a daily desal payment
pay for? There have been no calls from the Labor
opposition members to the commonwealth, which is
what their Premier John Brumby did. He called for the
right share of GST. Members opposite do not
understand that jobs are an outcome of a well-run
economy and productivity. They talk about seeking
jobs, but they have no actual understanding of what
underpins jobs and creates jobs. We all know that the
Leader of the Opposition thinks that some jobs are
worth saving but others are not, so jobs lost because of
the carbon tax are not worth saving!
I recall the Minister for Tourism and Major Events
talking about the budget for domestic tourism and the
key performance indicator (KPI) related to setting
objectives and targets. She said the targets could not be
reached by members of the Labor government, so what
they did was remove the KPI. So if they cannot kick the
ball between the posts or even get a behind, they just
remove the goalposts and kick anywhere. That sums up
Labor and shows exactly what creates the blow-outs.
Labor members have no objectives and no targets. In
fact they would not know how to set one.
Members opposite talk about public service cuts. It is
really interesting that today we have not heard any of
the speakers on this matter of public importance talk
about the public service, and they are totally silent on
the federal government’s public service cuts.
An honourable member — Four thousand two
hundred of them.
Ms RYALL — Four thousand two hundred of them.
Some of them will be in Victoria, but we have not
heard a word from those opposite on that, such is the
hypocrisy of Labor opposition members. They say one
thing about this government but they are absolutely fine
about their colleagues in Canberra doing exactly the
same thing.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 20 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

It is time for opposition members to put up and answer
the hard questions: why did they squander the funds
that would be needed for difficult times, how would
they rectify the situation that we have at the moment
and what would they do? It is about time they put up
rather than just arguing a case without any basis of
cause and effect. They created the cause; they are now
struggling to deal with the effect. I commend the MPI.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Kororoit.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — You commend the
MPI! That is very good.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Ryall — I do not commend the MPI.
Ms KAIROUZ — I follow the member for
Mitcham in supporting the matter of public
importance —
An honourable member — Commending the MPI.
Ms KAIROUZ — or commending the MPI (matter
of public importance) submitted by the member for
Mulgrave.
Members of this house should be at one in their
condemnation of the Baillieu-Ryan coalition for its
sustained attack on working families. Whilst there are
many reasons for Victorians to be angry about this
unholy alliance, I will contain my remarks to its savage
cuts to education, particularly TAFEs, and the brutal
cutting and slashing of public service jobs across the
state with the hardest hit being those in the regions. It
would be remiss of me, though, not to mention all the
job shedding and the failure of this government to act
decisively and create a job plan in this state. It is a
failure which is leaving tens of thousands of workers
without jobs and many thousands of families without a
breadwinner.
The cuts to Victoria’s TAFE institutions have been
savage. Late in 2011 the Victorian government ripped
millions out of TAFE budgets and, perhaps predictably,
private providers were left largely untouched. As a
result of the 2012 budget cuts, it appears that TAFEs
will initially lose a further estimated $160 million
annually. This government’s axe wielding has left
many TAFEs scrambling, with campuses closing,
courses disappearing and many hardworking and
skilled Victorian TAFE teachers and administrative
staff left on the employment scrap heap.
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These cuts to Victoria’s TAFE institutes will
irreparably damage the TAFE sector in Victoria and the
Victorian economy and community. They will also
change forever the national vocational education and
training system of training for a skilled workforce. As is
often the case, it is the areas which can least afford this
kind of news which will suffer most. I speak, of course,
of rural and regional Victoria and the western suburbs
of Melbourne.
Let us look at the projected outcomes for some of those
TAFEs. According to the Age of 16 June, the effect on
Shepparton of a $300 million funding cut to TAFE
institutes across Victoria remains unknown, with many
still waiting to hear about potential impacts on jobs and
courses. Just last month the University of Ballarat
reported that its TAFE will lose $20 million, which is a
40 per cent funding cut, up to 60 TAFE programs will
be forced to close, and it is predicted that up to 100 jobs
will be lost. The university’s vice-chancellor, David
Battersby, said that.
Earlier this week the Central Gippsland Institute of
TAFE also revealed it had made 32 positions
redundant, while Bendigo TAFE appears set to lose up
to $9 million and lay off about 120 staff. The terrible
news continues, with South West TAFE reportedly set
to lose $11 million and cut 43 jobs. In yesterday’s
Geelong Advertiser it was announced that Geelong’s
Gordon institute will immediately be making
16 positions redundant, but there was a warning that
more redundancies are expected later in the year, in
preparation for when the funding cuts take effect at the
start of 2013. These redundancies are described as
‘voluntary’, but this is an absolute contradiction as
these jobs are needed and none of these dedicated
educators would choose to be forced out of their jobs.
In the western suburbs of Melbourne, where the brunt
of job losses in the manufacturing sector have been felt,
options for retraining these workers have taken a hit
because funding changes will severely impact on
Victoria University (VU), the biggest education
provider in the western suburbs. Victoria University
will drop animal studies, boatbuilding and events and
tourism courses. It will slash courses involving sports
and fitness, hospitality, business and financial services,
and 50 positions in the technical trades and workforce
development faculties will go.
According to deputy vice-chancellor Professor Anne
Jones, who admits to being surprised by the magnitude
of the cuts, difficult decisions had to be made to ensure
the ongoing viability of VU. According to community
development teacher Margarita Windisch, as reported
in a newspaper article, these job cuts and the loss of
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courses were devastating for staff and students. The
article states:
‘This is the biggest attack we have seen in the sector in the
history of Victoria’, she said.
‘It’s quite clear their aim is to privatise the whole education
sector’.
She said the cuts would lead to a drop in quality and lock out
students from disadvantaged backgrounds.

These are the words of someone who should know.
In relation to courses which will no longer be delivered
as a result of the decisions of the Baillieu-Ryan
coalition, members should spare a thought for the deaf
community in Victoria. In late May Kangan Institute
announced that due to budget cuts the diploma of
Auslan was no longer viable and would close in
December 2012. The diploma is a full-time course that
takes two years to complete, and it is the only one
available in Australia. After completing this course
many of its graduates can go on to undertake the
Auslan interpreter course at RMIT or Macquarie
University to become sign language interpreters for the
deaf community.
The impact of a reduction in the number of Auslan
interpreters in the community will be a cruel blow to
the deaf community and will add to the isolation of this
vulnerable group of Victorians. All those who lacked
the spine to challenge the Premier and his Treasurer in
relation to that outcome and these decisions should
hang their heads in shame. The irony and utter folly of
the decisions that have led to these outcomes are that
the government appears to have gone after the wrong
target and not the private registered training
organisations, where cost blow-outs, which the
government says have precipitated its mean-spirited
actions, are really occurring.
Unless these cuts to TAFE are reversed, Victoria faces
an uncertain future in the critical area of vocational
education in relation to fragmented delivery, an
unreliable and largely unregulated private for-profit
sector and TAFE institutes not being funded to provide
support and services across the community. It should be
noted that the Victorian TAFE sector has been
considered one of the flagships of the sector nationally
and internationally. The decisions of this government
will destroy that view forever.
The brunt of these cuts will be severely felt by
Victorian TAFE students, who are already paying more
than students in any other state. Fees will be increased
due to these funding cuts — a fact which has been
acknowledged by this government. Students will
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simply not be able to access programs in a whole range
of areas because the programs will not be offered or the
students simply will not be able to afford them. The
government says it is tailoring TAFE to industry needs,
but regional communities, teachers and students say it
is targeting the most vulnerable in the community.
It is just not TAFEs which are facing the chop or have
faced the chop. The axe has been fairly sharpened and
has come down on many public servants in the biggest
mass sacking since Jeff Kennett became the Premier in
the early 1990s. In the recent state budget, with an
austerity plan that could rival those seen in Europe, the
government announced it would shed a further
600 state public servants, which brings the total public
sector job losses announced since December to 4200. In
typical style the Treasurer has refused to rule out forced
redundancies and further public sector cuts. The
Treasurer has remained silent.
While government members bleat that there will be no
effect on front-line services, I do not believe them. It
will not be long before the Victorian public lets them
know it does not believe them as well. This lazy
government has shown a complete and utter lack of
action on jobs while the state grinds to a halt.
This government has failed on jobs and on families in
Victoria. Families in Victoria rely on the government
for leadership and support when they are in need, but
unfortunately we have a Premier and a Treasurer who
are missing in action and a government that stands for
nothing.
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — I am pleased to
make a contribution on the matter of public importance
(MPI) as raised by the member for Mulgrave. This MPI
makes allegations that relate to working families, and it
is critical of public sector job cuts.
As previous speakers have well documented, this
government has announced that there will be a
reduction of 4200 public servants by the end of 2013 —
that figure has been out there for a while — due to the
write-downs in GST revenue and other state taxes.
These are issues facing all jurisdictions across the
length and breadth of Australia, so let us take a look at
some of the other states and the measures they are
taking in response to this.
In New South Wales there are reports of an additional
10 000 public service job cuts on top of the 5000 that
have already announced — that is more than three
times the number that has been announced in Victoria.
In Queensland — people may have been interested to
see this in today’s media — 20 000 public service jobs
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will go. When that is compared to Victoria, it can be
seen that that is a significantly higher amount.
Let us have a look at some of the states in Australia
governed by Labor. In Tasmania, which has a far
smaller public sector base, there is a reduction of
2300 jobs; 10 per cent of the public service sector will
go. Let us have a look at South Australia. In that state,
which has a much smaller public sector base than
Victoria, 5100 positions are to go, 4100 having been
announced last year and another 1000 being announced
this year. That is very significant. The Northern
Territory has not got to the stage of equating its cuts
with job losses, but the government has announced that
$300 million will be cut from public service funding.
This $300 million has not, as I said, been equated to job
losses, but you can bet it too will constitute a significant
number of such losses.
Let us have a look also at our federal government. After
this year’s budget the federal government announced
that 4200 jobs would go, and there are reports that
suggest significantly more are on the horizon. A
number of the 4200 job losses the federal government
has announced in the public sector will be in Victoria,
so the criticism levelled at the state government should
surely be levelled at the federal government, which is
also making public sector job cuts within this great
state.
When looking at Victoria the other thing we must take
into consideration and which has not been given due
consideration is that we have 1700 additional police
coming on line. We have more than 900 protective
services officers coming on to our train stations, over
300 ambulance services workers and paramedics — —
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr BULL — We have more child protection
workers coming in, as the member for Morwell quite
rightly notes. These are all of great benefit to families,
of great benefit to our children and of great benefit to
our communities. Quite clearly governments in all
jurisdictions across Australia are being faced with very
difficult decisions; it is quite plain to see. They are
making these decisions because in the current economic
climate these decisions are right. You have to cut your
cloth to suit your purse, as our Treasurer says, and our
purse is greatly reduced at the present.
It is also worth stating how a lot of this came about. If
we have a look back at the period between 2006 and
2010, we see that the Victorian population grew by a
little over 2 per cent. You would imagine that the public
sector would have grown by significantly less than the
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state population grew, but while the population grew by
2 per cent, our public service grew by 5.3 per cent — in
percentage terms that is more than two and a half times
our population growth. It is amazing. In relation to
these reductions, exemptions have been made for
schools, hospitals and police — essential services for
our families. We are restoring the public sector to a
sustainable level, as existed in 2005–06.
We were meant to be in harsh economic times across
the state, yet our public sector grew by 5.3 per cent. It
beggars belief. Yes, there are some impacts, and they
are definitely felt in certain areas, but this is a
responsible response in the best interests of the people
of this state. Like every other state in our great nation,
Victoria is not immune to the factors affecting the
global economy, which are out of our control. We have
to act responsibly, and we have.
The other part of the matter of public importance relates
to vocational training. Again we have a system
designed and implemented by the previous government
that did not work and was unsustainable. The system
was implemented without any monitoring strategies to
manage effectiveness and cost. The difference between
what was budgeted for by Labor from 2008 and what
was spent in training subsidies was just under
$1 billion. In 2011–12 alone Labor predicted subsidies
for training would be $900 million, but in reality the
figure is $1.3 billion. It poses the question: how can you
get it so wrong? These were not only unsustainable
blow-outs but were also not meeting training needs.
Several courses had enrolment increases of between
2000 and 5000 per cent, and in some cases providers
were offering debit cards, iPads and cash subsidies to
sports clubs for every student they enrolled. It was a
case of absolute rorting. The new subsidy structure put
in place supports apprenticeships and
apprenticeship-related courses. It is a solid investment.
The matter of public importance also mentions impacts
on families, so I would like to have a look at some of
the impacts on families in my region. Firstly, there is
$3 million to rebuild the Toorloo Arm Primary School,
one of the fastest growing schools in my electorate.
That will have a great impact on families. There will be
$10 million to rebuild the Bairnsdale Secondary
College, my electorate’s biggest secondary school.
There will be $300 000 to extend the Glassford Street
Kindergarten in Maffra — —
Mr Weller interjected.
Mr BULL — As the member for Rodney points
out, the Toorloo Arm Primary School funding was not
a bipartisan commitment. The Bairnsdale Secondary
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College waited 11 years for a commitment and got one
only after we made it. There is $166 000 to extend the
Orbost preschool. I would have thought that was pretty
important to local families. There is $83 000 to extend
the Swifts Creek kindergarten. We have funds for a
school holiday respite program in Bairnsdale, which is
very much welcomed by families. We have more police
in our region. We have upgraded emergency vehicles in
Toorloo Arm, Omeo, Coongulla and Maffra. They are
all there to protect and look after families.
There is significant investment in sporting facilities,
and I note the Minister for Sport and Recreation is at
the table. There will be significant upgrades at Lakes
Entrance, Bairnsdale, Lindenow and the Howitt Park
recreation reserve for families to enjoy. We also have a
recently introduced new transport system in the east of
the state. This provides a great service to Orbost,
Newmerella, Marlo, Nowa Nowa and many other
communities. This means that for the very first time
families in these regions can get to Melbourne and back
on public transport in a day. It is a great service for
families in East Gippsland. All the measures I have just
mentioned that have been put in place to help families
are what we have done in one electorate only. In just
one electorate we have enabled around $20 million in
investments and services. The numbers of projects that
support families has been absolutely staggering.
This matter of public importance relates to two matters
where, quite simply, this government has been left to
clean up the mess left by the previous administration.
We have been left with a mess. We have had tough
decisions to make. We are getting on with making those
decisions. We are getting on with governing
responsibly. We are getting on with the job of putting
this state back on a strong financial footing so that it
will be able to function appropriately into the future.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I am very pleased to
rise in support of this matter of public importance,
which has been submitted by the member for Mulgrave
and Leader of the Opposition. After listening to
members opposite during the course of this debate, one
thing is obvious, and that is that this is not a
government, it is an opposition in exile. This is a bunch
of people who have not yet worked out that they are
responsible for making decisions in the interests of
Victorians. Today we have heard a litany of excuses
and reasons as to why they have not been able to
deliver on the promises they made to the Victorian
people and govern for all Victorians.
Before I come to the question of TAFEs and the TAFE
cuts that this government has imposed, I think it is
worth remembering that a lot of the cuts made by the
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government in last year’s state budget continue to have
an impact on Victorians. In particular I want to talk
about the impact of the Victorian certificate of applied
learning (VCAL). It is a shame that nearly all members
of The Nationals have left the chamber, because I am
sure they would be interested in a report that has just
been completed by a parliamentary intern from my
office on the impact of the VCAL cuts that this
government made last year — $50 million worth of
cuts to the coordination part of VCAL — to rural
special schools, or schools that educate kids with
disabilities in rural and regional areas.
These schools are at a disadvantage, if you like,
because they have limited opportunities to place kids in
work placements and work experience programs. They
also have a limited range of employment opportunities
when you compare them with metropolitan Melbourne
schools. Children with disabilities rely more heavily on
the VCAL program; it is one of the main pathways for
these kids as they leave school and head into the
workforce.
This report lays bare the lie perpetuated by this
government that the VCAL cuts have had no impact,
because it shows that these special schools in rural and
regional areas have had to cut funds from other areas of
their budgets to keep their VCAL programs running. It
is only because of the committed work of many of
those concerned VCAL coordinators who have been
kept on in other teaching roles, the volunteers and the
schools scrimping and saving from other areas that
these important programs are still running. It is a credit
to those schools that they have been able to do that.
VCAL is a great program that was introduced by the
previous Labor government and which provides a
pathway for those kids who might not be entering the
Victorian certificate of education stream. This is a
fantastic program, and it is one which this government
should invest in rather than cut.
The other cuts to the education system in this year’s
budget include the School Start bonus, which provided
means-tested assistance for families; it is gone. The
education maintenance allowance has been ripped
away, and the conveyancing allowance has also been
slashed. These are important programs and projects that
enable those most vulnerable Victorians to afford a
decent education. It is interesting that in the same week
that the Minister for Education announced he was going
to give the Department of Education greater powers to
ensure that students turn up to school to combat
truancy, he also ripped away those important programs
that keep kids engaged in the school system.
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We have also seen the economic mismanagement of
this government, with jobs bleeding from the state —
something about which most Victorians are very
concerned. Then there are the TAFE cuts. We have
heard a range of excuses today from those on the
opposite side of the chamber about these cuts, but there
have been savage cuts right across Victoria. Some
examples include Kangan Institute of TAFE, with
150 jobs lost and 52 courses cut, and Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE, in my part of Melbourne,
with 50 courses cut and more than 100 jobs lost. Some
courses at NMIT are going to increase fivefold in cost.
How young people in the northern suburbs of
Melbourne are going to be able to afford courses that
have increased in cost five times, I am not sure. At
Chisholm Institute of TAFE up to 150 people have lost
their jobs. At RMIT, 150 people have lost their jobs. At
South West Institute of TAFE 43 staff have lost their
jobs and 169 programs are going. At Advance TAFE,
in the Gippsland area, 32 jobs and 36 courses are going
and eight facilities are closing.
I think it is important that those communities that will
be affected by these TAFE cuts are reminded every day
between now and the next election that those members
opposite who represent them put their hands up to
support those cuts, just like they did last year with the
cuts to VCAL.
In a leaked letter we saw the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills state his concern over these cuts
but say that he was unable to do anything. I say that if
the Minister for Higher Education and Skills is truly
concerned about these cuts, he should do the
honourable thing and resign. But of course that is not
The Nationals’ way. We saw it the last time the
members of this mob were in government under
Premier Kennett; they let their Liberal Party partners
slash and burn country and rural Victoria, and we are
seeing it again now.
Yesterday during question time we saw the Deputy
Premier, the Leader of The Nationals in this place,
again cut the member for Benambra loose. He does not
seem to be concerned about the reputation and standing
of another honourable member of this house. The
Deputy Premier should do the honourable thing and
stand down.
This was capped off with the throwaway quote, ‘Such
is life’. I am sure Victorians who are suffering the brunt
of these TAFE cuts do not appreciate flippant
comments like ‘Such is life’. Then there is Mr Ramsay,
a member for Western Victoria Region in the other
place, who referred to the reaction of those Victorian
families concerned about these TAFE cuts and the
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impact they will have on training opportunities for their
kids as ‘hysterical’. In describing the range of courses
that were being cut he said ‘The party is over’. This is
not about a party being over; this is about the education
and training needs of parents and their children into the
future.
I was interested to listen to the Minister for Education,
who led for the government in this debate. He said,
quite interestingly, that when he was in opposition as
the shadow education minister it was obvious to him
that the training system should be capped and was
unsustainable. That is an interesting comment from the
minister. I would imagine, if he was so concerned back
in opposition and it was so obvious that the system
should be capped, that he might have put that in the
Liberal Party policy document he took to the election.
But of course it is not in that document. Did he raise in
the house that the system should be capped? I did a
quick search of Hansard and was not able to find any
reference.
That leaves me with two possible conclusions. One is
that the minister knew that the system was
unsustainable at that time and has done nothing about it
and has not raised it until now, and the other is that he
was not being genuine about his concerns back at that
time. Another comment we regularly hear from
members opposite in this sort of debate is that they are
the ones doing the hard yards and cutting from these
programs. Well can I say that the ones doing the hard
yards in relation to these cuts are the families who will
lose the main job in their household with the TAFE cuts
and the students who will not be able to get the training
programs they need. It is time for members opposite to
stop claiming that they are the ones doing the hard
yards when many Victorians will be doing the hard
yards because of the priorities of this government.
Another example I want to raise about the TAFE cuts is
in a recently released Council of Australian
Governments report, which found that people with a
disability were missing out on the economic prosperity
across the nation and that there needed to be an
investment in training to ensure that people with a
disability could engage in employment and better
participate in our society and our economy. TAFE
courses are vital to that opportunity, and the slashing of
TAFE courses, certificate courses in particular, will
mean that it will be much harder for people with a
disability to participate. As an example, there is a
certificate IV in disability course run through TAFE
which is for people working with people with a
disability. That course is in danger because of these
cuts. I would ask any member opposite to justify on the
one hand saying that they champion a national
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disability insurance scheme and on the other hand
ripping away courses like that from people who want to
work in the disability sector.
It is no surprise that the way the government has
handled these cuts has led to and exacerbated the
divisions between the Liberal Party and The Nationals.
In recent weeks we have heard speculation about the
leadership of the Premier. This is not coming from this
side of the house or from journalists; this is coming
from someone who sits in this house on the government
benches. It is an amazing sign of the weakness of this
government that, less than two years into its first term
in office, people who have been elected to that side of
the house are backgrounding the media against the
Premier. I ask: if members of the government do not
have faith in this Premier, why would Victorians have
faith in this Premier? We on this side of the house know
that he is not fit to govern, and it seems that people on
that side of the house are just as concerned about his
inability to govern.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — We have heard a
whole lot of alarmist rubbish from the opposition.
Labor’s solution to any problem is to throw taxpayers
money at it — at myki, the desal, school halls, pink
batts and now TAFE, an uncapped system that is not
sustainable or effective. This government is
contributing $1 billion extra to TAFE on
demand-driven programs to ensure that it is restructured
to be as effective, efficient and productive as possible.
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government to meet the needs of one of the fastest
growing areas in Victoria. As I have said many times, it
was the first public hospital to be built in Victoria for
more than 20 years, and we worked hard to expand the
services and the number of beds available there. At the
last election Labor promised a further $30 million for a
new surgical operating theatre and 30 new beds, but in
successive budgets the new government has provided
no additional beds for Casey Hospital. At the hearings
of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(PAEC) last year the minister conceded that Casey
Hospital was at capacity. He has had a further
12 months since those hearings to come up with some
solution to the expanding needs of the people of the
south-east, especially for the Casey Hospital, because
with the growing number of families in the area my
constituents deserve to have a fully functioning
hospital.
The centrepiece of the Baillieu government’s health
policy during the election campaign was that there
would be 800 new beds in its first term of government,
100 of which would be provided in its first year. The
PAEC report indicates that the 800-bed commitment is
being absorbed into the redevelopment proposals that
were previously exclusive of the 800-bed undertaking.
When confronted by this inconvenient little fact at the
PAEC hearing, the minister failed to explain why these
additional beds were now part of the redevelopment
proposals. The minister was asked where exactly the
first 100 beds that were supposed to be implemented in
the first year of office were to be located. His response
to PAEC was:
We are on track to deliver that commitment.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The time set aside for matters of public importance has
concluded.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2012–13 (part 1)
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Thank you,
Acting Speaker; you usually go first at this stage. It is a
pleasure to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report entitled Report on the 2012–13
Budget Estimates — Part One. I will focus my
comments on chapter 6, which deals with hearings
relating to the Department of Health, although I draw
the attention of members to chapter 2, on government
contingencies, and the request by the committee for
more information from the government.
At the outset I would like to take some time to set the
scene for my remarks. In my electorate of Narre
Warren South, Casey Hospital was built by the Labor

I ask the Minister for Health on behalf of my
constituents: where are the beds? And especially where
are the beds for the Casey Hospital? June 30 is fast
approaching, and all Victorians expect the government
to honour the election commitment.
I also mention the Monash Children’s hospital
redevelopment, which the minister was also asked
about at the PAEC hearing. This was another election
commitment of the Baillieu government, matching
Labor’s proposal to build the hospital by 2014.
However, the report indicates that only $7.3 million
was allocated in the forward estimates, bringing the
total commitment to only $15.8 million. This is only
$235 million short of what is actually needed to
complete the project. The transcript shows that the
minister said:
We intend to stick with our election commitments, and we
will deliver for the people of the south-east.

I ask: how exactly will the minister do that, given what
is in the PAEC report? How will the opening of this
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hospital be achieved by 2014, when only $7.3 million
was allocated in the recent budget? There are well over
330 000 children living in the south-east, and I am sure
their families would like to know when this election
commitment will actually be delivered.
The PAEC report also outlines savings over the forward
estimates of $134 million in the portfolio. This is on top
of the $482 million worth of savings that were
identified in last year’s budget. That is a total of
$616 million in only two years. When asked how these
savings will actually be achieved, the minister claimed:
We will be using Health Purchasing Victoria to do greater
buying and more leveraged purchasing as a way of reducing
costs.

I ask the minister how he intends to do that. It is a lot of
wishful thinking on his part, I would think.
He was also asked what he would do to make the cuts
to the health budget less onerous on Victorians. His
statement will hardly inspire confidence. He said he
would do the best he can. Those opposite should read
the PAEC report. I hope he does the best he can — or
even better than the best he can.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Education and Training Committee: education
of gifted and talented students
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise and speak on the report of the Education and
Training Committee on its inquiry into the education of
gifted and talented students in Victoria. The report
represents over 12 months work by the Education and
Training Committee. The terms of reference were to
look at ways to provide more educational opportunities
for Victoria’s gifted and talented students as well as
ways to enhance and support these students and their
parents and teachers.
We have some 85 000 gifted and talented students in
Victoria; that equates to 1 in 10 Victorian students
being gifted. The group is an important cohort of
students who have been sadly neglected over many
years. There is a widespread misconception that gifted
students will succeed without any assistance at all. We
know that these students need to be stimulated and to
be provided with support and encouragement. They are
our potential leaders of the future, and we are missing a
huge opportunity by not investing in this cohort of
students. Gifted students are young people who have
natural abilities in a wide range of areas. The committee
looked at gifts, including those in science, sport,
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language and leadership, as well as academic ability.
Gifts need to be nurtured and nourished in order to
become fully realised so that students can achieve
outstanding performance.
The committee’s research shows that the education
system plays a key role in transforming students’ gifts
into talents. Gifted students who are not appropriately
supported can become disengaged. The committee
found that many students drop out at year 10 level as a
result of not being properly supported and that these are
missed opportunities. It also found that students can
experience social behaviours such as anxiety and
bullying if they are not properly supported at school.
These factors gave the committee even more reason to
provide solutions in relation to the issue of gifted
children. The first and foremost among these solutions
is to have a statewide policy which supports gifted and
talented students. We need to ensure that all kids are
supported, no matter where they are, whether that be in
rural or regional areas or in the city. Every gifted child
in every school needs be supported by a program. Kids
learn differently, and certainly gifted and talented
students need to be supported on an individual basis
with individual learning plans.
One of the committee’s recommendations involves
accessibility — that is, the creation of a virtual school.
Such a school could ensure that students who did not
have proper access could be supported and could learn
together. Teachers are a powerful influence on the
educational outcomes of students, as we know, and this
report recommends increased education and training for
teachers as well as increased access to information,
expert advice and support. The committee also looked
at supporting students with counselling. Importantly
parents and families of gifted students also need greater
support and advice.
The committee considered a number of pieces of
evidence. We received 100 submissions, held 10 days
of public hearings, visited six schools as part of the
inquiry and held two forums: a forum for parents of
gifted students and a forum for primary school
principals. We had a huge amount of interest from a
number of people. I would like to acknowledge two
people who are in the house today: Susan
Knopfelmacher, a representative on the World Council
for Gifted and Talented Students, and Carmel Meahan,
the president of the Victorian Association for Gifted
and Talented Children. Both Susan and Carmel have
been very passionate supporters of this research.
I also thank the committee members: deputy chair and a
member for Western Victoria Region in the other place,
Gayle Tierney; the member for Mildura; Nazih
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Elsamar, a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place; and the member for Bentleigh, all of whom
worked tirelessly. My particular thanks also go to our
committee secretariat: Kerryn Riseley, the executive
officer who oversaw the research and wrote the final
report; Natalie Tyler, the administrative officer; Anita
Madden, our research officer; and Maria Scott, the
former research officer who did some preliminary
research.
This is a very important area. These young people are
the future for all of us, and we need to ensure that their
abilities are harnessed, grown and supported. These
young people are the leaders of the future, and it is an
absolute shame that many of them are not supported
and not provided with the encouragement they need. It
was a pleasure to undertake this research. We found
some areas that are performing very well; however,
others need a lot of help. We need to do what we can to
ensure that gifted and talented students in Victoria are
supported in every way.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2012–13 (part 1)
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to
comment on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report entitled Report on the 2012–13
Budget Estimates — Part One, which was tabled in
June 2012. I want to make particular reference to the
Department of Health hearings and the key budget
themes for 2012–13, which are at page 57 of the report.
I will briefly quote from that page:
The department’s key strategic priorities for the 2012–13
budget and forward estimates are the reform priorities
outlined in The Victorian Health Priorities Framework
2012–2022:

It is important to know what these priorities are to
frame my contribution. They are:
1.

developing a system that is responsive to people’s needs;

2.

improving every Victorian’s health status and health
experiences;

3.

expanding service, workforce and system capacity;

4.

increasing the system’s financial sustainability and
productivity;

5.

implementing continuous improvements and innovation;

6.

increasing accountability and transparency;

7.

utilising e-heath and communications technology.

I wish to place on the record in this contribution the
unique challenges that Broadmeadows provides.
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Ms Claire Wong made a finding on this in her report
Healthy Communities. It states:
In the quest to define how best to implement health services
in a defined area, research has shown that the social
determinants of the population need also to be taken into
account.

The report further states:
This report recommends that the health, and other
infrastructural needs of the north, as an area of both increased
growth and customary disadvantage be placed on the agenda
of all relevant government bodies, departments and levels. As
outlined in the Ottawa Charter, ‘Health promotion goes
beyond health care. It puts health on the agenda of
policy-makers in all sectors and at all levels’. As well as
infrastructural growth in general, specific to health care, this
report acknowledges the pressing need for the Northern
Hospital to be expanded to meet service needs.

This is an insightful and important report, and I would
like to congratulate Ms Claire Wong on her hard work
and the practical value that this report will provide to
the Parliament. She has prepared this report as a
member of the Victorian Parliamentary Internship
program.
Mr Delahunty — Good program.
Mr McGUIRE — As the Minister for Sport and
Recreation says, it is a good program. I would like to
commend Ms Claire Wong on her diligence, and I
would also like to commend the program in general. It
gives some of our best and brightest real experience in a
practical way. That is why I wanted to put on the table
before the Parliament what Ms Wong’s research has
found.
I now want to connect that research to a key project
which would have greatly assisted the Department of
Health to meet its key strategic priorities regarding the
unique challenges and significant health needs of
Melbourne’s north — that is, the Northern Health
academic and research precinct. The government has
failed in its responsibility to deliver this key project
under its own priorities. This was a $50 million project
that would have delivered a world-leading clinical
teaching and education precinct at the Northern
Hospital, which would have enabled more than
600 medical, nursing and allied health professionals to
be trained in Melbourne’s north. This is particularly
critical because the Northern Hospital is in effect the
Broadmeadows hospital.
This was a major project that was jointly funded by the
commonwealth and state governments, La Trobe
University, the University of Melbourne and Northern
Health. The commonwealth government committed
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$14 million, the universities each committed
$7.2 million and Northern Health committed
$5 million. Recognising the value of this project and its
potential to deliver vital health services to Melbourne’s
north, the previous Labor government committed
$11 million to secure the deal.
What makes the Baillieu government’s failure to
honour Labor’s commitment so galling is the fact that
the government’s own metropolitan health plan outlines
a critical need for these services in Melbourne’s north.
It says the outer north-west is expected to experience
the largest population growth of all planning areas in
the state, with growth of nearly 50 per cent within the
next 10 years, and the size of Victoria’s health
workforce will be insufficient to meet this demand,
with the system projected to lose around 6000 nurses
over the same period.
Far from the government honouring its election
commitment to transparency and accountability, the
metropolitan health plan was slipped out by the
Minister for Health under the shadow of the
government’s first budget — a classic tactic to avoid
scrutiny. The minister has also taken six months to
respond to an adjournment matter I raised with him in
regard to the Northern Hospital’s academic and
research precinct, and I was forced to raise a point of
order to try to get an answer.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Education and Training Committee: education
of gifted and talented students
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Education and Training
Committee’s report entitled Inquiry into the Education
of Gifted and Talented Students. I thank the chair, the
member for Caulfield; the deputy chair, Gayle Tierney,
a member for Western Victoria Region in the Council;
Nazih Elasmar, a member for Northern Metropolitan
Region in the Council; and the member for Mildura. I
also thank the executive officer, Kerryn Riseley; the
administration officer, Natalie Tyler; and researchers
Anita Madden and Maria Scott. This was a fulfilling
inquiry to work on, and I am delighted to speak on the
report. The inquiry was conducted over 12 months of
research and consultation by the Education and
Training Committee. I thank all the witnesses for their
evidence and all students, parents, teachers and schools
for their participation.
The report calls on the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development to formulate a
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comprehensive strategy to address the needs of gifted
and talented students in Victoria. It is vital that schools
identify and support these students early so that their
educational needs are met and their future potential is
fulfilled in the way they need it to be. Often these
talented and gifted students go on to be visionaries,
innovators and leaders. We need to nurture and
encourage this if we are to put these students on the
path they choose to take.
The committee’s research shows that the education
system plays a key role in the transformation of these
students. It is estimated that 1 in 10 Victorian students
is gifted and/or talented, which is phenomenal. Gifted
students have different needs. They require faster paced
learning, more complex content and opportunities to
use higher order thinking and problem-solving skills.
Gifted students need to be appropriately challenged,
and if they are not, they can become disengaged from
learning. It is for this and many other reasons that the
report recommends that the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development play a much greater
role in providing information and support in relation to
gifted children.
Every gifted student is different, and their needs are
different. However, some approaches have proved to be
particularly effective for high-ability students, including
curriculum differentiation; ability grouping;
acceleration, enrichment and enhancement; and
personalised learning. The incorporation of these
strategies must form the cornerstone of gifted education
in Victoria.
The report makes 65 recommendations, including
making gifted education more accessible, creating a
virtual school, making school expertise more broadly
available, increasing education and training for teachers
to identify and support gifted students, providing
counselling support services for students and parents,
and putting a positive obligation on all schools to
identify and cater for gifted students. The committee
recommendations provide a framework for ensuring
that all gifted students in Victoria are given the
opportunity to meet their full potential. The report also
recognises the powerful influence that teachers’
abilities have on student learning. We need to increase
teachers’ access to professional development in the
field of gifted education and ensure that they have the
materials they need to support gifted students.
The committee’s investigations identified that the
education system is currently not meeting the needs of
the state’s gifted students; however, there are individual
schools and programs that are effectively catering for
gifted students. The report highlights the need for more
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work to be done in this area and more consistency to be
provided across the state for the students. As the chair
said:
If we don’t act to harness the potential of gifted young people
now, we are robbing the Victoria of tomorrow of future
leaders.

It is important that we provide every student with
access to education and more importantly that we
capture, nurture and encourage the abilities of all
students, in particular gifted and talented students, to
ensure that they can fulfil their own needs and
ambitions to help them to be the best they can be and to
aspire to whatever they choose for the future.
Finally, I encourage all members of Parliament to read
the report, in particular the recommendations. I thank
everyone involved in the inquiry into the education of
gifted and talented students. The children of today are
the future of tomorrow, and we need to ensure that we
give them every opportunity to reach their full potential,
to be the best they can be and to do whatever they
choose to do in the future.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: greenfields mineral exploration
and project development in Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to make a brief
contribution again regarding the valuable report by the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
entitled Inquiry into Greenfields Mineral Exploration
and Project Development in Victoria. I do so because I
want to focus on one particular aspect of that report —
that is, coal seam gas in its many different iterations.
Whether it is shale gas, tight gas or one of a range of
other unconventional gas forms, we need to get the
regulation of this important sector right.
The very first, unanimous recommendation of this
committee — which we need to recall is controlled by
government members — is that the Victorian
government establish an appropriate process to enable
consultation with stakeholders, including local
communities, on issues regarding the future of coal
seam gas exploration. I ask the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, who is at the table, to take particular notice
of this, because it is a significant issue for The
Nationals and for regional Victorians.
What we have found is that this new form of mining,
this emerging sector, is about to transition from the
many exploration licences to extraction. Indeed there
have been media reports in the last week that the first of
those extraction applications, in South Gippsland, is
about to come before the government. That needs to be
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got right, because up until now we have had a process
of exploration, but now we are about to turn the corner
into extraction, and as we have found elsewhere in
Australia and internationally, the need to get this
important sector right from the start is critical. That is
why the committee came up with the recommendation
it did, its first recommendation.
I was pleased to see that associate professor of law at
Deakin University Samantha Hepburn has commented
on this at some length in recent times, pointing to the
contributions, relatively speaking, of agriculture versus
mining in Victoria and pointing to the need to get the
mining versus agriculture debate right. As we have
found as we have gone about regional Victoria and
taken submissions on this issue, it is an issue that very
much has the government’s attention, with the Minister
for Energy and Resources having promised to establish
a new ministerial advisory council in this area. He
needs to, because what we have also learnt is that the
Victorian Farmers Federation has adopted a
groundbreaking new policy position — for it — on this
particular issue, one that again goes to the tensions
playing out in the coalition.
It is not just the issue of the Deputy Premier and his
problems with the member for Benambra — or the
other way around; it is not just the issue of the fire
services levy; and it is not just the issue of the TAFE
cuts having a disproportionate impact on regional
Victoria or the Department of Primary Industries
offices being closed across regional Victoria. What we
have here is a long-term issue that if mishandled will
see farmers pitted against miners, particularly those
engaging in energy extraction.
What we have here is what will be a very long-term
burning issue, in many senses, unless it is got right. So
the associate professor’s comments on the website
www.theconversation.edu.au need to be taken into
consideration by the government and this report needs
to be taken into consideration by the government. What
it really plays to is the fundamental tensions in the
coalition on the other side over the relative merits of
protecting food security and the rights that ownership of
land brings and energy extraction and energy security.
We need to make sure that those are properly aligned
and properly attuned and that we get energy extraction
and energy security right in Victoria, because of course
if we do not, some of the predictions we have seen
about missed opportunities and missed economic
development and investment in Victoria will be sad
realities for regional and rural Victorians. Because what
we have established is that there will be real threats if
this industry is mishandled, whether that is through the
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fracking process or the saline water process, it is
actually very important that The Nationals stand up for
regional Victorians and get this process right.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
locally based approaches to community safety
and crime prevention
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee report on the inquiry into locally based
approaches to community safety and crime prevention,
which was tabled in the last sitting week, on 5 June.
The committee was asked to examine how our
communities go about improving community safety
and preventing crime, which is certainly a subject close
to my heart. This inquiry has focused on the processes
and models through which effective crime prevention
policy and programs can be developed and
implemented at a local level and the partnerships that
can be formed to make this happen. As the key aspect
of this inquiry was examining local approaches to crime
prevention, the work of local government and
community agencies features strongly throughout the
report.
Personally, I have welcomed the opportunity to be a
part of the committee. The need for the citizens of
Victoria to feel safe in their homes and their
communities is paramount, and I do hope that this
inquiry into locally based approaches to community
safety brings us a step closer towards developing
initiatives that improve our sense of safety and
wellbeing. I also hosted, along with my committee
colleague the member for Gembrook, a community
forum in Wangaratta recently that also looked at drugs
and crime prevention and other security issues in the
local community.
As indicated in the committee report, crime prevention
theory and research indicates that initiatives developed
and implemented at a local level are some of the best
ways of reducing crime and antisocial behaviour. For
example, vandalism, property crime, antisocial
behaviour and alcohol-related crime may impact some
communities but they are not as big an issue in other
areas. So it is really important that municipalities have
crime prevention techniques that are specific to their
areas. The committee believes that due to the
complexity of the task a one-size-fits-all approach is not
appropriate; the best ways of addressing the issues of
crime and antisocial behaviour differ throughout our
state.
As discussed in the report, it is equally important to
incorporate the concepts of community engagement,
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social capital and community capacity building into
crime prevention policy and program implementation.
A crime prevention approach that invests in social
development and community capacity building is
essentially about making local communities more
livable, happy and healthy places for all.
There were over 30 recommendations in this report, the
first being that the community crime prevention unit
should develop a crime prevention and community
safety framework as a means of coordinating
government action in the area. In developing the
framework the government should ensure that it
consults with relevant partners in community crime
prevention, such as local government, police and
representatives of non-government organisations.
Another recommendation that was made was that
Neighbourhood Watch, as part of its current funding
requirements, be reviewed by the Victorian government
in 2013. The review would assess the effectiveness of
Neighbourhood Watch as a government-funded crime
prevention initiative. It should also indicate on the
evidence received whether on balance further
government funding should be allocated to support
Neighbourhood Watch beyond 2014. Those are just a
couple of the recommendations to come out of this
report.
Crime across the state rose by 4.1 per cent in the
12 months to March this year compared with the same
period the previous year. Crimes against people, which
include family violence-related crimes, went up
10.4 per cent, while drug offences rose by 14.7 per cent
and robberies went up by 5.6 per cent. So it is an issue
that is very important and one that we need to continue
to tackle.
I commend the work that was done by executive officer
Sandy Cook, legal research officer Pete Johnston,
research officers Stephen Pritchard and Mignon Turpin,
and administrative officer Danielle Woof. The
committee would also like to thank Peter Homel from
the Australian Institute of Criminology, who
contributed to this report. Thanks to the other members
of the committee for their bipartisan approach. We
worked very well together. I thank the members in the
other place — Simon Ramsay, a member for Western
Victoria Region, Johan Scheffer, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region, and Shaun Leane, a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region — and I thank the
member for Gembrook in this place.
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CARBON TAX: ECONOMIC IMPACT
Debate resumed from 19 June; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Energy and Resources):
That this house notes that the federal Labor government’s
proposed carbon dioxide tax will:
(1) increase the cost of living for all Victorian families,
notably in relation to the cost of electricity and gas;
(2) hurt Victorian business and destroy jobs by increasing
costs, especially in manufacturing, food processing and
agriculture;
(3) short-change Victorian families and businesses with
inadequate compensation arrangements;
(4) increase costs for all Victorian schools, hospitals and
public transport;
(5) disproportionately hurt Victoria for being endowed with
world-class brown coal resources and generation;
(6) undermine Victoria’s export position and the
international competitiveness of Australia relative to its
major trading partners;
(7) according to federal Treasury modelling, hit Victoria
first and hardest by damaging Victoria’s gross state
product more than that of any other state for the next
25 years; and —
that this house therefore condemns the federal Labor
government for undertaking this action with no electoral
mandate and in a direct betrayal of commitments made to the
Australian public before the 2010 federal election.
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place will support every proposition, nos 1 to 7, of this
motion before the house.
From federal Treasury’s own modelling, we know that
the carbon tax will hit this state first and hardest. We
will have the greatest diminution to our gross state
product of any state in the commonwealth from the
introduction of the carbon tax right through the next
25 years. This is a federal Labor carbon tax, supported
by members opposite, that will damage this state for a
generation. And for what? Where is its obvious benefit?
Can anybody see how making power more expensive
and less affordable for families is to the net benefit of
this country or this state? Can anybody explain why
damaging Victoria and its status as the manufacturing
heartland of this country is going to help the
environment? Can anybody explain how losing
35 000 Victorian jobs, slashing investment by
$6.3 billion, reducing the Victorian state budget by
about $660 million per year and reducing per capita
income by more than $1050 a year, which is all
indicated in the Deloitte Access Economics modelling
released by this government, benefits the environment
or the people of Victoria?
This is a bad tax. It is a tax that will hit Victoria first
and hardest. It is bad policy. Members of the coalition
in this Parliament oppose this carbon tax, and therefore
we support this motion. I look forward with interest to
see whether members opposite will stand up for their
state or stand up for their party.

Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I am pleased to sum up on behalf of the
government in relation to this important motion before
the house. This is the last sitting week of this house
before the federal government’s carbon tax comes into
force on 1 July 2012.

Motion agreed to.

During the course of the debate on this motion, we have
heard a number of members on the government side
refer to their concerns about the very real impact we
will see in Victoria — on Victorian families, on
Victorian businesses, on jobs and on our cost of
living — as a consequence of the federal Labor
government’s carbon tax. What we have heard from
members opposite can be best summed up in the words
of James Reyne in the song Land of Hope and Glory,
‘A hotbed of indifference, a seedbed of so-so’. What we
have heard is members opposite twisting and turning in
every way possible to avoid taking a stance on this
motion. When this motion is put to the house, as it will
be shortly, it is incumbent on all members to take a
stand. Should the Labor Party fail to stand up and
clearly have its voice heard on this motion by opposing
it, then we can only assume that the Labor Party in this

Debate resumed from 19 June; motion of
Mr R. SMITH (Environment and Climate Change);
and Ms NEVILLE’s amendment:

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading

That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until the proposals contained in the bill
have been referred to and considered by the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee’.

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Since
November 2010, when a member for Northern Victoria
Region in the other place, Ms Lovell, who is the
Minister for Housing, notoriously put out a statement
saying that the coalition government would allow free
collection of firewood and abolish the permit system
that had been in place for over 60 years — a permit
system that was effective, respected and understood by
private firewood collectors and by the professional
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woodcutting industry — there has been widespread
confusion, and as a result widespread breaking of the
law, among people who have thought that suddenly
they could collect firewood from anywhere, at any time
and all year round, according to Ms Lovell. They
thought they could collect as much as they liked. The
culture of respect for forests and for the environment
that had been built up over years has now sadly been
torn down by this Liberal-Nationals coalition
government, which has got it wrong again.
The no. 1 problem with this legislation in allowing
firewood collection from our state forests but limiting it
to 2 cubic metres per day per person or 16 cubic metres
per annum is that it just cannot be policed. There are
not enough staff members employed by the Department
of Sustainability and Environment and the Department
of Primary Industries to keep a check on the level of
pillaging of firewood that has occurred and will
continue to occur. The staff of DSE and DPI in
Bendigo must cover an area that goes from Heathcote
to Rushworth, right across the Bendigo region, to
Gunbower and to the Pyrenees, Maryborough and
Castlemaine. There are just not enough staff members
to do this, and the recent cuts to DPI offices in the
regions will make breaches of the legislative provisions
even harder to police.
I refer to a report of 2 May in the Weekly Times in
which a North Central Catchment Management
Authority member is quoted as saying that the
government no longer has the staff to patrol firewood
collection points:
People are going in, we hear they’re merchants from the city,
and just taking everything … the free system was always
going to be open to abuse.

In the same article a Victorian National Parks
Association spokesman refers to ‘unscrupulous people’
who are moving between various country sites using
gangs of people and even truck-mounted cranes to
remove wood that is supposed to be available for local
residents and then selling it on the cash-in-hand market
in areas of Melbourne. Nowhere has this been more
apparent than in the area around Axedale, where locals
have found that when they went to collect their
allocated load of wood, there was not one tree in the
designated collection area that had not been clipped. I
refer to a report of 7 April in the Bendigo Advertiser,
where a resident confirms that there have been:
… convoys of flatbed trucks with cranes, and several people
with chainsaws, frantically cutting up and removing tonnes of
fallen timber.

While the proposed legislation makes it illegal to
remove hollow logs and wood that is visibly growing
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moss or fungi, once again there are serious constraints
on the ability for this illegal activity to be monitored or
policed.
I would also like to refer to the new offence under this
legislation of requesting or accepting reward for
collecting firewood on behalf of another person. What a
ludicrous thing! Anybody who has lived in the bush or
the country all their life, as I have, knows that the barter
system operates in the country. If someone asks you to
go out and get them a load of wood, what do you
usually do? You repay them in kind in some way or
another. Maybe it would be a slab of beer in the case of
the member for Benalla; I do not know. Maybe there
would be a monetary reward for the petrol they have
used. This is absolutely ludicrous.
According to the final report of the Box-Ironbark
Forests and Woodlands Investigation, which was
released in 2001, in 15 to 20 years Victoria would have
run out of firewood. The recommendation in this report
was for the diversification of farming on private land to
include the growing of trees specifically for firewood.
As a result, there are large areas around Skipton near
Ballarat, in Gippsland and in Kamarooka North, where
these private growers are ready to harvest.
In complete contrast to the claims of members of The
Nationals that they are in this Parliament to represent
the farmers and agricultural interests, they have gone
against their own philosophy and undercut these private
growers by allowing a taxpayer-funded free-for-all
wood collection fiasco to continue unabated in our
forests and across the state. No wonder these private
farmers who have been readying these trees for harvest
for years are angry with The Nationals — they have
been badly let down. The box-ironbark forests face a
very bleak future under the new system proposed by
this legislation.
Establishing two collection seasons per year is the
sensible part of the proposed legislation; however,
under the previous permit system the two-season
collection system existed anyway — in the spring and
in the autumn. But more importantly the permit system
for firewood collection, established under the former
Bolte government, provided clear and well understood
parameters for when, where and how much firewood
could be collected. The permit was a licence to collect
firewood within the collection boundaries, and it was a
system that developed and encouraged responsible
firewood collection because people knew what was
expected. Records of who was collecting firewood
were maintained, and this ensured compliance with
rules regarding what wood could be taken from where
and how much was manageable.
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Since a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place opened up a can of worms by declaring
open slather on firewood collection, there has been a
breaking down of this culture and of what is right and
what is wrong when it comes to firewood collection.
This change revealed that this policy, like many the
government has introduced, was done without proper
consideration of the consequences or the implications.
The current free-for-all that now exists has resulted in
growing concern among rural and regional people that
the system is open to and is promulgating abuse. Of
further concern is that under this new system people
collecting firewood will have to read the Government
Gazette or go to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment website to understand their rights, and
potentially these may change throughout the firewood
collection season.
It is for these reasons that Labor will be moving an
amendment to have this legislation referred back to the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee. There
is too much at stake for this legislation to go ahead
without a further and thorough examination of its
impact on our society. The initial legal bungle was
made when the government changed the regulations
and announced that firewood could be collected
without a permit but failed to change the legislation
which at the time held penalties for firewood collection
without a permit.
I would urge the government to agree to this
amendment. This is far too serious a matter — there are
far too many people making money on the side and
there are far too many householders who are unable to
collect the wood they need for their own homes
because they are being undercut, if you like, by rogue
traders who are coming into our forests and stealing
wood — for there to be no significant policing of who
is doing what and when and where it is being done. I
urge the government to support the amendment.
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silver service but cannot provide funding for TAFE
students?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. We had a similar
question to this recently, and I made the point at the
time that the government had taken steps to cut back
significantly on expenditure. Indeed the arrangements
that have been put in place by the current government
have seen cabinet members paying for their own
lunches, unlike their predecessors.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order.
Mr BAILLIEU — As I was saying, unlike the
previous government and unlike the Leader of the
Opposition — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not going to put up
with this today. Members will not get a warning. If I do
not get some quiet, members from either side of the
house will be out of the chamber.
Mr BAILLIEU — On the previous occasion the
opposition’s characterisation of the tender that was let
by the Department of Premier and Cabinet was
completely and utterly wrong, and I expect it would be
the same in this case.

China: trade mission
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Premier. Will the Premier outline the coalition
government’s initiatives to strengthen trade and
investment between Victoria and China, one of
Victoria’s most important trading partners?

Department of Treasury and Finance:
corporate hospitality

Mr BAILLIEU (Premier)— I was pleased that at
the recent economic forum held by the Prime Minister
there was a focus on three things. They happened to be:
firstly, responsible budget positions into the future;
secondly, productivity; and thirdly, emerging markets,
particularly in Asia. Those three themes at the Prime
Minister’s conference happened to coincide with the
first three themes that we have been advancing for
many months.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
Department of Treasury and Finance’s multimillion-dollar
corporate hospitality tender released on 6 June this year,
and I ask very simply: how it is that the Premier can afford

Members would be aware that China is now Victoria’s
no. 1 trading partner and no. 1 tourism market, and
there are extraordinary opportunities ahead for business
and other sectors to engage with China. Whether it be
through tourism, commerce or culture, that is what we

Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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will be doing, and we will be seeking to engage further.
In this year’s budget we have allocated $50 million to
Victoria’s international engagement strategy, which is a
key part of this government’s strategy for dealing with
the challenges Victoria faces.
I was pleased last year to take a delegation to China. At
the time I respected the efforts that had been put in by
the previous Premier, and I acknowledge that. But we
have sought again to advance super trade missions to
the Middle East and to Korea and a second one to India.
These are important steps.
I note the comments of Peter Maher on 3AW on 5 June,
when he said:
Have a look at where China was 20 years ago and where it
sits today. This can be done. There is no doubt it can be done,
and we require some leadership from our political leaders
now, to go and incentivise our business people to get involved
in this and to go and identify these new markets, find them
and come up with products for these markets.

That is exactly what we will be doing in September —
looking to the staggering demand and the staggering
opportunities that China presents for all Victorians.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — Yes, staggering. The Leader of
the Opposition displays his contempt for the
China-Victoria relationship yet again.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, we
will be saving our contempt for the Premier, just for the
benefit of the Hansard record. It is rather unbecoming
for the Premier to besmirch the bipartisan support for
the relationship with China.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — If the Premier wants to amend the
speech he gives at every multicultural function,
including Chinese ones, that is fine, and I might amend
mine too.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — That was absolutely staggering.
As part of our determination to ensure that Victoria
remains a leader in Asia I will be leading one of
Australia’s largest ever trade missions to China in
September this year. I expect that mission will attract
hundreds of businesses and organisations from a
diverse range of sectors — automotive, aviation,
aerospace, education, food and beverage, ICT, mining
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equipment, technology services, professional services,
health care, cleantech, sustainable urban design and
tourism.
This mission will strengthen Victoria’s relationship
with China significantly and generate substantial new
opportunities, additional exports and jobs. It is an
important relationship and an important opportunity.
This is another example of Victoria leading the way and
setting the pace. We will continue to do that. We now
have a very strong commitment to international
engagement, unlike some and unlike those who would
talk down this state, talk down every opportunity, talk
down every trade mission and seek to exploit it for
political purposes.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Premier. How can the Premier claim ‘The EMA will
increase across the board at all levels’ when a survey
conducted by the Victorian Principals Association at
just 165 schools across Victoria shows that $1.8 million
has been cut from the EMA (education maintenance
allowance)?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — We have been through
this. The EMA in 2012: $117 for preps will go to $200;
for years 1 to 6 it will go from $117 up to $150; for
year 7 it will go from $235 to $300; and for years 8 to
12 it will go from $235 up to $250. In anybody’s
language, in the hands of parents those EMAs will
increase, and on top of that there will be tens of
millions of dollars available to schools with a high
EMA component. We have made the point before, and
we make it again.
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58 the Premier is required to be factual.
The school component of the EMA has been abolished.
In regard — —
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Merlino — Speaker, if I can finish my point of
order — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer.
Mr Merlino — I am entitled to take a point of order,
Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member is entitled
to take a point of order, but he raises the question of
whether the Premier’s response is factual or not. I
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cannot judge, and it is not up to me to judge, whether an
answer is factual.

Australia, which has provided the situation awareness
to this group.

Mr Merlino — I have not concluded the point of
order, Speaker.

Late last evening the Premier and I attended the state
control centre as the reports were coming in to that
centre from the various relevant agencies which were
providing their input as to the events surrounding the
earthquake. Fortunately there have been no reports of
significant damage or injuries, and the government is
currently not expecting any issues in relation to critical
infrastructure such as roads, rail, dams or power supply.
The state of that critical infrastructure is continuing to
be assessed and monitored by the relevant authorities.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member should get
on with it.
Mr Merlino — The school component of the EMA
has been abolished, and with respect to the equity
funding, in the survey conducted by the Victorian
Principals Association, $1.8 million has been cut and
only $122 000 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member was just
repeating the question that was asked. When a member
gets to their feet on a point of order is not the time to
debate an issue. I do not uphold the point of order.

Emergency services: earthquake response
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — My question is
to the Deputy Premier and Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Can the minister update the house
on the emergency services agencies’ monitoring of and
response to last night’s earthquake?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for his question,
particularly since the earthquake occurred in a region
which is represented by him. I recognise that for the
member and for many other Victorians the earthquake
last evening was the cause of very considerable
concern, a concern which I am sure is shared by all
members of the house.

The SES received 46 requests for assistance, and 30 of
those related to building damage. Within the first hour
of the quake, 850 calls were made to the Emergency
Services Telecommunications Authority via either 000
or the 132 500 number, and 420 calls were received
within only 15 minutes of 9.00 p.m. The majority of
those calls were notifications, as opposed to reports of
damage, as people recorded the alarm of the event they
had sensed.
Anybody who is worried about the damage that may
have been caused to their property is encouraged to
contact qualified tradespeople to ensure that appropriate
inspection and repairs are carried out. Where it is that
insurance claims may need to be made, although the
terms of the policy will accommodate whatever might
be the entitlement of any person insured, one would
like to think that if there is discretion available to
insurers in these extraordinarily unusual circumstances,
that discretion will be exercised in favour of the persons
concerned.

At about 8.55 p.m. last night the state experienced a
5.3 magnitude earthquake. It was recorded at a point
approximately 15 kilometres south-west of Moe and
10 kilometres south of Trafalgar in Gippsland. Many
people throughout the state reported shaking windows,
trouble with falling roof tiles, items falling from shelves
and rippling motions throughout their house. In this
house, if I may say so, there were many who felt the
earthquake occurring. Estimates suggest that this quake
was within 10 kilometres of the earth’s surface, and the
reports suggest it was the biggest earthquake to hit
Victoria for somewhere of the order of 109 years.

Anyone requiring emergency assistance is encouraged
to contact the SES on 132 500. Geoscience Australia
has advised that as of this morning there have been
60 aftershocks in the area, ranging from a magnitude of
3.5 to less than 0.2. These are most unusual events, and
to add to that a severe weather warning remains current
for the areas that were impacted by the earthquake last
night. Fortunately, as I say, no-one has been injured and
there has been limited damage — and one would hope
that that will continue to be the case.

As the house would know, the State Emergency Service
(SES) is the first responder for earthquakes. Command
and control arrangements were put in place following
the event, and those arrangements remain in place at a
state, a regional and an incident level. The emergency
management teams have been meeting accordingly, and
they have been assisted in their work by Geoscience

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and it follows on from
his last answer. I refer the Deputy Premier to leaked
minutes of the VICSES (Victoria State Emergency
Service) leadership meeting held on 29 May this year
that detail deep government cuts — cuts to the tune of
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$4.2 million — and I ask: given the increase in call-outs
for floods, storms and even earthquakes, as detailed by
the minister only a few moments ago, how does the
Deputy Premier and indeed the government expect the
SES to continue its outstanding work in light of these
savage cutbacks?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question. As a government we are proud to continue
to support our emergency services providers — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Mill
Park!
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Mill Park
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Mill
Park can leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Mill Park withdrew from
chamber.
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members of the SES, not only here in Parliament but
out on the job as they are doing their great work, and
they repeatedly say to me that they are very grateful
indeed for the enormous support they receive from this
government.
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Speaker,
under standing order 58 the Deputy Premier’s response
is required to be factual. The Deputy Premier is trying
to make this chamber believe that the SES is very
grateful for its $4.2 million cuts, yet the Leader of the
Opposition’s question referred to minutes from an SES
leadership meeting which state that it finds its current
budget extremely tight. The Deputy Premier was asked
how he expects the SES to cope in light of those
$4.2 million cuts.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr RYAN — To take just one instance of where the
SES is going to be the beneficiary of investments we
have made in this budget, at Waurn Ponds, as the house
will know, we are investing about $15 million in what
will be a — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order on the issue of
relevance, Speaker, the minister was asked about a
$4.2 million cut, as detailed not by me but by the SES
leadership group itself. If he does not want to defend it,
he should just sit down, but he should not talk about
matters that are not relevant to the issue he was asked
about. If he does not want to answer it, he should
resume his seat.

Questions resumed.
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — We are proud to support our police and
our emergency services agencies in the way we do.
Those agencies, supported by great volunteers, do such
a magnificent job, and they are enjoying a level of
support which enables them, beyond anything they
have seen before, to continue to do their great work for
the benefit of all Victorians. Again, as the Leader of the
Opposition has just observed, we saw instances of that
last night through the wonderful work of not only the
SES but also the many other agencies involved.
When you work your way through them, the facts are
replete with examples of the way in which we have
continued to support those great agencies. That has
happened across a range of sectors. For example, we
are, in our first term, building or renovating
250 Country Fire Authority stations across Victoria.
We are providing levels of support by way of
equipment supplies for SES personnel in a manner they
have not previously seen. I meet regularly with

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to resume his seat. I do not uphold the point
of order. The answer is relevant to the question that was
asked.
Mr RYAN — At Waurn Ponds we are going to see
a magnificent new facility built — a co-location of yet
another brand-new police station with a wonderful
facility for the State Emergency Service. This is but one
of many instances where we are continuing to support
these great agencies throughout Victoria. I am very
proud as a minister of this government to be able to
continue to support these agencies, and these agencies
can be assured that that circumstance will continue.

Energy: security of supply
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. Can the minister
update the house on the current state of Victoria’s
security of energy supply and any threats to that
security?
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Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Morwell for his
question. The Victorian government is committed to
ensuring that Victorians can have confidence in our
supply of energy — that we can keep the lights on. It
has been a very challenging fortnight, particularly in the
Latrobe Valley, for some of our major generators.

capacity as soon as possible. This shows the absolute
folly of the Labor Party policy to close down
2000 megawatts of brown coal power from the Latrobe
Valley. If Labor Party policy had taken effect, Victoria
would see the lights out — and 11 long, dark years of
Labor would not just be a metaphor, it would be the
reality. They were long, dark years.

First I would like to update the house on the situation at
the Yallourn power station. Members would be familiar
with the extraordinary pictures seen a fortnight ago,
when the Morwell River diversion managed to break
and conveying tunnels managed to fill with water as a
consequence. That led to major reductions in supply
coming out of the Yallourn power station in the Latrobe
Valley. They were down to less than full capacity of
one of the four generating units.

Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question and is not speaking on
government business. I ask you, Speaker, to bring him
back to government business.

I immediately got reports from the Department of
Primary Industries, as the regulator for mining safety,
from the Australian Energy Market Operator, as the
operator of the national electricity market, and from
TRUenergy, as the operator of the Yallourn mine,
including through TRUenergy’s managing director,
Richard McIndoe. The advice from AEMO was that
notwithstanding Yallourn’s reduced capacity Victoria
still had sufficient generation capacity to meet the
expected peak demand for winter of 7500 megawatts,
with a further 1800 megawatts in reserve.
Department of Primary Industries regulators remain on
site on a daily basis to make sure we can facilitate
Yallourn coming back on line quickly and safely. I was
on site last Thursday with the member for Morwell, and
we saw for ourselves the work that is going on there at
the moment to try to get Yallourn back to capacity as
soon as possible. I am advised that a second unit is
expected to return to operation tomorrow and a third
unit is expected to return to operation by the weekend.
The impact of the earthquake last night also affected the
security of our energy supply. As a result of the
earthquake experienced just out of Moe last night, three
of the four units at Loy Yang A were tripped and a
transmission line between Loy Yang A and Hazelwood
went down. As a result of that, 2000 megawatts of
supply was taken out of the system. It is fortunate that
this happened at night-time, during a period where there
was not peak demand. If that had happened today
during peak demand times, Victoria would have
suffered brownouts. There would have been reduced
supply, and Victorians would not have had secure
energy supplies.
Fortunately work is being done by the energy market
operator, Loy Yang A and Yallourn to try to restore

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
come back to answering the question.
Mr O’BRIEN — The federal government’s carbon
tax policy includes a contract for closure to take out
2000 megawatts of brown-coal-fired electricity. This is
an imminent threat to the security of Victoria’s
electricity supply. It shows the absolute folly of Labor
Party policy that would sacrifice the security of our
energy supplies to pursue environmental goals. We
cannot afford to turn off a Hazelwood, to turn off a
Yallourn or to turn off a Loy Yang A unless there is
replacement baseload capacity, because otherwise the
lights will go out, the jobs will go out and our standard
of living will go out. It will not happen if this
government has anything to do with it.

Roads: construction site safety
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads. I refer the
minister to the deaths of 11 workers in recent years at
roadside construction sites, and I ask: can the minister
confirm that VicRoads is closing its audit and
surveillance team, which ensures that roadside
construction sites are safe, and if so, will these cuts not
compromise safety?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — I thank the
member for Narre Warren North for his question in
relation to road safety, particularly in relation to
workers in and around worksites. This matter has been
canvassed in the media in relation to VicRoads
surveillance work in and around the network. VicRoads
has quite clearly indicated that this will not have a
negative impact. In relation to the surveillance work it
carries out, surveillance officers will continue to carry
out that work in and around the areas where they are
required at the greatest level of need. There is nothing
to stop those officers being moved from within the
major metropolitan network out into other areas to
carry out surveillance work if they are required to do so.
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Added to that, you, Speaker, would be aware that in our
first term we are committed to putting in place
1700 additional police officers to be out on the roads
and around roadworks and out on the broader road
network carrying out the work they are required to do
and also having an emphasis on being able to carry out
surveillance work in and around worksites where we
have particular speed zones set up to protect workers in
and around those worksites. Quite obviously, as I
indicated, this matter has been raised in the past.
VicRoads has indicated to me that it will not have a
negative impact, and it has the resources to carry out the
surveillance when and where it is required. As I said to
the member for Narre Warren North, this matter has
been canvassed in the past.

actually attend school. Since we came to office, we
have had a major review of our child protection — —

Students: attendance

Honourable member for Monbulk withdrew from
chamber.

Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — My question is for the
Minister for Education. Can the minister inform the
house of action the coalition government is taking to
ensure that children in Victoria are attending school?

Mr Merlino interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Monbulk
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will leave the chamber for half an hour. I
warned him only a few moments ago, and he just
continued on.
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Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Hastings for his question. He is a great
advocate for schools in his electorate. One of the
government’s priorities in education is to keep our
young people engaged with education — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk! Cut it out.
Mr DIXON — When they are at school is literally
the best opportunity for them to reach their potential.
The potential and the benefits are clear in a health
sense, in a social sense and in an academic sense.
Children really need to be at school to achieve in all
those areas.
That is why before the last election we made a
commitment to do absolutely everything in our power
to enable school-age children to remain at school and to
be engaged at school. In a proactive sense we have
invested $120 million in more primary welfare officers,
so that an extra 300 primary schools will have primary
welfare officers. We are also undergoing a major
overhaul of student support services, where $50 million
worth of resources will go from the regions into the
schools, where the schools can best interact with the
students and with the families at risk.
We are also giving greater powers to our principals to
maintain order at their schools and a commitment to use
the current laws to issue penalties to parents who do not
make reasonable efforts to allow their children to

Questions resumed.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
Cummins report that came out of this review identified
the critical importance of maintaining engagement in
education for our most vulnerable children. Together
with all the other work we have done and this report,
these pieces of work are building a framework through
which we are building student attendance.
I know that for the majority of families their children’s
attendance at school is valued, and parents certainly
understand that. Families often, in consultation with
schools, may take a family holiday, a trip around
Australia or a once-in-a-lifetime trip overseas, or they
may need to move for some sort of family reason.
Common sense is brought to those sorts of discussions.
We also understand that for some parents their
children’s attendance at school is a real issue, and we
know that could be for mental health reasons or other
quite reasonable matters. We work together with
community services, with those families and with those
parents.
The changes we are looking at are designed to lift
attendance, not to punish. What we are doing is looking
at the parents who over a long period of time have
failed to allow their children to attend school for no
good reason. The penalty will be issued only at the end
of a long process of consultation and of proactive work,
which will involve working with those families. We are
working through the details of how we can best

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
2842

ASSEMBLY

encourage that attendance at schools at the moment,
including the possibility of legislative changes. We
certainly will not be — as some people have claimed
we will — fining any child.
What these changes will do is to actually enable
educators to allow children to remain, and to make sure
they maximise the chances of children remaining, at
school. That is where the best work in education is
done, that is where the best social inclusion work is
done and that is why we want to do everything possible
in using the existing legislation, which had bipartisan
support, and taking it further to the next step so that it
will work and ensure that these vulnerable children will
be at school as much as they possibly can be.

Higher education: Auslan programs
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to an
email from the principal of Furlong Park School for
Deaf Children, who has said:
My problem now is that the Auslan training course has been
cut in Victoria so where do individuals go to be trained to
teach the deaf?

I ask: is it not time, Premier, to reverse these TAFE
cuts, or does the Premier simply agree that this is a
matter of ‘such is life’?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I am sorry that the
Leader of the Opposition takes a political view about
this issue. This issue has been raised — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Eltham
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
can leave the chamber.
Honourable member for Eltham withdrew from
chamber.
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Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As I have said, and as
the minister has said, the Auslan courses are important,
and the fee and funding arrangements would see
funding for Auslan certificate III and IV level courses
increase by 5 per cent. Kangan Institute first flagged its
desire to withdraw from Auslan courses in 2010.
Indeed, in November 2010 and May — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition asked his question. He should be quiet, or
he will not hear the rest of the answer.
Mr BAILLIEU — In November 2010 and May
2011 Kangan discussed with the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development its desire
to back out of this area. While encouraging Kangan to
continue to provide Auslan, the education department
commenced discussions with Vicdeaf in October 2011
to ensure the future delivery of Auslan in Victoria.
Discussions with Vicdeaf and other possible registered
training organisations are ongoing to ensure Auslan
continues to be offered in Victoria.
The minister has said he will work with providers to
ensure that Auslan training continues in this state. That
commitment has been made on a number of occasions
by the minister, and indeed I have said so. We are
looking to resolve a problem that preceded any
changes — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — The minister is working with the
relevant providers to ensure that the appropriate training
can continue in this state. It requires providers to make
that commitment and that commitment remains.

Greyhound racing: integrity
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My question is
to the Minister for Racing. Can the minister advise the
house of action the government is taking in response to
the Ombudsman’s report into Greyhound Racing
Victoria and the report of the racing integrity
commissioner?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Racing) — I thank
the member for Mount Waverley for his question. The
government welcomes the tabling today of two reports:
the racing integrity commissioner’s report entitled
Report on Own Motion Inquiry into Betting Activities
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by Racing Officials Employed by the Victorian Racing
Industry and the Victorian Ombudsman’s report
entitled Own Motion Investigation into Greyhound
Racing Victoria.
The Victorian Ombudsman has identified longstanding
serious issues with the governance at Greyhound
Racing Victoria (GRV). On page 4 the Ombudsman’s
report identifies:
integrity issues relating to staff betting …
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Page 6 of the Ombudsman’s report states:
GRV has engaged in a program of review and taken action to
implement measures to improve GRV’s compliance with
statutory obligations since September 2011 following
Mr Caillard’s appointment as chairman …

To assist Mr Caillard in these endeavours and to ensure
that the greyhound industry has confidence in the
board, I will be writing to all current board members
informing them of my intention to reconstitute the
board.

… tendering and contracting practices were not compliant …
inappropriate behaviour and practices by GRV staff.

On page 6 the report states:
… GRV has primarily engaged the same four architectural,
lighting, engineering and works consultants to redevelop
greyhound clubs’ infrastructure for over 10 years without
public tender.

On page 11 the Ombudsman reported that between
2008 and 2011 there were 11 GRV staff who breached
GRV betting policies, including one person who placed
more than 4400 bets totalling over half a million
dollars.
It is of note and importance to the people involved in
greyhound racing that on page 10 of his report the
racing integrity commissioner made it clear that:
… there was no indication that the betting activities by racing
officials resulted in any race being compromised …

We had a situation where there was poor governance,
inappropriate betting activity and poor tendering
practices in GRV over many years, and this has been
identified in the Ombudsman’s report.
The member asked what action has been taken. I can
advise that five of the people concerned have been
terminated from their employment, five have been
given a first and final warning and one has resigned.
Mr Mark Dooley, who was in charge of infrastructure,
resigned in late 2011; the CEO resigned in April this
year; and members of this house may recall that the
previous chairman of GRV resigned in June last year
and was the subject of questions in this house.
These reports highlight the strong and positive steps
being taken by the chair of Greyhound Racing Victoria,
Peter Caillard, who has been appointed by this
government to fix the problems at GRV. Both reports
indicate that he has taken strong and positive steps to
improve practices at Greyhound Racing Victoria.

Greyhound racing is a great and growing industry in
this state. Our government is determined to make sure
the board has the right leadership, the good governance
and the proper practices necessary to manage this
industry. We have had too many years of
mismanagement in this area. We have seen it neglected
by the previous government and the previous minister.
Now we have come to government, we have got these
reports and we are acting on them, and our chairman is
doing a good job.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
has expired.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to welcome
to the gallery Tom Wallace, the former member for
Gippsland South and a member of this house for many
years. Welcome, Tom. I also note that former attendant
Trevor Day is in the gallery. It is nice to have you both
here.
Ms Hennessy — I wish to raise a point of order,
Speaker, in regard to responses to questions on notice.
There are currently over 1600 questions on notice from
members of the Legislative Assembly that are awaiting
answers. There are almost 300 unanswered questions in
my name. Many of these have been waiting since
5 April last year.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is not an
appropriate time to raise this issue. It would be
appropriate to raise this issue in regard to questions on
notice at a later time. I am happy for the member to
raise the issue, but this is not an appropriate time to do
it, and nor should it be raised as a point of order. We are
in the middle of debate on a bill. I am happy for the
member to raise the issue; that is fine, but this is not the
appropriate time to do it.
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FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is a great privilege to
talk on the Forests Amendment Bill 2012. I will just set
the scene. When it comes to firewood, I am quite
experienced. We cut many tonnes of firewood on
Saturday and Sunday afternoons. We used to cut it for
our family, including our grandparents, uncles and
aunties. It used to keep our farm quite clean and tidy.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLER — We did. There was no deadwood
on our farm; that is correct. In my electorate firewood is
a tradition. My electorate contains the Rushworth and
Heathcote areas as well as the red gum area along the
Murray River. This area has been severely affected over
the years. The previous government brought in its
box-ironbark policies, which affected the amount of
firewood that could be collected in the southern end of
my electorate around the Rushworth and Heathcote
areas.
A commitment was made to my electorate regarding
offering gas as an alternative heating option, but
unfortunately it was never delivered. This government
has committed to deliver gas to Heathcote and is
looking at options. There is also a $1 million scheme to
look at how to deliver gas to Murray towns like Cohuna
and Nathalia.
As I said, firewood is a way of life, particularly in
Heathcote. The Heathcote RSL raffles a trailer-load of
firewood every Friday, and it is a good money-spinner.
An honourable member — Tickets are $2?
Mr WELLER — It is $2 a ticket, yes. The RSL
funds lots of good organisations. Likewise, the
Rushworth and District Lions Club has an annual
firewood auction, the money from which it puts
towards funding things like the Macedon school, the
local hospitals and the community centres.
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bill says that indeed you can, so the member has
obviously not read it. The bill says that you can indeed
get wood for people who cannot get it for themselves.
There is an ability for each household to get 16 tonnes a
year.
The member for Bendigo West said that there are
commercial operators out in designated areas cleaning
them up willy-nilly. That is illegal. If the member for
Bendigo West had been out there and seen it she ought
to have taken a photo and got the number plates, and
the government would come down on those operators
like a tonne of bricks — or perhaps a tonne of
firewood. If the member for Bendigo West wants to be
credible and talk about problems, she needs to be a
proper Victorian. If she sees something illegal, she
ought to take photos so that the appropriate authorities
can come down on the illegal operators like a tonne of
bricks.
The bill enforces the government’s commitment to
making firewood collection on public land simpler and
more affordable. The abolition of firewood permits
reduces the burden of red tape associated with personal
firewood collection and makes it easier for households
to access an annual supply of firewood. The bill creates
clear, legislatively defined — —
Ms Duncan interjected.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon is going out. She can go out for an hour under
standing order 124.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading

Ms Duncan interjected.
Debate resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon, this is like question time; if she keeps going
she will be out.
Mr WELLER — From her contribution, the
member for Bendigo West obviously has not read the
bill. The member for Bendigo West made the comment
that you can no longer get wood for someone else. This

Mr WELLER (Rodney) — Thank you for that
protection, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! I know you do not need
it.
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Mr WELLER — The bill creates clear,
legislatively defined rules for the collection of firewood
on public land without a permit. The bill includes the
checks and balances needed to ensure a sustainable
supply of firewood for all Victorians and appropriate
environmental safeguards. The bill creates a strong
deterrent for people who do not adhere to the firewood
collection rules or who undertake illegal commercial
firewood collection.
I turn to look at the penalties. To back up the scheme
there is a range of offences with appropriate penalties,
depending on the severity of the offence. The more
serious offences have the same penalties as those that
apply for the existing offences in the Forests Act 1958
relating to the illegal taking of forest produce — up to
50 penalty units, which is $6107, or 1 year’s
imprisonment, or both. There are severe penalties there
for people who want to abuse this opportunity. I again
say to the member for Bendigo West that she should
report the people she sees carrying out the actions she
has commented on, and we will come down on them
with those severe fines or imprisonment.
Firewood collection for domestic use is permitted only
in designated firewood collection areas during two
firewood collection seasons each year. The periods will
be from 1 March to 30 June and from 1 September to
30 November. These are sensible periods, because
traditionally in Victoria between 30 June and
1 September it will be too wet and someone will do
environmental damage by going into areas, cutting
them up and getting bogged. It could be a frustrating
experience. The other problem is that from
30 November until 1 March — —
Mr Madden interjected.
Mr WELLER — The government does know what
it is doing. The member for Essendon says that the
government knows what it is doing, and I agree: this
government does know what it is doing. We do not
have firewood collection in the summertime because
there can be a fire risk. It is indeed sensible that we
have the two designated periods in which people can
collect firewood. It is also appropriate that it be done in
designated areas, because the departmental staff can
visit those areas and observe that people are taking no
more than 2 cubic metres of wood a day and are not
taking any more than 16 cubic metres of wood a year.
In the interests of managing the limited supplies of
firewood in some areas over the long term, if there are
designated areas in forests, those designated areas will
change — they will be managed in a sustainable
fashion so there can be long-term use of the firewood.
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Houses and homes in our area depend on it. In our area
the likes of Cohuna, Leitchville, Gunbower, Nathalia
and Picola do not have the option of using natural gas,
so firewood is the cheapest source of heating for them.
It is an area where they have traditionally used it. There
are still people in houses in towns like Echuca,
Rochester and Kyabram who like to use firewood, and
they should be allowed to have firewood.
Why have domestic firewood permits been abolished?
This government committed to reducing red tape, and
this is actually reducing red tape. Will the new scheme
lead to a free-for-all? We have heard the member for
Bendigo West suggest that it will be a free-for-all. It
will not be a free-for-all. As I said, there will be a limit
of 2 cubic metres per day; it has to be done in a
designated area; it has to be from a tree that has either
fallen or been felled; and you cannot take hollow
logs — the hollow logs are habitat — or logs that have
moss growing on them. The habitat is important. Of
course there will be people there to make sure these
behaviours are adhered to.
In summary, the bill abolishes the need for domestic
firewood permits, which takes away red tape;
establishes two firewood collection seasons at suitable
times of the year; establishes a process for designating
firewood collection areas in state forests and those
regional parks where firewood collection is currently
allowed; provides the flexibility to ensure that firewood
supply can be managed over the long term and that
local needs and unforeseen circumstances are able to be
dealt with; imposes rules on what may be collected,
when it may be collected, how much may be collected
and who may collect it via a series of provisions; and
allows additional rules to be imposed through
regulation on aspects of how the collection may be
carried out. Again we are cleaning up a mess that has
been left to us by the previous government.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I rise to make my
contribution to debate on the Forests Amendment Bill
2012. This government is quickly writing its own
epitaph, an epitaph which will read, ‘This was a
slash-and-burn government’. Whether it be in relation
to the budget and jobs and vital programs such as in
TAFE, whether it be in relation to the environment and
the alpine national parks or the sustainability of forests
and their ecosystems, this government knows only the
heavy-handed approach of slash and burn. This
government is full of economic, social and
environmental vandals.
If the first principle of government is to do no harm,
then this bill fails the test. The minister for the
environment should be just that: for the environment,
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not against the environment. If members of the public
are to be permitted to collect firewood from forests and
state parks then a strong licensing system is needed to
underpin that permission with a view to minimising the
damage to the environment. But this bill does away
with any sort of permit system and replaces it with a set
of rules. These rules are largely an honour system. Add
to that the fact that this government is sacking its staff,
which means it is likely there will be less staff to both
measure the impact on the environment and deal with
compliance. These rules will be largely unenforceable.
Households will be allowed to collect up to 2 cubic
metres per day and 16 cubic metres per financial year.
A standard trailer is said to hold about 0.7 cubic metres,
but let us be generous and say that it is 16 trailer loads
per year. How can this be anything other than an
honour system? As collectors will be burning firewood
in the colder spring and autumn months when they are
entitled to collect it, it will be impossible to tell how
much was collected in a given period. I question
whether this is sustainable, although the minister seems
to think it is. Unfortunately the minister’s idea of
sustainability is limited to sustaining the availability of
firewood. He has no commitment to sustaining the
environment.
Do you know how many times the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change used the word
‘environment’ in his second-reading speech? Not even
once. There is nothing in his speech that demonstrates
that any regard has been given to the environmental
impact of collecting and burning firewood. Where is the
science that shows there will be no harmful effects
caused to the environment with the passage of this bill?
Just as he showed with cattle grazing in the Alpine
National Park, the minister does not want to know
about the science.
I have had a look at several peer-reviewed journals. For
example, I refer to a longitudinal study of landscape
matrix effects on fauna, with statistically valid and
reliable results, which was published in 2001 by the
respected journal Biological Conservation. On
page 158 the article states that many woodlands have
been found to be highly degraded as a result of human
disturbance through activities such as livestock grazing,
tree removal — such as for firewood — and mining.
The clearing of woodlands and their ongoing
degradation has had a negative impact on groups such
as plants, invertebrates, reptiles and mammals. In other
words, this article is saying clearly that collecting
firewood affects all types of animal life and plants.
On page 164 the article states:
Activities like clearing, grazing-related degradation and
firewood collection can reduce the size of remnant woodlands
and remove trees with hollows and dead stems, and so reduce
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the woodland fauna. In woodlands large dead trees, including
many which contain hollows, are often those selected for
firewood collection.

In another article, headed ‘The burning issue’, Kellee
Nolan writing in the journal Habitat Australia had this
to say:
The burning issue: log fires conjure feelings of warmth and
cosiness, but the impact of the cutting and collection of
firewood is far from that for our native animals.

Further in the article the author says about firewood:
Its cutting and collection is recognised as one of the main
threats to about 20 species of birds, such as the barking owl,
as well as some marsupials, like the tree-dwelling Tuan.
The loss of big old trees with nesting hollows, the removal of
bark and log homes for insects and their predators and the loss
of nutrients in the ecosystem are all caused by firewood
cutting and collecting.

The other environmental impact on which the minister
is silent concerns air pollution. Even newer wood
heaters have seriously failed audits. In an article titled
‘Emission auditing of new wood heaters in Australia
and New Zealand’, published in the journal Clean Air
and Environmental Quality, John Todd had this to say
about wood heaters:
Only five retail models (11 per cent) matched engineering
drawings and had correct labelling;
…
33 retail models (70 per cent) had design differences which
might increase emissions; of these 23 (47 per cent) had
reduced minimum combustion air; and six (13 per cent) had
changes to the baffle; other changes identified in the audit
included firebricks, convection fans, water heating
attachments and combustion chamber dimensions.
Thus, the design verification audit, which is relatively quick
and inexpensive to do (provided original engineering
drawings are available), showed that more than two-thirds of
popular retail models differed from the tested model in ways
that might increase emissions. It also showed widespread
failure to comply with labelling requirements set out in the
standards.

People who enjoy a log fire need to understand that it
comes at a cost to the environment. For those who
collect firewood as a cheap source of heating fuel, the
government needs to start meeting its election
commitment to reduce the cost of utility charges. For
those who care about the environment, it is very sad
that this bill could be introduced by a minister for the
environment.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms McLEISH
(Seymour).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs).
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise to speak
on the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012.
The bill seeks to clarify existing provisions of the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997, but it also seeks to
make some changes to facilitate or improve the
administration of bond moneys between the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority and the director of housing.
The bill also seeks to make some technical and minor
amendments to the Consumer Affairs Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Act 2010.
I will begin with the principal aim of the bill, which
relates to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. The bill
seeks to clarify the trigger points for the issuing by a
landlord of a notice to vacate to a tenant, and for the
issuing by a tenant of a notice of intention to vacate to a
landlord. It seeks to make it clear that a landlord may
choose to issue a notice to vacate to a tenant on the
occurrence of a third breach of the same duty — that is,
a consequential breach. Equally it seeks to make it clear
that a tenant may choose to issue a notice of intention to
vacate to a landlord on the occurrence of a third breach
of the same duty. The two parties are treated equally.
The bill does not require either party to take such action
in these circumstances. It allows the parties the choice
of issuing a third breach of duty notice instead of a
notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate on the
occasion of the third breach of the same duty.
In the departmental briefing that was provided to
members of the opposition, we were advised that the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal had ruled,
on a couple of occasions at least, that a provision in the
existing act, the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, means
that the third breach of duty notice must expire without
compliance before a notice to vacate or a notice of
intention to vacate can be issued. It was put to us that
the original intention of the legislation is very much
different to how it has been interpreted by VCAT.
We sought from the department some examples of
where landlords and tenants have raised issues or have
been confused in their interpretation of their
responsibilities or rights and where VCAT has ruled in
the way described to us. Two residential tenancy cases
were cited: Burwah Holdings Pty Ltd v. McLaren,
30 April 2009, and Leonard and Pekar v. Tein and
Cheng, 10 October 1998. The opposition sought the
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views of the Real Estate Institute of Victoria and the
Tenants Union of Victoria. Neither has any concern
about this clarification and neither does the opposition.
However, the opposition does seek from the minister
information as to how this change will be
communicated to tenants and landlords.
We certainly expect that when this bill is passed by
Parliament, Consumer Affairs Victoria will post the
relevant changes on its website, but this should not be
the only way of communicating such an important
clarification or change. Estate agents, the Real Estate
Institute of Victoria, the Tenants Union of Victoria and
other consumer advocacy groups would no doubt
appreciate some written explanation of the changes. I
say that also in the light of the fact that it seems to the
opposition that no real consultation has occurred on the
contents of the bill. We have been advised differently
by the department; however, when we spoke with the
Tenants Union of Victoria we were told it was alerted
that some bill would be introduced at some stage but
the actual content of the bill and the merits thereof were
not canvassed with the organisation. It is important that
the government take the opportunity to be clear and
direct in its communications with key stakeholders.
I move to another provision of the bill, which deals
with incomplete bond claim forms. The bill will
prohibit a landlord from seeking or obtaining a tenant’s
signature on a blank bond claim application form where
no amount of bond is specified. The bill establishes a
breach of this requirement as an offence with a
maximum of 20 penalty units. We have been told that
this provision is a response to disputes about the
amount of bond that is to be refunded, or the portion
thereof, at the end of a rental agreement. These
misunderstandings or disagreements seem to have
arisen where landlords have sought and received
tenants’ signatures on bond claim application forms that
have not stipulated the amount of bond paid. That is
obviously a concern, and if there is an opportunity to
correct that for the benefit of all parties, that would be a
positive. I hope this provision will reduce
misunderstandings and conflict.
We have been informed that the Residential Tenancies
Bond Authority has received many complaints from
tenants who may have been subjected to this practice by
landlords and who have subsequently been aggrieved
when a tenancy has expired and there has been
disputation over the amount of bond money that has
been agreed to in the first instance and the portion that
could potentially be redistributed. This is a good
amendment.
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The bill also facilitates administrative arrangements
between the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority and
the director of housing. The current legislation gives
effect to the reimbursement of unclaimed bond loans by
the bond authority to the director of housing, and it
does that by requiring the approval of both the tenant
and the landlord at the expiry of the tenancy. It is not
always the case that once a tenancy has expired there is
a financial interest on the part of either the landlord or
the tenant that is derived from fulfilling the processing
of the bond as it stands. Sometimes, therefore, it can be
difficult to obtain the approval of both parties. Some
people, frankly, do move on. A tenancy may have
expired and the tenants moved on to new premises or in
fact the landlord may have a new tenant in place.
Sometimes, if there is no direct financial benefit to be
obtained by either the landlord or the tenant, it can
prove difficult to finalise the necessary paperwork to
give effect to the transfer of any remaining bond money
from the bond authority to the director of housing.
We are advised that currently approximately $740 000
in unclaimed bond loans is held by the bond authority.
The bill seeks to provide for the direct return of any
unclaimed bond loans to the director of housing by the
authority. The bond authority will be able to make a
direct payment to the director of housing under certain
circumstances. Those circumstances protect the
interests that may exist — but not always — of both the
tenant and the landlord. The circumstances are, for a
start, that a new bond has been paid for a different
tenancy of the property, meaning the old tenant has
moved on after the expiry of the tenancy and a new
tenancy agreement has been reached with a different
party; and that no application has been made for a
refund against the original bond within a 12-month
period of the new bond having been paid. Under these
circumstances the bond authority may be able to
directly return any unused or portions of unused bond
loans to the director of housing.
This is an important protection. The 12-month period
should provide sufficient opportunity for any residual
claims against the bond money that may be made. We
believe on the surface of it that is a sufficient protection,
but certainly we would like to keep an open mind until
we see how it plays out in actuality. I think it is
important for us to be flexible in that regard.
Nevertheless it is an important protection that is there,
and we certainly trust that this will make it easier for
bond loan moneys to be returned to the director of
housing.
I will explain the situation of bond loans and how they
can be made available, because the bill also seeks to
make it easier for tenants to be reimbursed bond loan
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money in certain circumstances. Bond loans can be
made available for tenants who would otherwise miss
out on securing a tenancy and of course are for
prospective tenants who have an incapacity, if you like,
to pay a bond or who would suffer great financial
distress if they were to pay one.
Sometimes a tenant may feel the need to pay a bond in
advance of a bond loan being forwarded for them in
order to secure a tenancy and then seek to be
reimbursed in full or in part from the director of
housing. This is important because the rental market is
not an easy one to navigate. Certainly there is a lot of
stress out there, and often tenants will exercise this
option if they are in a position to do so. What is
imperative is that they have timely reimbursement of
the bond loan in part or in full — whatever they qualify
for. This bill of course does not go to any qualification
matters; this is simply a way of streamlining the process
whereby tenants can have the bond loan or part thereof
reimbursed.
Eligible tenants have up until now needed the
landlord’s signature on a form before they could be
reimbursed. Some tenants have expressed that they
have had difficulty in gaining the cooperation of their
landlords and have suffered frustration due to delays in
having that money reimbursed. We have to remember
that it is people who can least afford to pay bonds who
qualify for the loans. The issue of frustration in terms of
getting reimbursed needs to be addressed, and I believe
that this bill does seek to do that.
The bill will remove the requirement for a landlord’s
signature to be obtained by the tenant. Previously a
tenant has been required to obtain a landlord’s signature
for a bond substitution application. The bond authority
will now carry the responsibility of refunding the full or
part amount of the bond paid by the tenant and
substituting that same amount as a bond loan from the
director of housing. This is a sensible and helpful
change that will enable the bond authority to substitute
the bond or part of the bond paid by the tenant with a
bond loan from the director of housing. These are
important changes, which are administrative in nature
but which nevertheless will assist those who have been
shown, in information provided by the department, to
require them.
I wish to enter into a couple of areas of the bill and
place some concerns on record. A couple of concerns
have been raised with me by the Tenants Union of
Victoria. I suppose they are matters on which I am
seeking clarification from the minister. I certainly hope
the minister does choose for the first time ever to sum
up on this bill and provide responses to these questions.
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I find it quite interesting that the minister was happy to
sum up on his motion on the carbon price but has failed
to sum up on any bill that he has brought to this house
in the almost two years that he has been a minister. I
ask him to reflect on that and hopefully change his
mind. This would be a good bill for him to change his
practice on.
I turn to clause 19 of the bill, which inserts proposed
section 411B(3) into the act. I have sought answers to
this question in the second-reading speech, but there are
not any, therefore I am raising this. This provision
relates to where the bond authority would pay out
remaining bond money to a tenant. Unlike the rest of
the bill, this provision allows for discretion to be
exercised. It says that ‘the authority may pay to the
tenant the remaining amount of bond’.
As I said, there is no reference in the second-reading
speech to the circumstances under which a tenant’s
money would not be repaid. For example, if the
authority did not have an address or was unable to
contact a tenant, it might be considered that that could
be a set of circumstances under which moneys might
not be returned. However, that is not clear in the bill,
and it is not touched on at all in the second-reading
speech. I ask the minister to explain why there is this
discretion and why proposed section 411B(3) inserted
by the bill allows for this discretion without any
limitations whatsoever being placed on it, which could
cause a tenant to have their remaining bond
unreasonably withheld.
As an opposition we are very concerned that everything
is done within reason and that any bond money or part
thereof that needs to be returned to the tenant is
returned. It would be helpful to the opposition if the
minister could explain why there is this discretion and
why the circumstances where a tenant might not have
the remaining bond returned are not explained. That
explanation is important.
Clause 22 of the bill is another area of concern. I think
the minister could ably and quite easily clarify this on
the record so that it appears in Hansard. This provision
deals with how the bond authority is to pay the director
of housing any remaining bond loan when a tenancy
agreement has expired. Sometimes a tenant pays part of
a bond and the remaining part is paid to the bond
authority by the director of housing. Eligibility for a
bond loan depends on what criteria are met by the
tenant. Where the tenant or landlord does not claim the
bond and a tenancy agreement has expired, the bill
allows the authority to pay the director of housing any
remaining bond loan money that was paid by the
director of housing. This provision allows the landlord
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to sign over the remaining bond money to the director
of housing. However, the provision does not make it
clear that what can be paid to the director of housing is
only any remaining portion of the bond money that the
director of housing originally paid to the authority. That
would be a situation where the tenant has been
responsible for paying part of the bond and the
remaining part has been paid as a bond loan by the
director of housing.
The opposition understands why this provision has
been included. However, it could have been much
better phrased and structured to prevent this potential
misunderstanding of its intent. The way the provision is
drafted could hypothetically enable the landlord to sign
over all of the remaining bond money, including any
component which belongs to the tenant. I do not
imagine that that would happen deliberately, but it is
important that our laws reflect the intentions of our
government and the intentions of our Parliament. If it
means that we reduce misunderstanding, then it is
important that the minister should sum up and clarify
for the house that this provision does not mean what it
can be interpreted to mean, which is the hypothetical
situation I put forward. I have looked at the
second-reading speech, and there is nothing in it which
clarifies this or explains what the intention of this
provision is. If it was in the second-reading speech, I do
not think I would have an argument. Certainly there
would be no cause for alarm on the part of the
opposition.
This is yet another example of the failure of the
Minister for Consumer Affairs to pay attention to the
detail of his bills. A number of bills have been
presented under the consumer affairs portfolio, and not
one has appeared without issues that have had to be
raised by the opposition. It really comes down to a lack
of attention to detail. That is not suitable, especially
when it can lead to misunderstanding and unnecessary
disputation, especially in a situation involving
tenancies. It could potentially lead to the diminution of
consumer protections for tenants.
Failing any satisfactory explanation or assurances from
the minister about presenting and summing up — he
may surprise us; he may come in and sum up and
explain these matters — the opposition reserves its
right, which it always has, to seek to consider these
issues further by way of amendment or by seeking an
explanation from the minister’s representative in the
upper house. I certainly hope, though, that before the
end of this sitting week the minister will respond to the
concerns that have been raised about these two clauses.
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I now move on to a small technical amendment to the
Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment (Reform)
Act 2010. This provision simply enables all provisions
of that legislation to take effect before the amending
legislation is repealed automatically. It is a bit of a
safeguard, which certainly does not raise a quibble on
our part.
I will now make some broad comments about the bill,
its policy flavours and objectives. It seems to me that
the provisions of this bill are fairly much driven by the
department rather than by the minister. It seems as
though it is very much a tidying-up bill — the
tightening up of a screw here, the loosening of some
restrictions elsewhere and the facilitating of
administrative processes across departmental agencies.
That is fine; it is all well and good. We welcome any
improvements for efficiency’s sake and for clarity in
terms of legislation and consumer rights or
responsibilities, but at a time when so much more could
be done by this government, we have a bill that makes
minimal changes.
One area that certainly comes to mind and is certainly
reflected in the bill, but only to the extent of the
provisions I have referred to, is rooming houses. The
previous government had a strong and proud record of
reform in that area, and I acknowledge the presence of
the former Minister for Housing, who is also at the
table. I acknowledge and congratulate him on the fine
work he did with the previous Minister for Consumer
Affairs in delivering a strong reformist agenda to
increase the number of rooming houses — that is,
affordable accommodation for the most vulnerable
members of our community.
It would have been good if this bill had continued the
reforms that were started by the previous government. I
am aware that the coalition, in the 18 months it has
been in power, has presented a regulatory impact
statement for some very bare minimum standards when
it comes to rooming house reform. I refer to tenants in
residential accommodation or rooming houses. This bill
would have been a prime opportunity to add to the body
of work that has been done to date. Instead we have had
a skeletal approach, a bare minimum response by this
government to the most needy of consumers.
I also reflect on the fact that in the second-reading
speech the minister says that the cleaning up of this
legislation will ‘assist low-income renters to secure
access to rental accommodation’. I further reflect on the
missed opportunity this bill represents in the way it has
been presented to this house. If the government were
serious about doing something progressive to assist
low-income renters, it would certainly be doing far
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more than introducing what is essentially a
department-driven bill to tidy up the legislation. I say
that genuinely and sincerely, and I would hope that we
see a different approach in the not-too-distant future to
correct what has been a poor set of reforms exercised
by this government in the past 18 months.
We need to ensure that more is done in this area. I say
to the minister that the opportunity is there and that the
opposition is prepared, willing and happy to further the
reforms commenced by the previous government. We
have only to reflect on the median weekly rent in
Melbourne, which has increased to about $350 per
week, and in regional Victoria, which has increased to
about $260, to see that those figures represent an annual
percentage increase of 2.9 per cent and 4.6 per cent
respectively, and that is quite stark.
We need to look at the other actions of the government
in terms of dealing with low-income renters. It is
important to reflect on the record of this government,
which is quite poor. The government has failed to
invest in public and social housing, and it has cut
funding in several areas of the housing portfolio. I
know that the shadow Minister for Housing may wish
to elaborate on that when he has an opportunity to
speak on this bill. It is important for us to reflect on the
fact that this type of double standard when it comes to
protecting low-income earners and tenants should not
be tolerated or left without comment. Although this bill
does some good things that are positive, this kind of
perfunctory bill is certainly not a replacement for
fulfilling an election commitment to reduce cost of
living pressures, which this government has walked
away from. It has certainly walked away from
investment in housing initiatives and in helping
consumers deal with a costly property market.
We know, for example, that Kids Under Cover received
$2.2 million to help young people and that the
Consumer Action Law Centre received a certain
amount of money for financial counselling services.
However, in the budget there is a $33 million cut to the
funding of grants for property-related consumer
protection. This is what the government has delivered,
and it is something the government will have to explain
as its legacy. I certainly hope that, for a change, the
minister will come into this house to deal with matters
that have been raised. I hope he does the right thing,
stands by his bill and explains why it is deficient and
what he should do to remedy those two particular
sections. The opposition does not oppose the bill but, as
I said, may reserve its right to consider some changes
when it reaches the upper house.
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Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise this afternoon to speak on the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012. This bill is 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. We come into this
place to debate legislation and that is what we are doing
this afternoon. With respect to the contribution from the
member for Mill Park, I must say that at about the
halfway mark — the 15 minute mark — I would have
said that it was a fine contribution from somebody who
really understood the legislation and was fair and
reasonable, but I am not quite sure where it went to
after that.
There are five key aspects of this legislation which I
will address today. Firstly, the main provision is to
provide clarity around when a notice to vacate or a
notice of intention to vacate can be issued, and that is
on the third successive breach of a duty provision.
Secondly, the bill prohibits a landlord or an agent from
obtaining or requesting a tenant’s signature on a bond
claim form unless the bond repayment amounts have
first been entered on that form. Thirdly, the bill
strengthens the obligations of a landlord when lodging
a bond with the RTBA (Residential Tenancies Bond
Authority) — and I will refer to the RTBA in future
comments — and provides that part payments or
instalment payments must also be lodged when the
payment is received and not delayed until the final total
amount has been received. Fourthly, with respect to
bond loans, the bill provides for facilitation of the
substitution of a private payment of a bond with a bond
loan that has been provided by the director of housing.
Fifthly, the bill will enable unclaimed bond moneys that
have been provided by the director of housing and held
by the RTBA to be repaid directly to the director of
housing, which currently is not what happens.
It is probably worthwhile defining what breaches of
duty are. They may be breaches by tenants or in certain
cases by landlords. From a tenant’s perspective,
breaches may occur with respect to not keeping the
premises clean, installing fixtures or other items
without consent, altering, renovating or adding to the
premises without consent, failing to restore premises to
prior condition or changing locks without consent.
Those types of acts can cause breaches. From a
landlord’s perspective, it could be things such as not
maintaining the premises in good repair or not
providing locks or keys to tenants.
Section 208 of the principal act refers to where and how
a notice may be issued with respect to a breach. A
notice would obviously have to specify what the breach
is and give details of what the loss or damage might be,
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how the breach will be remedied and if there are any
compensation arrangements with respect to that. A
notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate may
be served if a similar breach is committed in the future.
Unfortunately, as the member for Mill Park mentioned,
there is a lack of clarity with respect to how many
breaches can occur before a notice is served. This was
raised by the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal in a couple of cases that the member for Mill
Park referred to. So — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
This is quite a valuable contribution, and there is too
much audible chatter in the chamber.
Mr NORTHE — Yes, it is a very valuable
contribution; thank you, Acting Speaker. The
amendments we are proposing provide clarity in that
situation and make it clear when a notice to vacate or a
notice of intention to vacate may be served by a person
who is owed a duty — on the proviso, though, that that
person has served a breach of duty notice for the same
duty on two previous occasions. However, we have
also ensured that the third breach of duty notice remains
as an option for people who might want to use it. In this
example, the third notice would need to expire before a
notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate was
issued.
As I understand it, the RTBA has around 30 to
40 complaints per week from tenants with respect to
incomplete bond forms — that is, where a landlord or
an agent has secured a tenant’s signature on a bond
claim form that is either incomplete or blank. Members
can imagine the number of issues that would arise if
this form were completed after it was signed and those
details were incorrect or figures had been altered. The
amendments we are proposing here will make it an
offence for a landlord or a landlord’s agent to obtain a
tenant signature on a bond claim form unless the
amount has first been entered on that bond claim form.
That is a sensible provision that we believe will reduce
a lot of heartache should there be any disputes down the
track.
The issue in relation to the part payment of a bond
occurs when a landlord does not lodge a bond with the
RTBA despite receiving either a part payment or an
instalment payment. Again, in this particular scenario if
things go wrong and there is a dispute as a consequence
of that, the fallout would be quite profound. This bill
strengthens the legislation in that regard and makes it
clearer. There may be landlords out there who might
not consider it necessary to lodge a form until full
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payment is received. What we are doing as a
government through this provision is making it very
clear that when a part payment or instalment payment is
received, a form must be lodged with the RTBA. That
is another sensible provision that makes this
requirement very clear under the act.
With respect to director of housing bond loans, what we
are doing here is enabling the substitution of a private
payment of a bond with a bond loan provided by the
director of housing. As the member for Mill Park
mentioned, there are many vulnerable and
disadvantaged tenants, and in some cases they are
eligible to access bond loans from the director of
housing, which is very important. In some cases the
bond may be paid by the tenants themselves,
particularly if they are desperate to secure a tenancy. In
some circumstances there may be a part payment or
even a full payment of that bond. However, if, for
example, an eligible tenant wants to swap the bond with
a bond loan from the director of housing, then the
landlord authority is currently required to do that.
Again, as the member from Mill Park said, this can
cause much consternation. Is there desire or will on the
part of the landlord to actually pursue this with any
vigour? The jury is out on this. These amendments
remove this requirement and allow the RTBA to notify
the landlord rather than require the landlord to give
authority for this particular substitution. That is another
sensible provision.
Lastly, I want to talk about unclaimed bond moneys, to
which I referred earlier. Somewhere in the vicinity of
$740 000 currently sits with the RTBA and there is no
legislative mechanism currently available for this to be
transferred back to the director of housing, so this is a
vitally important provision that enables us to keep up
bond loan availability for eligible tenants. The current
situation compromises the issue of new loans. This bill
will enable the RTBA to refund a loan to the director of
housing in certain circumstances — and I must say ‘in
certain circumstances’. The member for Mill Park
referred to those circumstances in her contribution.
Basically if a new bond is received for a different
tenancy on the same premises and no application for a
refund of that premises’ bond has been made within
12 months of the date of receipt of the new bond, then
the RTBA can make payment back to the director of
housing.
I have just outlined five of this bill’s provisions, and I
think they are very sensible provisions. I am pleased to
see that the member for Mill Park and indeed other
opposition members seemed to speak very strongly in
support of these five provisions. This is a win-win
scenario for all those affected by these provisions,
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whether tenant or landlord, and I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2012. In doing so I acknowledge the
excellent and thorough contribution made by my
colleague the member for Mill Park. As always, she
made a professional and thorough presentation to
debate on the bill on behalf of the opposition.
The member for Mill Park indicated at the start of her
contribution that the opposition does not oppose this
bill, but in doing so she raised a couple of quite
important issues about which opposition members seek
clarification from the government. We hope that the
minister will come into the house to sum up on the bill
and at that time or when the bill is between houses
provide clarification on the two clauses the member for
Mill Park has drawn attention to. They are specifically
clause 19, which inserts new section 411B(3) into the
act, and clause 22. We hope the minister will do this
because we have rarely — at least in my experience in
this house — had any major disputation or departure
across the chamber when it comes to addressing
residential tenancy matters.
I think we have a very appropriate and robust
residential tenancy framework in Victoria. In my
previous time as the Minister for Housing — although
residential tenancy matters now come under the
responsibility of the Minister for Consumer Affairs —
my sense of this issue and the feedback I received was
that we have one of the most robust frameworks of any
state in Australia and, I submit also, one of the fairest. It
is most important that the framework is robust, fair and
independent and that there is a process through VCAT
(Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal) by which
parties, either tenant or landlord, can seek a remedy in
relation to tenancy matters so that they can be
addressed in essentially a non-legalistic environment
where both parties can, if the need arises, be in a
position to present their respective grievances before an
independent tribunal and have the matter addressed.
As the member for Mill Park rightly indicated, in one
respect these are relatively straightforward amendments
which I understand have been driven by the
department, which has picked up a range of anomalies
it seeks to have addressed through this bill. The first of
these anomalies relates to potential breaches of duty,
whether they be by the landlord or the tenant. In that
context we note that the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal has interpreted the existing
legislation as requiring the service and expiry of a third
breach of duty notice before — I repeat before — a
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notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate can be
served.

Tenancies Act 1997 and the proposed amendments
which we are debating here today.

I do not think this was ever the intent of the legislation,
and in the second-reading speech the government
indicates that the amendment we are debating here,
which we do not oppose and which is introduced in the
bill, makes it clear that a notice to vacate or a notice of
intention to vacate may be served by a person who is
owed a duty, provided that person has served a breach
of duty notice for a breach of the same duty on two
previous occasions. I think that sets a level of clarity for
VCAT and, as I indicated, for both the tenant and the
landlord on what the ground rules are. From now on the
circumstances under which action on a breach can be
implemented will be very clear to VCAT.

I note that the breach of duty provisions relate to
rooming houses, and again, as the member for Mill
Park so eloquently and kindly indicated, a range of
initiatives were implemented by the previous
government in relation to minimum standards for
rooming houses. I acknowledge the fantastic work that
was undertaken by the member for Albert Park, who
really led much of that reform work. I indicate that it is
very disappointing that this government has now been
in power for coming up to two years, that the Foley
review of minimum standards for rooming houses was
completed in late 2009 and was adopted by the then
government, yet it was only in March of this year that
this government completed a regulatory impact
statement on minimum standards for rooming houses. It
has gazetted a range of minimum standards that
rooming house operators will have to comply with in
the future, but they will not be implemented before
March 2013. It will be in excess of four years since the
rooming house standards task force did its work and the
then government agreed to those minimum standards.

The second amendment goes to the question of bonds.
It is in that context, as my colleague the member for
Mill Park indicated in her very comprehensive review
of the bill, that this amendment is again clearing up a
range of essentially technical matters, but matters which
are quite important in the day-to-day operation of the
rental market. As many members would know, whilst
the private rental market has come off a little from what
have been historically low vacancy rates of less than
1 per cent and has eased off a bit over the last
12 months, if you are a low-income person your
capacity to garner a property in the private rental
market remains an extraordinary challenge.
I invite members, if they have the opportunity and are
interested, to have a look at a report by Anglicare which
was published in the last four to six weeks. Anglicare
did a summary of available rental properties across
Australia but significantly in the Sydney and
Melbourne private rental market. It reviewed something
in the order of 20 000 properties that were available. It
was a snapshot of those two markets. The extraordinary
outcome of Anglicare’s work was that in those two
major metropolises there were quite literally less than
100 private rental units that would be potentially
accessible to low-income people. This is the stark
reality of what people are confronting in the two major
conurbations of the Sydney and Melbourne private
rental markets.
It is a very sobering report by Anglicare, and I
recommend it to anyone who is interested because it
sets out what is an extraordinary challenge ahead for
governments, both federal and state. There is, as we
know, an interplay between the two — the
commonwealth through rent assistance and the state
through the provision of public and social housing, the
provisions of the framework of the Residential

We are not talking about major reforms; we are talking
about the most basic conditions that one would expect
in a civil society. The minimum standards include that
for residents’ rooms:
any door used for entry to or exit from a resident’s room must
be fitted with a lock that is operated by a key …
a resident’s room must have at least two working power
outlets
residents’ windows must have a covering —

a blind that can be open and shut. The conditions for
bathrooms include that:
a shared bathroom or toilet must be fitted with a privacy
latch —

so that no-one can burst in on you.
They are the most basic things that we would expect in
this community, and it will be March 2013 — more
than four years after the former government agreed to
the task force recommendations — before this
government will implement those most basic
conditions. The fundamental thing is that this
government has failed in the most important
recommendation, which was to register rooming house
businesses under the Business Licensing Authority —
and shame on it for that!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise to speak in
support of the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill
2012, which amends the Residential Tenancies Act
1997. Although the bill contains modest and largely
technical amendments, its introduction is designed to
improve the effective operation of residential tenancies
legislation. It is about assistance and clarification for
both landlords and renters. As members know, many
renters are the most disadvantaged and vulnerable
people in our community. The majority of the changes
are being made in response to identified problem areas
in the legislation, and therefore the implementation of
the amendments is likely to reduce the number of
disputes between landlords and tenants.
Essentially this bill clarifies that a notice to vacate or a
notice of intention to vacate can be served following a
third successive breach of duty provisions. It tidies up
bond procedures by prohibiting a landlord or agent
from requesting or obtaining a tenant’s signature for a
bond claim form unless the bond repayment amounts
have first been entered onto the form. It also extends the
duty of a landlord to lodge a bond with the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority to include the lodgement of
part payments or instalments of payments of a bond. It
facilitates the substitution of a private payment of a
bond with a bond loan from the director of housing. It
also enables unclaimed bond moneys provided by the
director of housing and held by the RTBA to be repaid
to the director.
The bill applies to rented premises, including a room in
a rooming house or at a caravan park site. Tenants have
duties, and they are to maintain the premises
appropriately, to not cause damage, to not cause a
nuisance or interference, to provide certain information
and to ensure quiet enjoyment. If these duties are
breached, the landlord may issue a breach of duty
notice. The notice outlines the breach and specifies the
action required to be taken to remedy the breach. It may
also include reference to actions that are pending should
the required actions in the notice not be met or the
behaviours be repeated.
The breach of duty notice may include a notice to
vacate or a notice of intention to vacate. Depending on
the severity of the breach, generally the ‘three strikes
and you’re out’ principle applies. However, the existing
legislation has a flaw that has been highlighted by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. It does not
say precisely ‘three strikes and you’re out’; in fact
VCAT has interpreted it to mean that if it has not been
complied with after the compliance time on the third
breach has expired, a notice may be served. This in
effect makes it ‘3.5 or 4 or 5 strikes and you’re out’,
and a lot of damage can be done during the time that
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those extra strikes are made. The amendment made by
the bill gives a landlord the opportunity to serve a
notice on the third strike if they so choose. It preserves
the choice, should the landlord desire to exercise it, to
issue the third breach of duty notice with a time frame
and conditions.
The bill also amends part 10 of the principal act in
relation to bonds. Currently when a bond is paid to a
landlord in instalments or part payments it is not
uncommon for the landlord to hold the partial bond
payments and place the funds with the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority only when the entire bond is
collected. This creates a problem if documentation is
lacking in the event that the full bond is not collected.
This amendment provides that instalments and part
payments of bonds must be lodged.
In addition, the amendment to part 10 improves the
system of bond repayment. Frequently tenants who are
leaving sign bond claim application forms that do not
yet have an agreed figure on them. Cases have arisen
where tenants have signed the form without a figure
and then received less than they expected. The
amendment requires that the landlord provide that
figure before the tenant signs so that there is no dispute
down the track.
Furthermore, the amendment cleans up some issues
regarding bond loans made by the director of housing.
The director of housing may choose to provide a loan
for all or part of a bond for someone on a low income.
This certainly has advantages for people who clearly
need that sort of service. Sometimes an eligible tenant
may pay the bond to secure the rental but be reimbursed
through a loan. Currently that requires the landlord’s
signature, which can be hard to obtain and is quite
unnecessary. This amendment removes the requirement
for the landlord to sign.
The amendment also straightens out the process for
returning the bond loan to the director of housing.
Currently the act requires the landlord and the tenant to
sign a joint application. Because there is no gain in it
for the tenant or the landlord, the signatures are often
not provided, and the result is that $740 000 in bond
loans are currently frozen. Labor members obviously
did not know that that money existed, otherwise they
would have pinched it and added to their herd of white
elephants. Just imagine what could be done with
$740 000 — but it would have bought Labor members
only a small white elephant. They would probably have
to blow the money on a technological farce, like an IT
database perhaps to catalogue Labor’s history of white
elephants and IT stuff-ups such as myki, the desal plant
and the LEAP database.
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Anyway, getting back to the bill — —
Ms D’Ambrosio — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, surely the member is not actually discussing
the bill. She really needs to come back to the content of
the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order! I
note that the lead speakers have had a little bit more
discretion than others, and I ask the member to come
back to the bill.
Ms WREFORD — As I will. Anyway, $740 000 in
bond loans is in fact frozen. The amendment to part 10
of the principal act allows loans to be released to the
director of housing if no application for a bond refund
has been made within 12 months of the receipt of a new
bond for that address. Importantly, the government is
not wasting that money on white elephants. We are
returning it to the director of housing to cover future
bond loans.
It is important to recognise in the light of the imminent
arrival of a carbon tax that more people will need
support, especially those who are most vulnerable.
Many of them are renters. This part of the amendment
bill makes a slight change, so that when a bond refund
is sought, only the signature of the landlord is required.
Finally, this amendment bill automatically repeals the
old aspects of the act once the new provisions are in
place. These are very sensible changes. They make the
whole field of residential tenancy work better for
everyone in the community who is involved.
In summary, this bill amends the Residential Tenancies
Act 1997. The bill contains provisions that clarify
dealings with bad landlords or bad tenants. Essentially
the bill clarifies that a notice to vacate or a notice of
intention to vacate can be served in the instance of a
third breach of a duty provision. The bill tidies up bond
procedures, which are outlined, in relation to the
instalments or part payments of bonds; they must be
lodged with the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority.
This bill ensures that details about bond refunds must
be stated on the bond claim application forms before
tenants sign them. The bill fixes anomalies where bond
loans are made by the director of housing. These are
sensible changes that provide assistance to and add
clarity for people who are disadvantaged in our
community because they rent. The bill makes the whole
residential tenancies field work better for everybody in
the community who is involved in it. On that note I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to rise
to make a contribution to debate on the Residential
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Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012. The Labor Party is
not opposing the bill, but seeks some clarification from
the minister in relation to a couple of amendments
contained in it.
I begin my remarks by commenting on a number of
people I represent in my electorate in the Heidelberg
West area. More than 60 per cent of the
3000-plus residents are tenants, 50 per cent of the
3000-plus residents are tenants of the Office of Housing
and about another 10 per cent or so are tenants of
private rental properties. Matters that relate to
amendments to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997
affect tenants in my electorate, particularly those who
live in public housing. Those people come to me quite
often to talk about issues that relate to their rights as
tenants in housing provided by the government and
other sundry agencies.
There are a couple of points I would like to cover first
relating to clause 19(3) with respect to the bond
authority paying out a remaining amount of bond
money to a tenant. Unlike the rest of the bill, there is
discretion involved. Clause 19, which inserts new
section 411B, says:
(3) After the Authority pays an amount under subsection
(2), if the Authority holds a remaining amount of bond
in relation to the tenancy agreement for which the
amount of bond referred to in subsection (1)(a) was paid,
the Authority may pay to the tenant the remaining
amount of bond …

There is no reference in the second-reading speech as to
the circumstances where a tenant’s money would not be
repaid. An example that might be used would be where
the authority did not have an address or was unable to
contact the tenant. The minister needs to explain why a
discretion exists in this new section which has no
limitation and which could cause a tenant to have their
remaining bond unreasonably withheld. We seek some
clarification from the minister in relation to that point.
I also picked up on the fact that currently tenants need a
landlord’s signature on a variety of paperwork. This has
proved to be unnecessary and onerous. Tenants will no
longer be required to pursue landlords for their
signature. Many of us have been tenants and have had
those experiences. When you are a tenant when you
first live out of home there is a lot of bureaucracy to
work your way through. You must put in funds and
submit bond authority forms. Significant amounts of
your savings are involved. These are things you learn as
you are growing up. It is important to get an
understanding of how these matters work. You must
understand the need to deal with a bond authority. To
not necessarily have to go through a landlord in relation
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to some of these matters is an important change which
provides a level of comfort to tenants, particularly those
who might be first-time tenants working their way
through these systems while trying to manage large
sums of money as well.
I will touch on a couple of matters that relate to
rooming houses. Provisions regarding rooming houses
are contained in clause 5 of the bill. We have seen
reforms proposed following the work done by the
member for Albert Park in relation to rooming houses. I
draw the attention of members of the house to an article
in the Age of 12 March entitled ‘Delay in action on
rooming houses’:
Basic standards to improve conditions in dangerous rooming
houses will not be introduced for another year …
Welfare organisations have told the Age that without a central
registry of rooming house operators, which the Baillieu
government last night failed to commit to, any standards will
be rendered virtually useless because there will be no
accountability.

There are many people in my electorate who live in
rooming houses that are known to Banyule City
Council. In my previous role as a Banyule city
councillor, I know we did a lot of work in relation to
rooming houses that operated in the municipality. We
tried to implement arrangements whereby we could
hold operators to account for their obligations to
vulnerable people in the community. This Age article
reflects and deals with the government’s inaction in
relation to rooming houses. These issues are covered in
clause 5 in the bill. The article further says:
Thousands of Victoria’s most vulnerable people live in
rooming houses but a failure to introduce regulations means
there is currently no requirement to provide them with things
such as locks in toilets, periodic safety checks and at least two
power outlets in each bedroom.
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just quote from the RMIT research release, which
states:
New RMIT University analysis has revealed a dramatic
236 per cent increase in the number of people living in
rooming houses in Melbourne in the past five years, from
about 3700 in 2006 to more than 12 500 in 2011.

The research conducted by Professor Chris
Chamberlain from RMIT’s Centre for Applied Social
Research was released at a homelessness research
conference in Melbourne in April. I think it draws
further attention to the critical need for us to take action
on rooming house matters. This house of Parliament
has the necessary reports available to it resulting from
the work done by the member for Albert Park. There is
the opportunity to act swiftly on these matters. As the
RMIT research reveals, more and more vulnerable
Victorians are relying on rooming houses for their
accommodation.
The RMIT researchers have been able to obtain a
greater level of statistics, and the RMIT report release
goes on to say that:
… the rooming house population is becoming more diverse,
with growing numbers of single parents, aged pensioners,
unemployed people and students living in boarding houses.

What is partly the reason for that? Part of the reason the
researchers have been able to unpack these statistics,
which are different from those compiled by census
collectors, is that the census collectors often misclassify
these dwellings, resulting in statistics that do not pick
up on the reality of the rooming house boom. That is
often because some 75 per cent of registered rooming
houses in Melbourne are, according to Professor
Chamberlain:
… small family homes accommodating four to nine people,
which look no different from other properties in the same
street.

These matters are significant, and the attention of the
government needs to be drawn to them. The
government should act on these matters. The member
for Albert Park concluded his work in relation to them
in 2009, so there has been ample opportunity for the
government to take action on them. The article draws
the attention of the government to the issues involved
and shows it is clear that the government’s heart is not
in recognising the need for it to be accountable to
vulnerable people in our community who seek to put a
roof over their heads.

Again this brings us back to why we need a central
registry of rooming house operators — so that
municipalities and government authorities can provide
greater scrutiny of and accountability in rooming
houses in Victoria. If we are seeing a boom in the
number of people living in rooming houses, it is critical
the government act on the recommendations in the
reports that have been made available to it in relation to
these matters.

To draw further attention to the significance of this
matter I would also like to draw the house’s attention to
RMIT research released on 18 April which unveiled
Melbourne’s rooming house boom, if you like. I will

Among the myriad issues raised by many of the public
housing tenants who live in Heidelberg West, in my
electorate, in relation to the Office of Housing are not
only issues relating to maintenance matters and having
those addressed appropriately but also concerns about
the fact that there are a number of vacant dwellings or
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pieces of land owned by the Office of Housing that
could be provided to tenants in the future if the
government were to invest in public housing. Friends of
Public Housing has recently asked people for their
input and comment in relation to the paper the
government put out, Pathways to a Fair and
Sustainable Social Housing System, in April 2012.
Public housing tenants, who are covered by aspects of
the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, have
also expressed their concern to me about whether this
government is intending to hand over public housing to
private companies to make most people in public
housing pay more for their rent and also to give public
tenants a time frame in which to move out of public
housing into rental housing instead of having housing
security. These are the issues that confront people in my
electorate every day. They have recently had pension
increases from the Gillard government taken away from
them through increases in their public housing rent
instituted by the Baillieu government. These are the
concerns, as I say, faced by public housing tenants in
my electorate every day. There are many vulnerable
people in my community, including unemployed
people, young people, those with disabilities and those
with illnesses, who are stuck with rooming houses as
the only places that will provide them with
accommodation. This government needs to move more
quickly to act on the recommendations to make
rooming house operators accountable to all Victorians.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2012 and look at some of the great
legislative work that is being done by this government,
particularly by the Minister for Consumer Affairs. I
take the opportunity to point out that a lot of work has
been done in conjunction with the Minister for Housing
and the Minister for Community Services in a
whole-of-government approach to ensure that the most
vulnerable people in our community are protected. This
bill is very much about that.
I am glad the member for Ivanhoe talked about the
vulnerable people who live in our electorates and our
communities, because the elements of this bill include
facilitating bond moneys to ensure that those who are
vulnerable in our community are not utilising money
from their own pockets — money that could be spent
on food and other basic necessities — to pay for bonds;
that goes to the crux of this bill. I am sure the member
for Ivanhoe will be very supportive of us having taken
this proactive approach. The opposition had some
11 years to do something in this area, but it was left
aside, like many other areas under the previous
government.
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I turn to the elements of this bill, which looks at
improving the efficient operations of the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to clarify when notices to vacate or
notices of intention to vacate may be given following
successive breaches of duty provisions, to enhance the
operations involved in governing the lodgement and
payment of residential bonds and also to effectively free
up bond loans currently held by the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority, enabling the director of
housing to put those moneys back into further bond
loans to assist people on low incomes to access rental
accommodation. As I said, that cuts to the core of this
particular bill, ensuring that we get the money back into
the community, back into the areas that need it most
and back to the most vulnerable — ensuring that those
people are provided with housing, which is one of the
most important necessities that, as we all know, all
people deserve.
Before I go into the core elements of this bill, I would
like to pick up on the comments made by the member
for Richmond when he spoke about rooming houses
and the fact that we have been very slow in taking up
some activities when it comes to rooming houses. We
have been at the forefront of ensuring that we bring
rooming houses up to scratch. We are putting in place
processes to raise rooming house standards, and that is
very important to this government. We have given
rooming houses time to make these provisions. You
cannot expect things to happen instantaneously when in
many cases you are talking about big operations — —
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I hear an interjection from
the member for Mill Park about a knob on a door. That
is absolutely ridiculous. What we are talking about is
not one knob on one door but many doors and many
knobs, because in many cases these are big facilities. If
you want to do this properly, you need to provide
opportunities for that to happen. We do not want to put
people out on the street and allow rooming houses to
not be up to scratch; we want to give rooming houses
time to ensure that they put these things in place. At the
end of that time, they will be fined if they are still in
breach of the legislative provisions. We are doing this
properly, unlike the member for Mill Park, who rants
and raves. She had 20 minutes to contribute to the
debate on this bill, but in the last 10 minutes she
absolutely strayed from the bill.
I will return to the five key provisions of the bill.
Firstly, the bill will clarify that a notice to vacate or a
notice of intention to vacate may be served following
the third successive breach of duty. Secondly, it will
prohibit a landlord from requesting to obtain a tenant’s
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signature on a bond claim unless the bond repayment
amounts have first been entered onto the form. Thirdly,
it will extend the duty of a landlord to lodge a bond
with the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority
(RTBA) to include lodgement of part payments or
instalment payments of a bond. Fourthly, it will
facilitate a substitution of private payment of the bond
with a bond loan provided by the director of housing.
Finally, it will enable unclaimed bond moneys provided
by the director of housing and held by the RTBA to be
repaid to the director of housing.
I will look at successive breaches first. What we are
doing is clarifying the process of serving a notice.
Tenants can be in breach for not keeping the premises
reasonably clean, for installing fixtures without consent,
for altering, renovating or changing the mix of the
premises without consent, for failing to restore a
premises to its prior condition or for changing the locks
without consent. These are basic tenant obligations. At
the same time, a landlord can also be in breach if they
do not take reasonable steps to ensure that a tenant has
the quiet enjoyment of the premises, that the premises is
maintained and in good repair or that it is secure and
has proper locks on external doors and windows so that
the tenant can live in a peaceful and harmonious way.
In both cases, a landlord or a tenant is able to issue a
breach of duty notice when the other party breaches
their duty.
At the moment it is quite unclear how many breaches of
duty must take place before a notice to vacate can be
served. This bill expedites that process by providing
that the notice to vacate may be served immediately
after the third successive breach of the same duty. The
landlord or tenant may choose to simply serve a further
breach of duty notice if they wish to do so. We are
trying to streamline the process to allow the tenant and
the landlord to work together and make it easier for
them to settle a dispute.
The second element of the bill regarding incomplete
bond forms makes it an offence for a landlord or agent
to request or obtain a signature on a bond form unless
the amount on the bond has first been entered on the
form. This is very important, because if you are filling
in a blank form, which has happened in many cases,
then at the time of trying to settle a dispute the tenant
might find that a landlord has one figure in mind and
the tenant has another. Then a dispute takes place, and
the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority is called —
sometimes 30 times in a week by tenants trying to settle
those disputes. This clogs up the system. In some cases
there is the opportunity to go to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, but if tenants go to VCAT, it
adds another process as well as more time and
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uncertainty. This government is not about that; we want
to unclog and streamline the system. We have a
commitment to cutting red tape. I have spoken on many
occasions about cutting red tape by 25 per cent, and this
bill certainly goes to the crux of doing that.
I want to finish by talking about housing loans, because
I think it is really important to do so. Housing loans
allow low-income earners the ability to access money
for a bond but not have to take that money out of their
own pocket. This can be a very difficult situation,
particularly when that money is needed to pay for other
things. The bill addresses this issue and allows the
RTBA to notify the landlord of a substitution.
Finally, it is important to mention that the total amount
of bond loans currently held by the RTBA is $740 000.
That money has been held since 2003, and I consider
that to be incompetent. The fact is that $740 000 could
have been spent on more housing. It could have been
spent on getting people into properties. It could have
been spent on a whole lot of things — —
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I hear the member for Mill
Park interjecting again. What we will do with it is take
that money and put it back out there to ensure that we
get more people into housing. That is what we are
doing. The opposition is all about lip-service. The
Labor Party has always been about lip-service when it
comes to this sort of thing. It talks about trying to help
the most vulnerable, but the coalition is delivering on
helping the most vulnerable. We care, and it is obvious
that we care because we are delivering bills like this to
the house — —
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — It is all very well to talk
about it. It is all very well to provide lip-service, as the
member for Mill Park does when she continually
interjects, but lip-service is not enough. Our
government is delivering. That $740 000 will pay for a
lot of housing and accommodation. We are delivering
in an area in which Labor failed over its 11 years in
government. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to speak on the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012. As has
been stated, the Labor Party is not opposing this bill.
In opening, I would like to touch on clause 6(1) of the
bill, which amends section 308(1) of the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to clarify matters in relation to
caravan parks. Caravan parks have a particular role in
the community that I represent. I have spoken a number
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of times in this place about Summerhill Residential
Park in Reservoir. In touching upon that I would like to
pay tribute to Marian and Lionel Foster, who have led
many years of campaigning for the rights of tenants in
caravan parks.
Caravan park regulation is particularly important
because of the specific nature of tenancy within a
caravan park. Caravan parks, or residential parks, as
they are often known, are places where a person can
own a caravan or what is considered a demountable
home, which in theory can be moved — although often
they are not; often they are kept in one place for a long
period of time — and the tenant owns the building but
rents the land. The rent is paid to the landlord for the
land. This creates specific issues that were dealt with —
and I note that the member for Caulfield has left the
chamber — by the previous government in specific
legislation relating to caravan parks, which gave more
rights to residents.
There are specific needs that arise for tenants in caravan
parks. In one sense they have all the responsibilities of
homeowners to look after and maintain their own
buildings and make repairs et cetera, but they have
some of the insecurities and disadvantages that are
experienced by renters, so they do not have flexibility.
One of the advantages of being a renter is the flexibility
of lifestyle, of being able to move without the
disruption that a homeowner faces in selling their
home. But a caravan park tenant has some of those
same market disadvantages, so any regulation that
improves the lot of caravan park residents is of special
interest to me and the residents who live in my
electorate, particularly in Summerhill Residential Park.
The bill amends the provisions in the principal act that
relate to three breaches and provides for a
simplification and clarification of the process for a
landlord issuing a notice to vacate to a tenant, in that
after two breaches there can be a notice to vacate issued
rather than another breach of duty notice. However,
clause 6 (2), which inserts new section 308(1A),
appears to be a caveat on the issuing of a third breach
notice, where the issuing of the breach notice is limited
because it is not able to be served until the time period
set out in the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 for that
notice has elapsed. In effect you cannot immediately
issue a third notice; you have to wait the specified
period. For example, if the breach notice was for an
issue related to the maintenance of the property, or the
land in this case, the time given for the breach notice
would have to elapse before the notice was issued
requiring the persons to vacate.
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This is of particular importance because it is not so
simple to vacate if you own a caravan or a demountable
home in which one can have significant equity, and in
Victoria there is not really a secondary market to take
the residents to. If you own what is called a
demountable home, there is not an effective secondary
market of places to move the home to after popping it
on a trailer. In fact many of them sit in the same
location for a person’s entire life, and people live in
these situations literally for decades. There are special
needs relating to tenants of caravan parks. Again I put
on the record my gratitude and the gratitude of the
community for the work of Marian and Lionel Foster in
fighting for the rights of caravan park tenants.
Overall the bill can be seen as essentially containing
two parts: the first relating to successive breaches and
the second relating to bonds. On successive breaches, a
number of provisions of the act relate to the third
breach. They allow both the tenant and the landlord
after two breaches have occurred to issue respectively a
notice of intention to vacate or a notice to vacate with
regard to a third breach. Clauses 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of
the bill deal with these particular matters, not just in
relation to residential parks but to a series of situations,
including rooming houses, normal tenancies and other
circumstances. This is a measure which clarifies the
situation. After two breach of duty notices have been
served, the third can be either a notice of intention to
vacate or a notice to vacate.
I noted that at least one government speaker framed a
reference to these matters simply in terms of the rights
of the landlord, while others mentioned the tenant. That
is concerning to me, and it should be noted that these
rights, relating effectively to a third-strike provision,
relate to the rights of both tenants and landlords.
It is important to note that tenants have rights and that
provisions for the exercising of the tenants’ rights to
leave leases exists under the bill where the landlord has
been remiss: they may have failed to repair a heater in
the middle of winter, refused to take the reasonable
necessary actions to ensure the quiet enjoyment of the
property or there may have been other circumstances.
The shadow minister for consumer protection, the
member for Mill Park, is sitting next to me, but I am
sure the fact that these rights apply to tenants is one of
the reasons the Labor Party is not opposing the bill.
It is a balance to ensure that the rights of both tenants
and landlords are protected. The provision of housing is
one of the most critical human rights that persons can
have. Without adequate, safe and appropriate housing it
is essentially impossible for people to live a meaningful
life within our community. That is one of the reasons
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this right has been dealt with over time not just in
residential tenancy law but in an evolutionary series of
amendments. I noted some of the inflammatory
comments from government backbench members, but
this bill should be seen in the context of the regular
legislative process. The Residential Tenancies Act 1997
and other related acts have been amended over a long
period — in fact, across governments — to ensure the
more effective operation of such an important area of
community life. As I said, without secure and adequate
housing, persons cannot enjoy the benefits which the
community provides.
The tenants union has raised a number of concerns. One
of them is about clause 19, which inserts new section
411B. New section 411B(3) refers to when the bond
authority would pay out remaining bond money to a
tenant. This section allows for discretion and provides
that the authority ‘may pay to the tenant the remaining
amount of the bond’. I note that in the second-reading
speech there was no reference to the circumstances
under which tenant money would not be repaid. That is
a matter which should be clarified by the minister in
summing up.
Clause 22 deals with how the bond authority is to pay
the director of housing any remaining bond loan when
the tenancy agreement has expired. I note that a number
of matters have been raised by the lead speaker for the
opposition. It is appropriate that those matters be
clarified by the minister in summing up. Of course that
is if the minister chooses to sum up, because ministers
have chosen not to sum up on many occasions. I think
this minister has never chosen to sum up, which is a
discourtesy to the house. The minister should clarify
those concerns that have been raised, because it is
important to ensure that there is clarity, both within the
law and within the community, about the understanding
of the law.
Issues relating to bonds have been raised a number of
times. These clauses resolve issues that arise where
landlords get tenants to sign incomplete bond forms,
where there is not an amount specified. I note that
previous speakers have touched upon this, but this is a
critical aspect. It is important to understand that these
situations can be unequal. Persons can be desperate to
get housing and to ensure that they have access to
housing. Anyone, using common sense, would think
you would not sign a blank form, but it is quite usual.
People are presented with large numbers of forms. I
think it was the member for Caulfield who said that the
figure for complaints regarding this matter was 30 a
week. It is important that the rights of people who are
seeking to gain housing are protected and that a clear
amount is clarified for both parties.
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That is something the Labor Party is not opposing. In
fact it is important to protect the rights of tenants in
such circumstances, because they can be in very
vulnerable situations. As I said, the Labor Party is not
opposing this bill, but I think it would be a courtesy to
the house if the minister returned to sum up on the bill
and deal particularly with concerns relating to
clauses 19 and 22.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 June; motion of
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections).
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Much ado
about little is how this bill would be categorised by
commentators from Shakespeare to Seinfeld.
Nevertheless I rise to make a contribution in the public
interest on the Statute Law Revision Bill 2012. The
shame of it is that the government does not consider it
has more substantive issues to address. That is one of
the issues that I want to discuss in framing my
contribution in today’s debate on the bill. One of the
issues we face is a government which has gestures but
which lacks substance. This is of particular concern
because all we have in this house is time, and the time
should be used to actually look at the affairs of state
that are of great concern to the public, one of which is
leadership.
People wonder what is happening when they see
reports that the Premier is just staring out of the
window at 1 Treasury Place, seemingly in existentialist
angst like Hamlet, asking himself, ‘To lead or not to
lead, is that the question?’. That is one of the key issues.
Then they see the circling of the conspirators, and they
have concern about vaulting ambition. They wonder
what is happening. As the Bard may have categorised
the Minister for Energy and Resources, ‘He is a lean
and hungry man. He thinks too much’. He would have
warned the Premier, ‘Such men are dangerous’.
Then in the upper house there is the Minister for
Planning, who was written off this week by the Age,
which said that what he had was a land grab, not a plan.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, we are debating the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2012. I know the lead speaker has some
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degree of flexibility in their contribution, but I do not
see how the direction the member for Broadmeadows is
going in with his contribution has any relationship with
the bill.
Mr Madden — On the point of order, Speaker, I
would like you to rule the point of order out of order
because I think the minister doth protest too much.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order, but I ask the
member for Broadmeadows to come back to the bill we
are debating.
Mr McGUIRE — The minister does protest too
much, and it says a lot about why he has to do that.
Thank you for your advice, Acting Speaker. Speaking
on the bill, I am setting the form of what this debate
should be about. It is about why this bill is emblematic
of this government. If we look at what is really going
on, we see that these are the affairs of state that the
public wants us to debate in here; these are the issues
that we should spend our time on.
Speaking on a very narrow bill introduced by a narrow,
punishing government, I will address some of the key
propositions in it. What does the bill actually do? This
bill makes amendments to 57 acts, but what are they?
They are broad in scope but narrow in content and
significance. What does the bill do? It corrects minor
errors or omissions, such as cross-referencing, spelling,
drafting or grammatical errors. It updates nomenclature,
such as the names of government departments, agencies
and successor acts. It repeals spent subsections,
sections, divisions or parts of acts, and it remedies
incorrect legislative instructions or failed amendments.
This is an uncontroversial bill. Given what has
happened this week, particularly in journalism, where
we have seen the loss of jobs, this could almost be
reframed as a subeditors bill, because that is really what
it is doing. It is picking up these little issues at the
margin of the main debate, which are necessary but not
really the main game that we should be debating here.
The chief parliamentary counsel has certified that the
bill contains only amendments appropriate to a revision
bill and does not make any substantive change to the
statute law of Victoria. There is the rub. I also note that
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee is
satisfied that all revisions and amendments contained in
the bill are necessary and appropriate statute law
revision amendments. Therefore Labor will not oppose
the bill. This is, as the minister said in his
second-reading speech, ‘part of the Victorian
Parliament’s regular housekeeping arrangements …
making technical improvements to the state’s statutes’

2861

rather than substantive amendments. I rest my case on
that point.
As such, this bill is emblematic of the Baillieu-Ryan
government. This bill makes technical and
non-substantive amendments to 57 different acts across
the areas of road safety, the environment, youth
employment, child safety, business and corporations,
justice and sentencing, education, consumer affairs,
health, public health and safety, infrastructure and
major projects, public transport, resources, scrutiny of
government, planning, housing, industry policy and
water management. The point I have been making is
that while the scope is wide, the impact is narrow.
Therefore it beggars belief that a government elected on
promises to fix the problems, build the future, cut the
cost of living and govern for all has just come in here
and all it is fit to do is dot the i’s and cross the t’s on
57 pieces of legislation across this breadth of policy
areas. It exposes the government’s inability to deliver
on its extraordinary election promises and confirms that
the Liberal-Nationals coalition’s strategy is to
manipulate the electoral cycle for its political
self-interest, delivering only gestures rather than
appropriate responses to the challenges facing this state.
As Josh Gordon pointed out in the Age of 30 June
2011:
Unlike previous state governments, the Baillieu government
is showing little interest in using the R word.

The R word is ‘reform’. The article goes on:
There is no brains trust discussing how to address looming
problems …

This is a relevant and significant insight. If this
government did have a brains trust working in the
public interest, perhaps it would effect a more
substantive change to, for example, the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 than to
correct a punctuation error in section 14 (4).
The government has no vision, no plan and no job
strategy, and there is still no narrative and no ideas. Far
from having a theme, this government has an identity
crisis. This is a government that either delivers gestures
lacking substance or is ideologically split and does not
want to intervene. If by some chance it does engage, it
fails to deliver. This sentiment was echoed by the dean
of the school of global studies, social science and
planning at RMIT University, David Hayward, who
pointed out in November 2011:
There comes a time in all leaders’ lives when they must
decide what it is they want to leave behind. No doubt this
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thought will be troubling Premier Ted Baillieu as he ponders
the remaining three years of his first term.

Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask you to bring the member back to the bill.
He has moved well away from the bill. I know he
missed his opportunity to speak on the matter of public
importance this morning when he could have made
such a contribution, but this is not what a statute law
reform bill is about.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. However,
even with the wide latitude a lead speaker gets, I ask the
member to come back to the bill.
Mr McGUIRE — On the bill and on this theme, I
am stretching the theme — —
Mr Walsh — You are stretching the truth.
Mr McGUIRE — No, I am painting the picture and
delivering the theme for a debate.
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Mr Southwick — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, on the matter of relevance, we have just heard
the member allude to the vision of the coalition
government and the Premier, which has absolutely no
relevance to a statute law bill. He keeps straying from
the bill. We have asked you to ask him to stop doing so
on a number of occasions. I ask you to bring him back
to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I uphold the point of order on this occasion,
because the member has had three opportunities to
come back to the bill. As I said, the scope of the lead
speaker is quite wide, but I ask the member to come
back to the bill.
Mr McGUIRE — On the bill, as I was leading up
to saying, it is about the freedom of information
proposition. I refer to the amendments to the Freedom
of Information Act 1982 that delete the unnecessary
conjunction ‘or’ in section 23(1)(c).
An honourable member interjected.

Mr Walsh — It is a very wide canvas.
Mr McGUIRE — It needs to be a wide canvas,
because it is such a narrow bill. That is all we get in this
Parliament — narrow, punishing propositions.
The article continues:
Steve Bracks left behind a democratised upper house and a
charter of human rights, two pretty impressive achievements.
Jeff Kennett left behind a state on the move after inheriting
one in decline. And John Cain bequeathed a modernised
bureaucracy and freedom of information legislation that for a
time was the envy of the land. But what might Baillieu leave
behind? Nothing immediately comes to mind.

I will take up this point, because it is particularly
relevant to the amendments made in the bill to the
freedom of information legislation. I am dealing
directly with the bill on this point.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is straying widely from the bill again. I ask
you to bring him back to it.
Mr Pallas — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
it is apparent from what the member has just said that
he is talking directly to the bill.
Mr Walsh — As soon as I stood up.
Mr Pallas — If the minister thinks he is that
responsive to his every gesture, it is a sign of how
responsive and intelligent our lead speaker is.

Mr McGUIRE — This is right on the guts of the
bill, as the member of The Nationals said, and I heard
him well.
What this comes down to is the question: what is the
weight and measure of the word ‘or’? Reform of
freedom of information was a key plank in the
coalition’s promise to provide a new era of
transparency and accountability, but far from delivering
this new era, the Baillieu-Ryan regime has presided
over the demise of freedom of information.
As the Age editorialised on 20 April — and this is about
section 23(1)(c):
At least Victorians now know this much: the state that three
decades ago led the way on open government today ranks as
one of the most secretive in the country …
…
In essence, the government and its agencies display barely
concealed contempt for the principle underpinning FOI laws,
being the public’s right to know and to hold its elected leaders
accountable … In opposition Mr Baillieu pledged greater
transparency, but appears to have done precisely the opposite
since winning government.

This editorial followed a report by Josh Gordon in the
Age of 12 April, which says:
Like most first-term governments in recent Australian
political history, the Baillieu team came to power making
grand promises about reforms after speaking out while in
opposition about the need for transparency.
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Yet, 16 months after the November 2010 election, the
situation is as bad as ever. Government departments are
supposed to handle freedom of information requests
independently of ministerial offices.

Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
draw your attention to what appears to be the member
reading his speech. I ask you to make a ruling on that.
Mr McGUIRE — I am reading a direct quote from
the Age.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I ask the member whether he is referring to his
notes.
Mr McGUIRE — I am referring to notes, and what
I was speaking to when the member made that
interjection was a direct quote, so it had better be read
accurately.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. I ask the
member for Broadmeadows to proceed.
Mr McGUIRE — The quote continues:
Nor is the government’s long-awaited freedom of information
commission likely to help. Among a raft of other
impediments, the commissioner will have no power to review
decisions by ministers or department heads, no power to
conduct ‘own motion’ investigations and no power to release
cabinet-in-confidence documents …
Victoria’s freedom of information laws have been turned into
a Kafkaesque quagmire. The original intention of the act has
been so distorted that it seems to be achieving little more than
tying up hundreds of bureaucrats for thousands of hours at a
cost of millions of dollars.

That is about as damning a critique as a government
could get. So much for the amendments to the Freedom
of Information Act 1982 made by this bill.
This goes to my substantive issue — that is, that this
bill is really just housekeeping when we need major
reform. What we really need is for the government to
deliver on its promises to govern for all. Where is that?
This is what we need from this government. Even the
former Liberal Premier, Jeff Kennett, quoted John
Kennedy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McGUIRE — You know the quote — you are
looking for it — ‘Just do something!’. I have taken up
this call many a time in this chamber. Where are the
jobs? Where is the vision? What is the government
doing?
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How does the government respond to legitimate pleas
from the opposition to deliver jobs and provide
economic leadership for Victoria in a time of need? It
says we are talking down the economy. We are
imploring the government to act, not talking anything
down. What Labor is in fact doing is talking up the
needs and the best interests of the Victorian people.
The opposition’s view was vindicated by the Age
commentator Tim Colebatch in his assessment of the
budget in the Age of 2 May, when he said:
But nor was there anything resembling a jobs plan, or
anything aiming to get the economy to fire on all cylinders
again.
And there was nothing to answer the question Victorians are
asking: why does Ted Baillieu want to be Premier? Where
does he want to take us?
At some point, his government is going to have to tell us what
it stands for. The budget was a missed chance to do that.

The people of Victoria are still waiting for an answer to
this, and it is not contained in this bill or in the
legislation that we see come into this chamber week in,
week out. This is my critical point, and this is my call to
this government — that it actually take up what it
should be doing, take on the responsibility and start to
act like a government. Those opposite still have an
oppositional mindset. They have been institutionalised
after 11 long, dark years in opposition. They do not get
it. Losing money and being ripped off is not a hiccup. It
is not a hiccup if you live in Broadmeadows. The media
had to shame the Premier into doing something about it
by showing how many groceries you can actually get
for that amount of money. It is not the government’s
money; it belongs to the taxpayers — to the people.
Give it back to them!
From this bill Victorians can understand that the
government stands for grammar and punctuation but
not much else. There is a lack of vision and a lack of a
plan for Victoria. This is a housekeeping bill from a
housekeeping government; that is all we have got.
However, there is a broader issue at play. The
government has been exposed as being without a vision
or a plan. It has only a political scheme to win an
election. It is manipulating the electoral cycle by
delivering gestures instead of substantive policy in the
public interest. Victorians have been despairing over
what the government stands for and, as Mr Colebatch
articulated, what Ted Baillieu wants to do as Premier.
Rather than having a vision for Victoria, perhaps
simply holding power is the government’s ultimate
goal.
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Mr Southwick — On a point of order again, Acting
Speaker, we are hearing editorial comment, which is
great for those who have not caught up on the daily
newspapers, but the member has continually strayed far
and wide from this bill. We do not need a commentary
on how the state’s affairs are being handled; we need to
know the relevance of the member’s comments to the
statute bill before the house. It is a very narrow bill. I
ask that you draw the member back to that bill. He is
making a great contribution, but it would probably be
better suited to the newspapers than the Parliament.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I uphold the point of order, and I ask the
member again to confine his comments to what is in the
bill and not to discuss what is not in the bill.
Mr McGUIRE — I go back to the fact that there are
amendments to 57 different acts across areas including
road safety, the environment, youth employment, child
safety, business incorporations, justice and sentencing,
education, consumer affairs, public health and safety,
infrastructure and major projects, public transport,
resources, security of government, planning, housing,
industry policy and water management, yet the
government only sees fit to dot the i’s and cross the t’s.
An honourable member — That’s good
government.
Mr McGUIRE — That is the shame of another
opportunity lost; it is not about good government. The
government has not delivered. It is about the failure to
deliver that is the consequence. It is the lost
opportunity — the opportunity cost of having those
opposite in government. They have done nothing, and
they do not know what to do. That is why this is yet
another bill that is much ado about little. That is the
shame of it all.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The role of
dotting i’s and crossing t’s is a pivotal aspect of the
legislative process. Great matters have risen and fallen
in the judicial process on issues of interpretation. With
the latitude of the Chair and the cooperation of
colleagues, I would like to share a brief story that
illustrates the tenor of this bill. In A. P. Herbert’s book
Uncommon Law there is a story with the title ‘Is a
golfer a gentleman?’. It is about a fellow who, as I
recall, was charged with a large number of offences
under the profane utterances act of an earlier English
century, and in his defence before the magistrate — —
Mr Madden — So this is relevant to the law?
Mr THOMPSON — By way of background, it is.
We are speaking about statute law, and that particular
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case was a case of statute law. This gentleman was
arguing that for 17 holes of the golf course he was a
gentleman and therefore if an offence took place on one
of those, he would be liable to be charged at the
appropriate levy of 1 shilling per offence but that there
was one hole on this particular golf course on which no
person who had played it before could ever be called a
gentleman, because as they approached the ravine with
the waves crashing on the rocks and remembered where
their golf balls had gone last time they played there the
blood would be boiling in their bodies and a rage would
develop as they teed off and subsequently lost their golf
balls.
The point of this story is that for 17 holes of the course
this fellow argued that he could be described as a
gentleman, but for the one hole on the golf course in
relation to which he was being charged under the
Profane Utterances Act of an earlier English century he
was not liable to be fined as a gentleman but rather at
the rate of a serf, which was a lower rate. This story
illustrates in a general way the importance of judicial
interpretation in the common law and the importance of
dotting i’s and crossing t’s. There is a level of precision
that we rely upon. As Winston Churchill said, we have
institutions that have taken 1000 years to establish but
could disappear in the dust in a moment. A bill with
that level of precision, word by word, apostrophe by
apostrophe, full stop by full stop, semicolon by
semicolon, has defined the legal structures we have
under the Westminster system of government.
This bill amends some 57 acts or thereabouts in a
number of different ways. As has been said before on
another statute law repeal bill, as opposed to this bill
before the house, which is a revision bill, there is the
viewpoint that these acts succinctly and evocatively
draw attention to Australia’s and Victoria’s past history.
In this chamber the Boer War veterans legislation was
debated, which gives an insight into Australian troops
from across the nation going to fight in South Africa.
There was the blind soldiers legislation, and there is the
miner’s phthisis legislation, which showed the perils of
early deaths for those who went down into the mines in
this state. Each bill or act that is repealed draws
attention to matters that have had the full attention,
focus and concentration of this particular chamber
throughout Victoria’s history. There are important
aspects that we need to recognise and understand in that
particular context.
I might note too that the bills that are being amended
give an insight into particular aspects of our history,
matters which have affected our electorates and matters
which have affected the great features of the state of
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Victoria. For example, item 34 of the schedule relates
to the National Parks Act 1975. Item 34.1 states:
Insert the following heading to section 29 —
“Wilsons Promontory National Park”.

Item 34.2 states:
In section 29(1), for “Wilson’s” substitute “Wilsons”.

Item 34.3 states:
In section 37A(5)(a)(i), for “Wilson’s” substitute “Wilsons”.

Item 34.4 states:
In Part 20 in Schedule Five, for “Wilson’s” substitute
“Wilsons”.

These are small amendments, but they are very
important, because those travelling to Wilsons
Promontory would see on the road signs in the
electorate of Gippsland South the correct spelling of the
name of an important landmark, one of the great
features of the Australian continent. Wilsons
Promontory is the southernmost part of the Australian
landmass before we move down to Tasmania. It
represents one of the great recreational precincts within
this state. Those who have had the privilege of going to
Tidal River or walking around the bay at Wilsons
Promontory understand that it is one of our great
landmarks. Then there is the magnificence of Sealers
Cove. I note that the Treasurer is at the table. I think he
still has my picture of the lighthouse at Wilsons
Promontory. I had this magnificent framed picture in
my office; it was a photograph that I had had blown up.
During the debate on the marine parks legislation I
loaned it to him. I will seek its return.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THOMPSON — It has been asked how many
years ago I loaned the picture to him. It was about the
year 2001, so it was 11 years ago. I look forward to its
return. This does illustrate the regard for which Wilsons
Promontory is held as a great national park in Victoria.
There are other acts here. At item 40 there is an
amendment to the Prahran Mechanics’ Institute Act
1899. In that particular act in section 14 there are two
‘the’s, which is obviously a drafting error. That error
will be removed. That act has been tidied up with
precision.
With regard to precision in language, I would like to
make another comment in passing. A couple of weeks
ago one of Victoria’s great classics teachers died. His
name was Geoffrey Wenzel. His grandfather, a relative
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on one side of the family, constructed the spire at
St Paul’s Cathedral. His own father was a cleric.
Geoffrey Wenzel was a classicist, and he spent his life
teaching in Victorian schools. At one time he taught at
University High. He taught at a number of Victorian
secondary schools. He was a great sportsman, making
90 runs for the Brighton subdistrict cricket club and
kicking 10 goals in a school game in earlier years.
He was a person devoted to precision in the instruction
of the classics — Latin and Ancient Greek. There is a
discipline in the study of language — the conjugating
of verbs, the declining of nouns and the development of
a good understanding of syntax in its proper format. It
is a discipline that requires great rigour. From that
foundation people have gone on to other tasks which
require great precision. In yesteryear Latin was a
foundation language for the study of medicine and law.
It was a discipline. It taught people how to think, and it
gave an insight into the ancient world. Matters such as
the punctuation amendments in the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2012 are of equal importance in
developing a precise language and a good
understanding of the law.
There have been judicial cases that have rested on the
determination and definition of a word’s meaning. In
the bill before the house there is an amendment to the
Magistrates’ Court Amendment (Assessment and
Referral Court List) Act 2010. Item 28 states:
In section 4(2)(a), for “paragraph (c)” substitute
“paragraphs (c)”.

Members of the judiciary and members of the Victorian
Bar have entered into this particular arena, and I might
add that members of this house have gone on to serve
on the bench. George Higinbotham, who was once a
member in this place, later went on to become the chief
justice of this state and to apply his learning and
language to his role on the bench. In addition, numbers
of people have come from the bar into this place to
exercise their knowledge of 1000 years in the
development of common law and subsequent statute
law, which this Statute Law Revision Bill 2012 is
designed to refine and correct so that there is a good
foundation for legal activities that are undertaken in the
state of Victoria.
As part of the Baillieu government’s process of
balancing the budget, building export markets,
improving productivity and helping industries in
transition, this is just one of the finessing tasks that
occupy the time of the house on this day.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — It gives me pleasure to
rise to speak on the Statute Law Revision Bill 2012. In
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so doing I recognise that the work of this Parliament
and the need for constant revision of statute law are
important. On occasion the drafters of bills do fail to
pick up each and every drafting change that is required.
On occasion history overtakes the language used in
legislation and there is a need, necessarily, to fix it up.
The Statute Law Revision Bill 2012, as its name would
suggest, is a bill that seeks to revise a number of acts on
the Victorian statute book. In particular there is a
schedule to the bill containing something like 57 acts
which are affected by this bill. At this point I should
recognise the work of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee in relation to the bill. In
particular it has identified that the bill proposes to make
revisions to acts in four succinct and specific areas:
correcting minor errors or omissions, such as
cross-references; spelling and drafting or grammatical
errors; updating nomenclature and repealing spent
subsections, sections, divisions or parts of acts; and
remedying ineffective legislation instructions or
amendments. This bill is almost self-described by its
nature — that is, it is a bill that leads to regular and
uncontroversial housekeeping. As has been indicated,
the opposition will be supporting the bill’s passage.
In many ways this is a bill where you dot your i’s and
cross your t’s. Indeed, if you did not cross your t’s, for
example, in the word ‘Ted’, you would end up with
‘IED’, which would be an improvised explosive device.
We would not want that. The state of Victoria would
not want that. It may be in fact that we have got it!
To continue the Shakespearean allusions, and I
acknowledge the greater capacities in that respect of the
member for Broadmeadows, this is not what
Shakespeare alluded to as being ‘such stuff as dreams
are made on’. In the legislative context much more
needs to be done. We are filling the time of this
Parliament with a bill that, dour though it may be, is
nonetheless critically important. As the member for
Sandringham, when he was talking on the bill and not
seeking the return of a painting that had been — —
Mr Wells — It was a photo.
Mr PALLAS — It was a photo, was it? He was
seeking the return of a photo that had been in some way
stolen from him. If we do not get the legislative drafting
right, we get very clear consequences of that.
There are some very unfortunate cases in British
statutes, and the Westminster tradition law that applies
in this country has arisen from them. One case that
takes me back to my succession days when I was
studying law is In Re Baden’s Deed Trusts, a case
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where the drafting of a will ultimately led to a family
fortune not being appropriately allocated, largely
because of a spelling mistake contained in one word
and one word only. Ultimately some of the partners in
the firm responsible for that drafting error committed
suicide out of a sense of shame that flowed as a
consequence of that very tragic outcome.
Increasingly the courts have moved to a recognition and
understanding of the intent and the mischief that
legislation seeks to address, but we, as legislators, also
need to recognise that where errors have been made —
and they do occur from time to time — they should be
rectified.
Importantly, as legislators we also need to understand
that the greatest error that can be made is the misuse of
this Parliament’s time when it comes to spending too
much of it looking at legislation of this nature. That is
why I largely rely on the contributions of the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee in oversighting the
bill. I recognise the diligent work done by
parliamentary counsel in what would best be described
as the dour effort of looking through bills to recognise
and collate errors and ultimately move towards
rectifying them.
The greatest sin when it comes to governance and
Parliament is the sin of omission, and the greatest
omission is a misapplication of this Parliament’s time
when much more needs to be done. As we have seen,
this is a housekeeping bill which does not contain any
substantive amendments and does not fix the problems
that the government was elected to fix. In many ways it
is about tomorrow, and tomorrow, and tomorrow, to
continue the Shakespearean theme. Shakespeare wrote,
‘The fault, dear Brutus, is not in our stars’; the fault
here is not that this bill is before this place; the fault
essentially lies in the misapplication of effort.
Many of the 57 bills amended by this legislation cry out
for substantive action from the government, and that
includes bills relating to freedom of information. Who
can forget the language of the Premier when he was
Leader of the Opposition concerning freedom of
information, saying, ‘Ask and you shall receive’? What
have we subsequently received? We have received a
freedom of information commissioner who cannot even
look into the actions of secretaries or ministerial
officers. If we are going to look substantively at
amendments that need to be made, let us look at the
substance. Let us look into the heart of legislation and
not simply the language and the form that apply to it,
because in many ways the fault lies not in the stars but
in ourselves.
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If we fail to look into those things that guide
government, if we fail to look at the heart of what
legislation seeks to achieve, if we only look into the
housekeeping, if we look after the pence but not the
pounds, if we cannot see the forest for the trees in terms
of things that need to be fixed in this community, we
will be consistently spending a lot of time pulling lint
out of our navels but not ultimately substantively
advancing the cause and the needs of the people of
Victoria.
It goes without saying that when you look at the bills
that are amended by this legislation and the need for the
effective and continuing operation of those acts, the
opposition supports those changes. The Road Safety
Act 1986 is one of the 57 acts that are amended by the
bill, but still we have not seen what this government’s
road safety strategy will be going forward. It is
incomprehensible. We have the time, in a legislative
sense, to look at rectifying all of these acts, but we do
not have time to think about what our next step will be
in order to bring our road toll down.
Substantive action can never be replaced by the need to
look only at the micro issues. It has been and remains
my view that the government has done the right thing in
bringing forward a bill that revises statute law, but
much more needs to be done. It speaks volumes about
the priorities of this government when you recognise
that of the many acts that are revised by this bill, some
have not come before this Parliament previously other
than to have errors fixed up or unnecessary double
quotation marks removed or the insertion of missing
commas. All of that is dutiful, diligent work done
appropriately by parliamentary counsel, but in many
ways it reveals a government that has lost its way.
The government has lost sight of what it needs to do
and has so misapplied the time of this Parliament that it
cannot recognise that parliamentary time should be
more about how we can substantively lift the material
terms of the people of Victoria, how we can debate the
issues that matter to the people of Victoria and how we
should not spend time on or misapply our efforts to
what is nothing more than self-described,
non-substantive amendments. This will not fix the
problem. To refer to Shakespeare again, in this situation
he might have said. ‘Frailty, thy name is Ted’ — and
that frailty in terms of government vision and action
ultimately will be reflected in how little substantive
action this government has taken.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I rise to speak
in the debate on the Statute Law Revision Bill 2012.
My contribution follows that of the member for Tarneit,
and I am sure members are looking forward to it! It is a

2867

very narrow bill, as we heard earlier from the member
for Broadmeadows and the member for Tarneit. The
member for Sandringham talked about the narrow way
this bill presents, as there is really not much to it apart
from crossing t’s and dotting i’s. There are in fact
57 acts that need to be updated to make sure that they
are factual and punctuated correctly. As I said, this bill
makes minor amendments to 57 different items, and it
corrects grammatical and typographical errors to update
references and for similar purposes. It also repeals spent
provisions of some of the acts.
Statute law revision bills are a regular mechanism for
reviewing statute law in this state. The bill before the
house today is important for the orderly management of
the state’s statutes so that laws remain clear, relevant
and accurate, which is what we want them to be — that
is for sure. The bill corrects a number of ambiguities
and minor omissions and errors found in statutes to
ensure that the meaning of acts is clear and reflects the
intentions of Parliament. The bill should be seen as part
of the Victorian Parliament’s regular housekeeping
arrangements, and the government has an obligation to
bring forward legislation of this nature on a regular
basis to ensure that the law of Victoria is as current as
possible. The bill makes technical improvements to the
state’s statutes rather than substantive amendments. As
we have heard from other speakers, the technical
corrections effected by this bill will make it easier for
the state’s statutes to be administered, interpreted and
applied.
There are 57 items, as I have mentioned, that require
minor changes. I wish to bring one of these to the
attention of the house — that is, the Road Safety
Amendment (Hoon Driving and Other Matters) Act
2011. This act implemented a range of the
government’s important antihoon driving policies. It
delivered on the coalition’s pre-election commitment to
strengthen antihoon laws to reduce the damage to
Victorian families caused by reckless driving and
antisocial behaviour. In particular the act strengthened
the vehicle impoundment scheme set out in part 6A of
the Road Safety Act 1986.
The vehicle impoundment scheme provides for the
imposition of vehicle impoundment, immobilisation
and forfeiture sanctions for a range of serious traffic
offences, including offences commonly characterised as
hoon driving offences. These include high-level
speeding offences; offences involving loss of traction;
street racing offences — and we all know the damage
these do in both metropolitan and regional areas; either
deliberately or recklessly entering a level crossing when
a train is approaching; refusing to stop when directed
by police; and driving while disqualified. The Road
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Safety Amendment (Hoon Driving) Act 2010 provided
that from 1 July 2011 vehicle impoundment sanctions
would also apply to unlicensed driving, drink driving
and drug driving.
The imposition of vehicle impoundment,
immobilisation and forfeiture sanctions has proven to
be effective in discouraging dangerous driving
behaviour. However, there continue to be opportunities
to improve the legislation and realise further road safety
benefits. This bill therefore amends the vehicle
impoundment scheme in a number of key respects. It
extends the period for which police can immediately
impound or immobilise a vehicle upon detection of a
relevant offence to up to 30 days. Previously the period
for which police could immediately impound or
immobilise a vehicle was only 48 hours. This period
was scheduled to be increased to 14 days as of 1 July
2011 in accordance with the Road Safety Amendment
(Hoon Driving) Act 2010.
That is one of the 57 changes being made in this bill.
The introduction of longer immediate impoundment or
immobilisation periods of around one month has
proven to be very successful in other Australian
jurisdictions, such as Tasmania, and also
internationally. It was the government’s view that a
30-day period was appropriate and should be
implemented in Victoria. Immediate impoundment or
immobilisation of vehicles by police for 30 days will
help to further deter unsafe driving behaviour and make
Victorian roads safer for everyone.
In Wangaratta, in the heart of the Murray Valley
electorate, the Wangaratta Chronicle recently ran an
article that highlighted the use of this new legislation in
my electorate. The article said that a driver who was
allegedly travelling at 50 kilometres over the speed
limit on his way to a funeral had his car impounded for
30 days. Highway patrol officers on the Hume
Highway in Wangaratta intercepted a Sydney-based
P-plater who was allegedly doing 160 kilometres per
hour while two passengers were asleep on the back
seat. That car was impounded for 30 days, and the
driver is to face court on speeding charges. These are
examples of how these laws are making a difference on
Victorian roads and how our laws are being kept
relevant and up to date.
Victoria Police have reported that from the introduction
of hoon laws in 2006 and up until July last year they
have impounded more than 14 500 vehicles. About
96 per cent of hoon offenders are male and about 41 per
cent are aged between 18 and 21. The 30 to 39-year-old
age group is the fastest growing group of hoon
offenders, increasing from 11 per cent of offenders in
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2006 to 17 per cent of offenders in 2011. More than
45 per cent of hoon offenders are fully licensed drivers,
with probationary drivers making up 38 per cent of
offenders. Excessive speed is the most common
offence, followed by improper use of a motor vehicle.
Another item in the Statute Law Revision Bill we have
before us this evening to which I wish to bring to
members’ attention is the set of minor modifications to
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. This was an act to
re-enact and consolidate the law relating to various
forms of gambling and to establish a Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation. Its main
objectives included fostering responsible gambling in
order to minimise harm caused by problem gambling
while accommodating those who gamble without
harming themselves or others, including their families.
These are matters in which I obviously have a particular
interest, being a member of the inaugural board of the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation, along
with some of my colleagues. I have a keen interest in
gambling, and I attended a problem gambling
workshop with Professor Alun Jackson at Wodonga in
October 2011. Problem gamblers often show multiple
signs of stress and require assistance with other issues,
such as depression, anxiety and domestic and/or
emotional violence. Problem gambling is something
that cuts deep in our community and spans many parts
of it. It encompasses more issues than just gambling
problems. Members of our communities can be
vulnerable, and we need to continue this fight against
problem gambling.
As I mentioned, fellow parliamentarians the member
for Caulfield and the member for Geelong are also
assisting on this board, and it will be interesting as we
move forward to see whether we can make the
appropriate changes and keep them relevant to
gambling.
The Victorian coalition government has shaped this
new foundation on the successful VicHealth model, a
body that also includes bipartisan representation by
three parliamentarians on its board. The coalition
government has committed record funding over four
years to establish and operate this foundation, making it
the largest financial commitment to tackling problem
gambling in Australian history. This landmark reform
and responsible gambling policy is a key element of the
coalition government’s strategy to reduce the
prevalence and severity of problem gambling in
Victoria.
I do not want to go through all 57 items on this bill. If
the Acting Speaker were to grant me an extension of
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time I could continue, but I think it is only appropriate
that I give somebody else a bit of a go at this hour of
the night. I just want to say that consultation has been
taken.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McCURDY — Yes, I try to be a team player
where possible. There are no financial implications or
impacts for local governments, other state governments
or the federal government out of this bill, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I think it was the very
famous Sir Alex Ferguson, the Premier League football
coach in England to whom I often refer, who said that
every little thing you do can work for you or against
you.
I think that is certainly the case when it comes to
legislation — when it comes to any law, really. There
are many laws, whether they be the laws of Parliament,
the laws of the land, the laws within science or the laws
within business, and what is interesting is that there is a
law of unintended consequences. We have seen a bit of
that this week when it comes to Melbourne Water.
There is Murphy’s Law, and with this government that
is very possible — anything that can happen will
happen. There is also a law that I have become
acquainted with only recently. It is the law of the vital
few, which is also known as the Pareto principle. The
Pareto principle, also known as the 80–20 rule, the law
of the vital few and the principle of factor sparsity,
states that for many events roughly 80 per cent of the
effects come from 20 per cent of the causes.
Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
realise that the schedule to the bill covers 57 items and
that gives a speaker of a lot of scope, but I am just not
sure where any of the laws raised by the current speaker
fit into those 57 items. I am wondering whether you
could bring the member back to the bill, Acting
Speaker.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order; however, I
ask the member to come back to the bill. It is fairly
broad, but I do not recall seeing Murphy mentioned in
the bill.
Mr MADDEN — The point I am trying to make not
only to the government but also to the member for
Benalla is that whenever you create a law it is the detail
that makes or breaks that law. If you make laws for
everybody, then you want to ensure that you dot the i’s
and cross the t’s. Punctuation is very important; the
apostrophes are very important. In this day and age a
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spellcheck will correct your spelling and your grammar,
but often it does not correct the punctuation to the
extent that it should. The great risk in any
administration, whether it be office administration,
government administration or administration of the
Parliament, in the way in which people draft any great
document, large or small, is that if you rely on that
technology, the punctuation is a critical issue you need
to get right. You need to understand that, because it is
not necessarily going to be corrected unless you
understand what the punctuation does.
When it is an apostrophe that can create a plural or not,
or many plurals, then you have to be particularly careful
of it, but it seems that when this government develops
its laws they are very much based on the Pareto
principle. That principle which I introduced into this
debate is based on a suggestion by a gentleman by the
name of Joseph M. Juran. He suggested this principle
and named it after the Italian economist, Vilfredo
Pareto, who observed in 1906 that 80 per cent of the
land in Italy was owned by 20 per cent of the
population. He developed this principle by also
observing that 20 per cent of the pea pods in his garden
contained 80 per cent of the peas.
I am drawing a long bow here, but the issue is really
that what we are seeing is that there are so few laws
being presented by this government that 80 percent of
its effort is probably going into 20 percent of the laws
for 20 percent of the people. It is so acute that in a sense
the legislation itself is not nearly so widespread or
reformist across a broad scope as it should necessarily
be. My concern is that what we are seeing put in place
by this government in any laws it creates is the Pareto
principle, which is the law of the vital few. What we are
seeing here is more of that.
Here we have important legislative time that could be
devoted to significant reform, but it is not; it is being
devoted to dotting the i’s and crossing the t’s. There is
no doubt that you have to do that and make sure that
you always do it, but if you leave your Wednesday
afternoons — which I would have thought is when you
would introduce your big legislation, where you are
doing most of the hard work — to just the peripheral
stuff, that is a sad indictment of this government. It is a
sad indictment because there are many things we could
tackle. There are many things we could be doing, but
we are not doing them.
This bill is not even tidying up red tape. This is what
comes to cabinet — and I speak from experience
here — when its members do not have much to do. Not
only do its members not have much to do — —
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Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr MADDEN — Good point, Dr Sykes. I take up
Dr Sykes’s interjection, ‘How many times did you
introduce these bills?’. I suspect it was not often,
because members of the previous government were
pretty busy most of the time. This government, within
its first 18 months and with Parliament having just
debated the budget, has introduced the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2012. This is the time when the
government should be introducing the big bills and
really doing some of the grunt work for later in the term
so that it has things to show.
What is great about this bill is that members of the
government will be able to say, ‘Oh, we fixed up those
full stops’. I cannot wait until the Premier gets up in a
debate and says, ‘Well, we tidied up that legislation; we
fixed the full stops’.
Mr McGuire interjected.
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government from doing the big things it needs to do
and is not doing.
We are in Parliament on a Wednesday afternoon at the
end of a session when the government should really be
doing the heavy lifting and putting forward a big
agenda, but there is no agenda. This is a great tragedy
for the people of Victoria, who over time will see that
this is a government for which the status quo that serves
its members will prevail. I come back again to the
Pareto principle: effort goes into the 20 per cent that
government members are interested in looking after,
and they ignore the 80 per cent where they need to do
the hard work. I say to all those on the other side — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, it
appears to me that the member opposite wants to speak
on the government business program, which he may
have missed out on doing in the debate yesterday,
rather than on the bill that is before the house. I ask you
to draw him back to the bill and the 57 acts it amends.

Mr MADDEN — Yes: ‘That apostrophe that made
it plural, we changed it back to singular’. I think
members will find that there is a lot of that in the
amendments. I suspect that if we on this side ever get
back into government, we will be changing the
apostrophes more to plural rather than singular or
selective than the government has done in this bill.

Mr MADDEN — It is a great tragedy that
unfortunately government members are not doing the
heavy lifting; they are just crossing the t’s and dotting
the i’s.

Again I refer back to the notion of the law for a vital
few. This government is about laws for a vital few —
the not only selective but exclusive domain of the
conservatives. It is about not only dealing with people
who reflect the interests of the conservatives but
serving their interests as well.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — It is a pleasure to rise
this afternoon to speak in support of the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2012. As other contributors to the debate
on both sides have noted, this is an interesting bill. Like
all bills, it has a very clear purpose. That is identified in
clause 1, which states:

Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
this particular bill deals with 57 pieces of legislation
that the government is fixing. I am not sure that talking
about what is not in the bill constitutes speaking on the
bill. I am not sure that speaking about what is not being
done or is being done outside those 57 acts is within the
purview of this particular bill. I ask you to draw the
member back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order, but I call on
the member to come back to the bill.
Mr MADDEN — To come back to the famous
words of Sir Alex Ferguson, whom I mentioned at the
beginning of my contribution: every little thing you do
will work for you or work against you. What we are
seeing here is the government tidying up those little
things. That might work for it in tidying up legislation
but unfortunately those little things are stopping the

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member will come back to the bill.

The purpose of this Act is to revise the statute law of Victoria.

The bill makes amendments to a total of
57 broad-ranging acts across Victoria’s statute book. I
will come back to and address a number of those in a
few minutes.
As I said, the bill does a range of things. It corrects
ambiguities, minor omissions, minor errors, spelling
errors and grammatical errors and inserts any omitted
consequential amendments. It is essentially part of the
Parliament’s regular housekeeping arrangements. The
bill makes technical improvements to the state’s
statutes rather than any substantive amendments.
Despite the fact that the bill has been approached in a
wide-ranging manner, it is nevertheless a very
important bill for this Parliament because it does the
necessary tidying-up work in relation to old acts,
regulations and legislation. It is very important in the
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housekeeping of the Parliament to make sure that we
deal with those matters, particularly so that they are not
perpetuated — that is, so that they do not go on and on
without being identified and fixed at the earliest
opportunity.
This bill, despite what members on the other side might
say, has been put up by a responsible government, the
Baillieu government, and it reflects the attention to
detail that is one of the necessities of running any
jurisdiction, and certainly the Victorian one. That
attention to detail is a hallmark of this government. We
all know the importance of paying attention to detail
and to the little things, because in the long run it can be
those little things that count and are very important in a
range of areas. As others have mentioned, this
housekeeping bill dots the i’s and crosses the t’s, and it
does so to make sure that any errors and omissions are
dealt with rather than just being allowed to accumulate
and continue to be on the statute book. It is the type of
bill that is required regularly. It is important, and
despite its unusual nature it should not be
underestimated.
I want to turn my attention to some of the specifics of
the 57 acts that are amended by this bill. I refer
particularly to item 44, the Road Safety Act 1986;
item 45, the Road Safety Amendment (Hoon Driving
and Other Matters) Act 2011; item 46, the Sentencing
Act 1991; item 47, the Sentencing Amendment
(Community Correction Reform) Act 2011; and
item 48, the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004. They
are just a small sample of the pieces of legislation that
are amended by the bill, but they highlight the
importance of sorting out any errors, omissions or other
matters that need attention in these significant areas.
I refer first to the Road Safety Act and the Road Safety
Amendment (Hoon Driving and Other Matters) Act.
All members in this place, and indeed all Victorians,
understand that the issue of law and order was very
high on the agenda of the coalition team leading up to
the 2010 election, and it has clearly remained so since
we have been in government from that time. It is
important to deal with matters as they arise. On the
issue of law and order, the hoon driving amendment to
the Road Safety Act was a major reform that the
coalition took to the next level after it came into
government. We decided to get serious about it, and we
went to the people with the policy that we would get
serious about hoon driving.
We all know what a scourge hoon driving is on the
broader community. I am sure most members of this
place know of examples of outrageous hoon driving
behaviour in their own electorates. I can think of some
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in my electorate and neighbouring electorates. I am
thinking of one particular hoon driver on Canterbury
Road in the electorate of Box Hill, which is a boundary
of my electorate. He was clocked driving at more than
190 kilometres an hour in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone.
He was caught on a speed camera in that location on
Canterbury Road and was subsequently dealt with.
That is the sort of outrageous hoon driving we are not
prepared to tolerate. Offenders will no longer get the
slap on the wrist they once got. They now will forgo
access to their motor vehicles for a 30-day period,
which is a serious amount of time. If those offenders do
not change their ways, those vehicles will be crushed.
This government makes no apology about that because,
as I said, hoon driving is totally unacceptable. I also
mentioned other aspects of hoon driving which we all
see evidence of, I am sure, in the form of burnouts,
wheelie marks and so on. That is behaviour that is not
acceptable to the broader community. That behaviour
should be restricted to racing car tracks or some other
supervised off-road location rather than being exhibited
on the public highway. It is very important that these
matters be dealt with.
The Attorney-General has brought into this place a
range of very important amendments to the Sentencing
Act 1991 in respect of formerly existing sanctions for
incurred offences. It is very important that parts of the
legislative program that the Attorney-General has
responsibility for continue to be brought into this place
at the earliest opportunity, because as I said, this
government wants to send a very clear message to those
in the community who want to transgress. There seems
to be no shortage of those people.
I am thinking about my own electorate of Forest Hill. I
am sad to report that there was a very serious armed
robbery at one of our supermarkets earlier this week.
There was a menacing attack on innocent people who
were going about their lawful business. Employees of
the particular supermarket and passers-by in the street
were confronted by these offenders. That is the sort of
behaviour that is totally unacceptable to the broader
community. I absolutely regret that any community
member or any employee was a victim of such an
attack.
That is an example of why attending to the sorts of
matters we are talking about in the debate on the Statute
Law Revision Bill 2012 is so important — we are able
to tidy up those matters. Item 46 of the schedule deals
with the Sentencing Act 1991 and item 47 deals with
the Sentencing Amendment (Community Correction
Reform) Act 2011. From a legislative point of view, the
important law and order message continues to be rolled
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out in the community. That is a clear message that is a
hallmark of this government. I am sure we will
continue to argue for it and advocate it; we will bring
legislation into this house to ensure that we are
addressing matters involving adverse and antisocial
behaviour within the broader community.
The bill deals with a broad range of other pieces of
legislation. The bill might be considered by some to be
unimportant, but it is an important bill because it keeps
the statute book up to date and ensures that the range of
matters addressed that need attention, modification and
correction are dealt with. It is important that the statute
book be kept up to date and kept tidy. On that note, I
support the bill and commend it to the house.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I rise to speak
in the debate on the Statute Law Revision Bill 2012. As
other speakers have highlighted, this bill makes a
number of minor amendments to some 57 acts that are
currently on the Victorian statute book. I understand
that the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
has had a look at the bill in some detail. The committee
members have identified that the bill corrects minor
errors and omissions that are contained within various
acts on the statute book. This bill corrects name
changes that have been made to government
departments and agencies so that people can refer to
those bodies correctly when they dive into acts and
want to follow up in relation to whom they should or
should not be speaking to.
The bill repeals certain sections or parts of acts that are
no longer relevant or enforced. The bill also deals with
ineffective legislation and affects instructions that arise
from legislation that need to be amended and remedied
as part of the processes of government. This is an
important measure that parliaments and governments
need to undertake. Acts sitting on the statute book need
to be looked at. Changes need to be made, areas need to
be corrected and instructions need to be clarified based
on legislation that is on the statute book. This is an
important measure.
However, this bill provides us with an opportunity to
compare and contrast it with other pieces of legislation
that have been brought before the house. There are
pieces of proposed legislation that have not been before
Parliament. Many commentators, not only me, have
obviously noted the lack of legislation that has come
before Parliament. The government has been in power
for well over 18 months. We are still waiting to see
various reforms and legislation come before us so that
we can debate them and deal with them on behalf of all
Victorians.
The Olympics are coming up, and if sitting on your
hands or hiding under your desk were Olympic events,
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I have no doubt that a number of ministers would be
gold medal prospects for Australia. That would happen
if doing nothing were considered to be a special event
at the Olympics. We have not seen a great deal of
action. We have not seen shoulders to the wheel. We
have not seen legislation come through this place in any
significant degree. A number of commentators have
remarked on the lack of effort on the part of the
government in delivering some sort of legislative
program for all Victorians, as was promised and
committed to before the last election. I note too that a
number of transport acts are being amended. Again
these are minor amendments being made by the bill that
has been put before the Parliament.
These, as I said and as SARC has identified, are minor
amendments. Nonetheless they represent things that
need doing — clean-ups that need to be undertaken —
so that what is represented on the statute book is what
people are referring to when they are dealing with
anything to do with the Department of Transport. As I
said earlier, the bill is not being opposed by the
opposition. Concluding this brief contribution, I
commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS
(Treasurer).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) 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 Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2012.
In my opinion, the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act.
Overview of bill
The bill has the following main purposes:
1.

to generally improve the operation of councils and
council elections;

2.

to provide for the appointment of a probity auditor;
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3.

to amend the method by which interest is charged on
unpaid rates and charges;

4.

to clarify costs matters in VCAT hearings into councillor
misconduct.

Human rights issues
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in his or her duty to monitor council processes in dealing with
a complaint about a council chief executive officer. Such
information may include private information. This
amendment does not interfere with the councillor’s or
member’s privacy, since the material is limited to information
relating to council processes, and furthermore it is a key role
of the auditor to monitor the integrity of council processes to
ensure that the privacy of personal information is protected.

The bill engages the following human rights:
1.

Recognition and equality before the law — section 8 of
the charter act

Clause 17 repeals section 101(2) of the Local Government
Act 1989 (act). Section 101(2) provided that the Local
Government (Long Service Leave) Regulations 2012 (long
service leave regulations) cannot reduce or adversely affect
the position of council staff in respect of their service or
reduce their entitlements held at the time of the Local
Government Act 1958 and prior to the 1989 act.
The effect of section 101(2) was to preserve privileges in the
current long service leave regulations which are out of step
with current norms, and which discriminate based on marital
status and whether a person has children.
Repealing section 101(2) of the act therefore removes the
preservation of the rights held at the time of the 1958 act, and
as such positively engages section 8 of the charter act.
2.

Privacy and reputation — section 13 of the charter act

Clause 7 repeals section 57 of the act, which made it an
offence to make or publish false or defamatory statements in
relation to a candidate in a council election.
Although clause 7 engages a candidate’s right not to have his
or her reputation unlawfully attacked, it does not limit this
right. The Defamation Act 2005 (Defamation Act) already
codifies the common law of tort of defamation, providing a
person with a right of action if another person makes a
defamatory statement about them. This effectively covers the
types of statement to which section 57 of the act is intended to
apply. Furthermore, not only were prosecutions under
section 57 very uncommon, under the Defamation Act courts
are provided with a wide discretion to impose damages up to
$250 000 for non-economic loss, which is considerably more
than the penalty under section 57 of the act.
Clause 9 requires the chief executive officer of a council to
make available on the council’s internet website the names of
candidates in an election that submitted their election
campaign donation return, and the names of persons that
made a gift and the total value of the gifts.
The type of information provided under clause 9 does not
arbitrarily breach a person’s right to privacy, since it is
already public information under the act, and is only limited
to ensuring full disclosure of donations provided to fund
election campaigns of candidates. Since council decisions can
have a significant impact on people and the community, the
stakes involved in council elections are quite high. As such,
certain people may donate generously to the election
campaigns of candidates. Public transparency in regard to
such donations is therefore essential.
Clause 18 allows a probity auditor to require a councillor or
member of council staff to produce documents, provide
information or give reasonable assistance where it will assist

Clause 20 amends section 139(4A) of the act to require that
members of council audit committees lodge primary and
ordinary returns, disclosing members’ interests including
interests in a corporation or land within the municipality.
This amendment is lawful and does not amount to an arbitrary
interference with the member’s privacy, especially given
members’ existing obligations relating to conflict of interests
and duties of disclosure under the act. The purpose of such a
disclosure and the maintaining of a register are important to
ensure transparency and accountability in local government.
3.

Property rights — section 20 of the charter act

Clauses 21 and 22 positively engage property rights since
they provide for the minister to intervene to ensure that the
type or class of land specified by a council for the levying of
differential rates is fair and appropriate, and for a fairer
method of calculating interest payable by ratepayers in
relation to unpaid rates and charges, respectively.
Further, clause 28 improves the owner of the vehicle’s ability
to reclaim their property and therefore positively engages this
right.
4.

Fair hearing — section 24 of the charter act

Clause 32 provides that councils are only liable to bear the
legal costs of parties to a councillor conduct panel or
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
hearings, where the council is a party to the hearing at its own
initiative, rather than in all VCAT hearings. Clause 32
positively engages the right to a fair hearing as it continues to
ensure that individual councillors are not disadvantaged when
taken to VCAT by a well-resourced council.
5.

Rights in criminal proceedings — section 25 of the
charter act

Clause 18 provides that under new section 108(3) a probity
auditor may require a councillor or a member of council staff
to produce a document, provide information or give
reasonable assistance if the probity auditor considers it will
assist in performing his or her duties.
This does not limit the right that a person charged with a
criminal offence is not to be compelled to testify against
himself or herself or to confess guilt. Under new
section 108(4), a failure to comply with such a request of the
probity auditor is only reported where the refusal is
unreasonable. A person may therefore reasonably refuse to
comply, where for instance the person reasonably considers
that doing so would result in self-incrimination. Further, the
type of information is limited to information that will assist
the probity auditor in its role in advising the council on
probity issues relating to a complaint against the chief
executive officer.
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Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not limit any human right protected by the
charter act.
Jeanette Powell, MP
Minister for Local Government

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

The Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012 will make a variety of
amendments to local government legislation to improve
the operation of councils. It includes amendments to the
Local Government Act 1989, the City of Melbourne
Act 2001 and the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act 1998.
Amendments to the Local Government Act will
improve the conduct of council meetings and clarify
decision-making processes.
This includes inserting a clear statement in the Local
Government Act about the way council decisions may
be made. Council decisions may only be made in a
properly constituted council meeting or, if council has
delegated its decision-making power to a committee or
officer, by that committee or officer.
A council decision must not be made in an assembly of
councillors, such as in an advisory committee or in a
councillor briefing.
The bill will remove an unenforceable provision that
makes it compulsory for all councillors in a council
meeting to vote. This will be replaced by a provision
specifying that a majority of the councillors in the
meeting must vote in favour of a motion before the
motion can pass. This will allow a councillor to abstain
from voting in a meeting, but the abstention will not
alter the number of votes required for the motion to
pass.
A councillor who has left the meeting because of a
conflict of interest, or who is otherwise absent, is not
counted as either having voted or as an abstention for
the purpose of this provision.
The bill also includes some specific procedural
improvements for conflicts of interest. These include
allowing a councillor with conflicts of interest in
sequential items before council to make all his or her
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disclosures before the first item, rather than having to
re-enter the meeting to disclose for each one.
A councillor who has a conflict of interest in an item in
the council plan will be able to vote on the final council
plan if, and only if, council has previously voted to
include that item in the plan and the councillor
disclosed the conflict of interest when the previous vote
was taken. It is important that all councillors are able to
participate in approving the council plan.
Some amendments deal with processes to be followed
when dealing with alleged misconduct. New provisions
will allow the appointment of a probity auditor, at the
discretion of the Secretary of the Department of
Planning and Community Development.
A probity auditor may only be requested by a chief
executive officer or a mayor. A council does not require
the ability to request a probity auditor, as it has the
power to appoint a probity auditor at its own discretion.
The role of a probity auditor would be to monitor
internal council processes where there has been a
formal complaint of bullying, victimisation or
harassment against the chief executive officer. The
probity auditor may also provide advice to the council.
A probity auditor’s area of interest will be limited to
council processes in relation to the complaint. He or she
will not deal with the substance of the complaint, which
will continue to be subject to any relevant judicial,
administrative or contractual arrangements.
At the conclusion of an audit, the probity auditor will
provide a report to the council, the mayor, the chief
executive officer and the secretary.
In regard to councillor conduct matters, an amendment
to the VCAT act will help clarify some issues in
councillor conduct hearings.
An existing provision, which requires the council to pay
the costs of individual councillors in a VCAT hearing,
will be limited to situations where the council is the
applicant in VCAT or where the council voluntarily
becomes a party to the matter.
The purpose of this amendment is to remove a possible
inducement for individual councillors to apply for their
councillor conduct panel matter to be referred to VCAT
so that council will have to pay their legal costs. It will
retain the protection for an individual councillor when
the council has initiated action against him or her in
VCAT.
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The members of a councillor conduct panel are required
to be parties to any application to VCAT when there
has been an application for a review of the panel
decision. The bill will extend the term of office of panel
members to the end of any such VCAT hearing. This is
to ensure that panel members continue to be subject to
immunity under the Local Government Act and they
continue to be paid by the council.
A significant amendment in the bill will require each
chief executive officer to publish a summary of election
campaign donations, disclosed by candidates in the
council’s elections, on the council’s website. This will
include the name of each donor and the value of the
donations made by each donor.
The bill will remove a provision making it an offence to
defame a candidate in a council election. This is an
inappropriate and ineffective provision. Defamation is
treated as a civil matter in state and federal elections
and should be the same in local government elections.
The bill will alter the meeting requirements for regional
library boards. Currently regional library boards must
comply with meeting requirements that apply to
councils, which imposes some unnecessary burdens.
The bill will allow members of a library board to attend
meetings by electronic means, subject to approval of its
local law by the member councils.
Significant reforms are proposed to legislation relating
to the levying of differential rates. This is in response to
a recent trend for councils to use differential rates in
ways that discriminate against particular industries or
businesses by imposing artificially high rates on them.
The bill includes a head of power for the minister to
issue guidelines on the appropriate uses of differential
rates. Councils will be required to have regard to the
guidelines when setting differential rates.
If the minister considers that the imposition of a
differential rate will be inconsistent with the guidelines,
he or she will be able to seek an order in council to
prevent the levying of a differential rate in respect of
the particular type or class of land.
The bill will require councils to publish details of
differential rates on the internet as well as increasing,
from 30 to 60 days, the time allowed for a person to
seek a review in VCAT about the way their land has
been classified for differential rating.
An amendment is also proposed to the way penalty
interest is calculated on unpaid rates and charges. In
future, penalty interest will only be payable from the
date when each quarterly instalment is due. This will
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apply even when a council allows payment in a lump
sum. If a lump sum is not paid on time, penalty interest
will be calculated as if the rates were being paid in
instalments.
The bill includes a number of administrative changes.
Members of council audit committees, who can have
access to confidential and sensitive information, will be
required to lodge regular returns in which they disclose
their interests.
An obsolete provision, preserving long service leave
rights in a way that is inconsistent with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, will be
repealed.
Provisions allowing councils to dispose of unregistered
and abandoned vehicles will be amended to mirror
provisions in the Road Management Act 2004,
applying to VicRoads. This will include having to take
reasonable steps to notify a vehicle’s owner before
disposing of the vehicle.
As titled, this bill will make a number of miscellaneous
amendments to local government legislation. Some of
these amendments are quite significant and the bill will
substantially improve the administration of local
government in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 July.

RACING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Racing) 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 Racing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Racing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012,
as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview of bill
The main objectives of the Racing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2012 are to amend the Racing Act 1958 (act) to:
i.

permit licensed bookmakers to accept bets using a
method of approved communication at off-course
premises;

ii.

remove the 1 per cent turnover ceiling relating to
the bookmaker’s licence levy; and

iii. enable the racing integrity commissioner (RIC) to
share integrity related information with four new
specified bodies.
Finally, the bill provides for a raft of miscellaneous
amendments to correct typographical errors and other minor
discrepancies in the act.
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Whilst the four additional bodies have been specified by way
of ministerial order under section 37E(1)(j)(ii), specifying the
four bodies under section 37E(1) of this bill will ensure added
legislative transparency.
The exercise of this function will serve to strengthen the
public perception that the utmost is being done to ensure the
integrity of the industry is upheld and to protect all its
participants.
Freedom of expression
‘Section 15 — Freedom of expression
(2) Every person has the right to freedom of expression
which includes the freedom to seek, receive and impart
information and ideas of all kinds, whether within or
outside Victoria and whether —
…

Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to this bill
Privacy
‘Section 13 — Privacy and reputation
A person has the right —
(1) not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with; and
(2) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked’
Power of the racing integrity commissioner to disclose
information
Section 37E of the Racing Act 1958 is being amended by the
bill to give the racing integrity commissioner (RIC) the power
to disclose integrity-related information to four additional
bodies, including the Australian Crime Commission, the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission, the
Commonwealth Services and Delivery Agency (Centrelink)
and the Ombudsman Victoria. This power involves the
disclosure of information that may include personal
information.
The 2008 Report on Integrity Assurance in the Victorian
Racing Industry (the Lewis report) cited ‘the difficulty in
dealing with unlicensed persons, and particularly … matters
drawn to [Judge Lewis’s] attention by Victoria Police’ as
highlighting the need for section 37E. The power of the RIC
to disclose information to Victoria Police and other law
enforcement agencies and persons is an integral part of the
government’s strategic approach to bolstering integrity
assurance in the Victorian racing industry.
This power is necessary in instances where information is
forthcoming that relates to alleged breaches of the rules of
racing, the potential commission of criminal offences, or
other general matters concerning possible breaches of
integrity in the racing industry. It is essential to any
subsequent investigation that ‘integrity-related information’ is
disclosed to enable a full and proper investigation by the
appropriate agency.

(c) in print; or
(3) Special duties and responsibilities are attached to the
right of freedom of expression and the right may be
subject to lawful restrictions reasonably necessary —
…
(b) for the protection of national security, public order,
public health or public morality’
Approval of off-course premises for remote betting
Whilst section 15 of the charter act establishes the right of
expression in print, this right is subject to reasonably
necessary lawful restrictions in the interests of protecting the
public health. It may be argued that the prohibition on
publishing prohibited advertising in relation to off-course
premises (as being inserted by clause 7 of the bill) may
infringe on a person’s ability to advertise freely.
The purpose of the prohibition of publishing prohibited
advertising is reasonably necessary for the protection of
public health and public order. The proposed measure will
enable bookmakers to legally accept telephone and internet
bets at approved locations without being required to be
physically present at a racecourse. It is not intended to
facilitate the expansion of wagering. Any direct or indirect
expansion of wagering activity beyond what is already
mandated in the bill is discouraged by way of penalties under
new section 4I in the interests of protecting public health and
public order, including the prohibition on prohibited
advertising.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because, to the
extent that any provisions of the bill engage human rights,
those provisions do not limit any human rights.
Hon. Dr Denis Napthine, MP
Minister for Racing
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Second reading
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Racing) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Racing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 will
provide for the implementation of a number of
necessary reforms to the Racing Act 1958 (the ‘act’).
Firstly, the bill will enable the Victorian bookmaking
profession to compete more effectively by permitting
registered bookmakers to accept bets via telephone and
the internet at an approved off-course premises. This
will remove the requirement for bookmakers to be
physically present on a racecourse to accept those types
of bets. Bookmakers will still be required to be
on-course to accept cash bets.
Secondly, the bill will remove the current ceiling for
product fees charged by Victorian racing controlling
bodies to Victorian registered bookmakers as part of the
bookmaker’s licence levy. This amendment is being
made to enable Racing Victoria to implement a new
product fee pricing model for wagering service
providers and to ensure that the racing industry can
obtain a fair and reasonable return for its product.
The bill will also strengthen integrity assurance in the
Victorian racing industry by formalising, through
legislation, the authority for the racing integrity
commissioner to share integrity-related information
with four new specified bodies.
Finally, the bill provides for various miscellaneous
amendments to correct typographical errors and other
minor discrepancies in the act.
Permit bookmakers to accept bets via telephone and
internet without being physically present on a
racecourse
Currently, Victorian bookmakers can only accept bets
while they are located on a licensed racecourse. Such
betting can occur face to face as part of a race meeting,
or at any other time using a method of communication
approved by the minister — that is, via telephone or the
internet provided they (the bookmaker) are located on a
racecourse at the time the bets are accepted.
This arrangement was established by the government,
with support from the racing fraternity, as a way to
provide Victorian bookmakers with the opportunity to
effectively compete in the off-course wagering market,
while ensuring ready access for racing stewards to
bookmakers and their betting records.

2877

The system as it is currently structured presents a
unique set of challenges for Victorian bookmakers.
From a logistical perspective, Victorian racetracks were
not designed to accommodate the demands of a modern
bookmaking business, which may require housing for
IT infrastructure, traders, marketing, customer service,
analysts and administration. This potentially limits the
opportunity for Victorian bookmakers to grow their
businesses.
From an occupational health and safety perspective the
requirement to have administrative staff operating in
such isolated circumstances poses unacceptable security
risks, particularly at night or during non-race days. The
government understands that this has made it difficult
for some bookmaking businesses to attract appropriate
staff.
These constraints limit the ability of Victoria
bookmakers to compete with the major bookmaking
companies located interstate and overseas.
From a regulatory perspective, electronic betting via
telephone and the internet can only be legally
conducted according to methods approved by the
minister and is tightly monitored and regulated by
racing controlling bodies. The government has been
assured by racing regulators that the physical location
of bookmakers has no impact on the capacity of the
industry to monitor remote betting.
The government is committed to reducing the burden
for these bookmakers and ensuring their survival by
amending section 4 of the act to remove the
requirement for bookmakers to be physically present on
the racecourse in order to legally accept a bet via the
telephone and internet.
This amendment does not extend to face-to-face retail
betting, which will still only be legal when transacted
on a licensed racecourse at which a race meeting is
taking place. It is important to note that this amendment
will not result in any additional opportunities for
gambling, and will ensure that Victorian registered
bookmakers can effectively compete with
interstate-based wagering providers.
Remove the ceiling for product fees charged by the
racing industry to licensed bookmakers as part of
the bookmaker’s licence levy
Section 91B of the act allows a racing controlling body
to impose a periodic levy on bookmakers up to, but not
exceeding, 1 per cent of the bookmaker’s betting
turnover. The levy was introduced in 2000 to replace a
former turnover tax on bookmakers’ wagering turnover.
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In 2005, Victoria enacted race fields legislation to
require wagering service providers licensed elsewhere
within Australia to pay a fee for the publication and use
of Victorian racing data. Similar provisions have since
been enacted in each Australian jurisdiction. The
Victorian legislation is silent on the level or preferred
method for calculation of race fields fees and has
deliberately been structured that way to provide the
Victorian racing industry with control over its own
commercial decisions.
In November 2008, RVL introduced a new model for
charging a fee to interstate totalisators, bookmakers and
betting exchanges betting on Victorian thoroughbred
racing. Under this model, fees are calculated on the
basis of a wagering provider’s gross revenue
(i.e., profit) rather than its wagering turnover.
Racing Victoria has recently announced that it intends
to return to a turnover-based pricing model. There is
currently no regulatory impediment to implementation
by RVL of its new policy in respect of bookmakers
registered outside of Victoria. The removal of the
ceiling on the bookmaker’s licence levy will enable
RVL to implement its new pricing model on a
consistent basis regardless of the location of the
wagering operator.
Specify new bodies to whom the racing integrity
commissioner may disclose integrity-related
information
In order for the racing integrity commissioner to
effectively carry out his duties, access to reliable
information is paramount, as is his capacity to share
that information with appropriate agencies. Section 37E
of the act specifies a number of agencies to which the
commissioner may disclose integrity-related
information, along with a definition of what constitutes
integrity-related information.
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This bill will further support the important work of the
commissioner, by providing him with increased
information-sharing arrangements.
Miscellaneous amendments
Finally, the bill provides for a number of miscellaneous
amendments required to resolve typographical errors
and other minor discrepancies in the act.
Section 83OA(3) relates to actions of Greyhound
Racing Victoria. ‘HRV’ is mistakenly referenced in this
section and will be replaced with ‘GRV’.
Several provisions of the act require amendment to
ensure consistency in terms of the time available for
persons to appeal to the relevant racing appeals and
disciplinary boards against penalties. The racing
integrity commissioner has advised that some
participants may be unfairly disadvantaged by the
current provisions and he has recommended an
amendment so that the timing for appeals is the same
for all participants. The discrepancy is unintended and
occurred as part of the bill drafting process.
Section 37F currently requires the racing integrity
commissioner to submit the annual report for the office
of the RIC before 31 August each year. It further
requires that the minister must cause this report to be
laid before Parliament within seven sitting days of
receipt. This provision will be amended to allow the
commissioner additional time to table his annual report.
Mr Speaker, the initiatives under this bill will support
the racing industry by bringing greater certainty and
clarity to the Racing Act 1958.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).

Whilst a number of agencies were included as part of
the establishment of the office of the racing integrity
commissioner, it was always intended that the
commissioner should advise government if he believed
that additional bodies should be specified in order to
assist him in his work.

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 July.

The commissioner has written to the government
requesting that the Australian Crime Commission, the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission, the
Commonwealth Services Delivery Agency (Centrelink)
and Ombudsman Victoria should be included as bodies
to whom the commissioner may disclose
integrity-related information.

Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections).

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2012
Second reading

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on the
Statute Law Revision Bill 2012. As members who have
spoken before me have highlighted, the bill seeks to
revise the statute law of Victoria and make minor
amendments to a number of acts to correct grammatical
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and typographical errors and update references and for
other purposes which include the repealing of spent
provisions in Victorian legislation. The bill will amend
57 acts on the Victorian statute book. It is important
that we ensure that our legislation is up to date, relevant
and appropriate and, where needed, amended to
overcome any difficulties with grammar or
misunderstandings in terms of the application of
legislation.
This is a process that Parliament has adopted over many
years. I recall that the previous government went
through a process of correcting legislation by way of
amendments to fix similar problems and also went
through a program of removing spent or redundant
legislation. In my former capacity as the shadow
Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Opposition
I had the carriage in this house of many pieces of
legislation relating to such issues for the then
opposition. As I said, this is something the former
government has done. It is clearly technical and
administrative in nature but is still an important part of
the function of this house.
As I said, 57 pieces of legislation are being amended.
For the purposes of the exercise I do not seek to talk
about all the acts to which the bill relates, but I would
like to make reference to, firstly, the Road Safety
Amendment (Hoon Driving and Other Matters) Act
2011, to which the bill seeks to make an amendment.
The hoon driving legislation has been a significant
piece of legislation in this house. It has provided a clear
understanding to the — —
Ms Neville interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am happy to take up the
interjection from the former minister at the table. I was
not expecting interjections, but the former minister
wants to interject. When she was sitting around the
cabinet table, if she clearly understood the issues for
Victorians with respect to hoon driving, she too would
have understood that — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! On the bill.
Mr WAKELING — Thank you very much; I am
happy to be guided. I remind the member for
Bellarine — the former minister, but the member for
Bellarine — that this has been an important and
significant piece of legislation which has provided a
significant benefit to Victorians. No longer are cars
driven by hoon drivers put off the road for 48 hours;
they are put off the road for up to 30 days for a first
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offence and can be off the road for up to six months and
can be crushed.
A whole range of other changes have gone into that
legislation as well. I know my community is pleased to
see that that important piece of legislation is in place.
They know it is making a difference. They know first
time offenders are losing their vehicles for 30 days.
Often it is a vehicle owned by a family member or
friend, and that is having an impact on families and
causing discussions around the family dinner table
about the impact of people’s behaviour. I think all of us
in the house would agree that the purpose of legislation
like that is to change perceptions and people’s
understanding, and it is having a tangible benefit.
The other act about which I wish to make comment is
the Planning and Environment Act 1987. Many
members would understand the concerns that residents
have had about planning systems. In my community we
have been going through a process of establishing
structure plans. One in particular, the Boronia structure
plan, has gone through a long and arduous process. It
took a number of years. I know the minister at the table,
the Treasurer, is also a Knox constituent. He too
understands the significance of planning and he too is a
strong advocate of a good planning system within the
Knox community.
There was formal advice from the former Minister for
Planning, now the member for Essendon, that any
structure plan from the former government would be
accepted only if there was a minimum height limit of
three storeys. That was certainly not agreed to by my
community. There was clearly concern and outrage
about that. As a consequence of the change of
government, the new Minister for Planning wrote to the
then mayor of the City of Knox and said that the former
edict by the former Minister for Planning was removed
and it was now up to the council to develop a structure
plan in consultation with the community. If the council
and the community want a one-storey structure plan, if
they want a two-storey structure plan, if they want a
three-storey structure plan or if they want a four-storey
structure plan, they can do that. That is exactly what
happened.
We now see a structure plan which has a variety of
housing structures. I know the Treasurer has also been
in discussion with many residents in his community
about structure plans, particularly around Stud Park
shopping centre. He too understands the importance of
this issue. He has been talking to his community, and I
have been talking to my community. This is something
that has gravely concerned residents in the city of
Knox, but this government has ensured that
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communities and councils can make local decisions
with respect to structure planning. It is not planning that
is an edict from a planner sitting in an office building in
the CBD. It is people on the ground who can plead
directly with their local council to make local decisions.
That has been a stark difference between this
government and the former government. I believe this
is important legislation, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (VET SECTOR,
UNIVERSITIES AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 June; motion of Mr DIXON
(Minister for Education).
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to speak on the
Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012. The bill
proposes to amend the Education and Training Reform
Act 2006. It also makes minor amendments to eight
university acts. Principally it transfers the regulatory
functions of the Victorian Skills Commission (VSC) in
relation to apprenticeships to the Victorian Registration
and Qualifications Authority; makes minor governance
reforms in the adult, community and further education
sector; enables the VRQA to take legal injunctions
against registered training organisations (RTOs);
authorises the VRQA to share information with
commonwealth regulators; extends the Victorian
student number system to commonwealth-regulated
RTOs; clarifies that full-time public sector employees
are not eligible for extra pay as directors of TAFE
institute boards; facilitates leave of absence
arrangements for university council members; and
makes other machinery amendments, including
backdated corrections of transitionals in the 2006 act.
The opposition will be opposing this bill. Whilst we
recognise that there are some worthwhile provisions in
the bill, we see these as being included to make more
palatable the stifling of independent advice and genuine
tripartite advice resulting from the abolition of the skills
commission — the bloody-minded abolition of the
skills commission. As such, this bill is simply another
sorry example of the government’s haphazard and
destructive attacks on the training sector. It is another
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example of the government’s attacks on effective,
independent advice on Victorian skills needs from
industry and from unions. With the changes proposed
in this bill the government is scrapping independent
advice at a time when it is needed more than ever.
The opposition strongly opposes the transfer of
regulatory functions of the Victorian Skills
Commission in relation to apprenticeships to the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority at
this time. It is important to put this in context. It reveals
yet again the pattern of secrecy and stealth with which
this government is attacking any source of independent
advice on the training sector as part of its overall attacks
on the training sector in Victoria, particularly TAFEs.
The changes to the VSC’s role in this bill follow on
from the government’s announcement in March of its
intention to abolish both the VSC and industry training
advisory bodies, commonly called ITABs, thus dealing
a double blow to any possibility of independent advice
on industry skills needs. It is simply an anti-union,
politically motivated move that diminishes genuine
industry participation in skills. The way the government
has gone about this is typical of its modus operandi on
skills and training — doing it in secrecy and stealth and
leaving a trail of destruction behind it.
I remind the house that the government has already
begun action to shut down the VSC and ITABs and has
delegated these powers to the Department of Education
and Early Child Development. This was done before
this current legislation even entered the Parliament. Of
course in terms of the Victorian Skills Commission it
comes at a time when the government is closing all
other avenues of transparency in terms of what is
happening in training and what the needs are in
training. This bill does not just exist in isolation. It
exists at a time when the government is refusing to
release key information which it commissioned from
KPMG on the impact of budget cuts on TAFE
institutes, keeping that secret while demanding that
TAFEs have to provide information back to the
government with their hands effectively tied.
This comes at a time when there is a question mark
about $80 million to $100 million of possible
redundancy payments that TAFEs have to pay their
staff. Who is going to pay for this? Are these
employees public sector workers, and is the
government responsible? We cannot get any clear
answers on that. It also comes at a time when it is
unclear whether the government will obey its
obligations under the enterprise bargaining agreement
extension provision of 2.5 per cent to TAFE teachers
after October this year and pay TAFEs that extra
money from 1 January. We understand the government
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told TAFE directors it had that legal advice, but the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills seems to lack
any clarity about that position whatsoever.

interested in that. It is content to make poorly thought
out decisions, take uncoordinated actions and basically
drive great Victorian institutions into the ground.

We ask about a whole range of issues in terms of the
$100 million cutbacks to TAFE. The budget says
$100 million, but we know — as I understand it, from
the department — that the cutback will be $290 million.
The question is: will those extra savings, whether they
be from TAFE institutes or the private sector, go back
to consolidated revenue if the amount is more than
$100 million, or will that amount be available to the
department to help stop the haemorrhaging of our
TAFE system in Victoria? There have been no answers
from the government; there has been only secrecy on
that matter.

As I said, this bill comes at a time when the TAFE
sector is on fire, with estimated losses of 2000 jobs, a
$290 million cut to the sector, and campus closures.
This is nowhere more the case than in Gippsland, which
is in the electorate of the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills. We are seeing TAFE closures in
communities right across his electorate of Eastern
Victoria Region. We are seeing massive numbers of
course closures, sackings and whole communities
devastated by the impact. What is the government’s
response? It is to say, ‘Let’s close down the source of
independent advice on that, the Victorian Skills
Commission’.

This all comes at a time when there is no information
about whether there will be government relief for small
rural communities faced with the closure of their only
TAFE. It comes at a time when we do not know if the
government has an agenda in terms of TAFE mergers
or acquisitions for these TAFEs, both country and city.
This closing down of independent advice comes at a
time when the government is closing down all avenues
of information to the public, the TAFE sector, industry
and the people who are relying on training in the state.
Quite frankly, it is a disgrace.
The government says, ‘Oh well, such is life; that’s the
way it goes’, but on this side of the house we say, ‘No,
it is not good enough to do that’. We say, ‘We want
independent advice along with clarity and transparency
in the arrangements of government. We do not want
you to say one thing and then do another — not when it
is destroying proper regulatory arrangements and
training arrangements in the state’. The truth is that the
government is simply anti-union. It saw union
representatives on the Victorian Skills Commission
(VSC) as a political threat, no matter what their
expertise, experience or knowledge. At every step of
the way the government has dropped its bombshells on
the training sector without consultation or debate. This
bill seeks to further the government’s sorry record of
not taking responsibility for its actions. It seeks to take
responsibility for regulating apprenticeships away from
the VSC, in effect leaving it a toothless tiger.
You would have thought the government would
welcome independent advice on TAFEs and training.
Goodness knows, you can see it needs it when you look
at the ravaging flames of TAFEs across the state and
the outrage in all electorates that we are seeing on a
daily basis. You would think it would want a bit of
independent advice; you would think that would help
the government make its decisions — but no, it is not

This bill comes at a time when a heap of questions are
being asked about who is running the system, what is
happening in the system and who is responsible for any
actions taken in relation to it. The Minister for Higher
Education and Skills is not responsible. We read in his
letter that he has been powerless to make any of the
changes that need to be made and that he is horrified at
the changes that are happening. This is the same
minister who is closing down these institutions in our
state. Quite frankly, it is a disgrace. I particularly
wonder whether we could get any information about
why the government is doing this. It appears not; it is
probably cabinet in confidence, just like the KPMG
report. The government’s actions on this matter defy
belief.
In terms of the VSC’s capacity to provide advice, there
are a heap of questions about what will happen to fees
because of the cuts to TAFE. Will the fees that students
in rural towns and communities will have to pay under
the new fee structure in any way relate to the needs of
these communities or the students’ capacity to pay? Of
course the answer is no. Let us look at the diploma of
nursing, division 2. It is estimated that the fees for some
of these courses will go from $1500 to $5000 or $8000.
I have even heard an estimate of $10 000 from one rural
TAFE. It is ludicrous. This is nursing, something that
every community needs, and what are we seeing? We
are seeing simply unattainable fee structures forced on
TAFEs. It has nothing to do with the needs of the
economy; it is to do with poorly thought out measures
that the government has implemented.
Let us have a look at the VSC. I remind the house of
the many important functions that the VSC should be
undertaking. It should focus on industry experience and
industry needs in giving advice within a market-driven
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system. We know it is a market-driven system, but that
does not mean you should not have independent advice.

multifunctional regulatory tasks and about the overall
regulation of the training sector under this government.

As part of the $290 million in cuts, we have just seen
the government slash TAFE funding by $120 million or
so by changing the amount of money it pays for
training across the five funding bands, supposedly
based on economic needs. I think circus arts and other
performing arts are important, but I do not know if they
are any more important than agriculture in country
areas or boatbuilding in Williamstown or Mordialloc —
and I note that the member for Mordialloc is in the
chamber. We know that with Victoria University
having to get rid of its boatbuilding course — the only
boatbuilding training in the state — the local
boatbuilder in their beautiful little spot near Mordialloc
Creek will be in all sorts of trouble because they are
going to find it hard to train their apprentices. The
government has changed the funding rate based on the
market, but it takes absolutely no note of any actual
advice about what the market is and what industry
needs in various communities around the country.

The government has had plenty of red lights and
warning signs about quality assurance when it comes to
training since early 2011, but it has refused to act. That
has been the responsibility of the VRQA. This is the
main body that should have been there, that should
have been resourced to act in terms of a whole range of
quality assurance issues. It oversaw a regulatory system
which has allowed countless examples of unscrupulous
providers enrolling students in multiple courses, luring
them into training courses through financial
inducements, providing inadequate training and doing
tick-and-flick training, as it is known in the industry.
This involves making a quick buck through tick and
flick but giving inadequate qualifications to that young
person, or that older person, who leaves that training
without the skills they need to get a job, without the
skills that industry needs, but with supposedly the
quality stamp of approval on their certificate.

The other important role that the VSC undertakes is
administration and reporting, including responsibility
for managing apprenticeship employment contracts and
appeals. It does not sound like much, but it is crucial if
you are an apprentice or if you are a business that
employs apprentices, when there are dangers, conflicts
and disputes. While the VSC no longer has any role in
purchasing training contracts, it does have an important
role in advising the government of the performance of
Victoria’s training market or of market failure,
including providing key information to government
reviews — but this government does not want to hear
any of that.
When we talk about the VSC we are talking about a
whole range of skills, a whole range of important
factors that it should be giving information on —
information about structural adjustment, about skill
needs in terms of macro and microeconomic reform
and factors that affect industries. We should be getting
advice from it in terms of pathways in training and
employment for displaced workers and boosting
indigenous participation in training and employment.
These are the sorts of things the VSC wants to give
information to the government on but which the
government does not want to hear about.
As I say, this bill will see the transfer of the regulation
of apprenticeships from the VSC to the VRQA. It is
another example of the dismantling of important
regulatory processes in this state. The shifting of these
responsibilities to the VRQA raises serious concerns
about the capacity of the VRQA to take on its

That quality assurance did not happen, but now we are
giving greater responsibility to the VRQA. I feel sorry
for the VRQA because it is basically working with an
incompetent government that does not know what it is
doing, as you will see if you have a look at the bungled
transition to a national regulatory system with the
establishment of the Australian Skills Quality Authority
and the transfer of many training providers to the
commonwealth. What is happening there? The
government seemed to just move in steps and take no
action to change the system here. What we have seen in
terms of the VRQA is its incapacity to deal with the
new national system and its incapacity to deal with the
shonks that have come across from some of the more
lucrative international student markets — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! It is now an appropriate time to break for dinner.
The member can resume his contribution when this bill
is next before the Chair.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr HERBERT — It is a pleasure to resume the
debate on this important piece of legislation. Before the
dinner break I was referring to the changes in this
legislation in relation to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority and how it will take on the
responsibilities of the Victorian Skills Commission in
terms of apprenticeship monitoring. I was saying that
there will be a major change in the capacity of the
VRQA to actually undertake this task. The problem is
that the government expects members on this side of
the chamber to accept what is a shambolic approach to
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regulation and training and a shambolic approach in the
way it is handling a very sophisticated, very important
market for this state and to accept that unquestioningly,
even though there is no plan and no-one has any idea
what is going on. What we seem to have here are a
range of random acts, random decisions, random moves
and random legislation without any coherent plan about
how we can develop a proper training market in this
state.
So we have the VRQA, which has been responsible for
quality assurance, which we all know is right out the
window now in terms of some of the appalling
practices which are occurring in training and which are
undermining quality TAFE provision. We have those
on the one hand. The VRQA is now taking on
apprenticeship regulation and the monitoring of
apprenticeships. On the other hand the government
seems to be saying, ‘We’re going to set up this
market-monitoring unit and we’re going to set up these
so-called rapid response teams to look at quality
provision’. There are no details, there is no legislation
and there is no information about it. We do not know
how the system is going to work, we do not know what
the requirements or responsibilities of the VRQA will
be, we do not know whether this rapid response team
will be in-house, we do not know where the resources
will be going to and we do not know how this is
possibly going to happen in regard to quality assurance
in this state. If that is the case, what do we know about
how the VRQA is actually going to monitor
apprenticeships in this state and the issues there?
Let us look at how the system operates now. The VSC
is responsible for apprenticeship contracts and for the
regulation and monitoring of them. The VSC’s
apprenticeship field officers are in many ways agents.
Apprenticeship field officers have an important
protective role for apprentices and employers alike.
They work not only for apprentices but also for
employers. Essentially apprenticeship field officers
work for the VSC. They solve disputes and provide
recommendations to the VSC, which currently has the
final right of appeal for apprenticeship employment
contract disputes. This happens. All sorts of conditions
affect employers and all sorts of issues affect
apprentices, and there are disputes. We have
apprenticeship field officers, and the VSC is the
responsible authority in terms of those contractual
arrangements.
What will happen when this is transferred to the
VRQA? What will happen to the apprenticeship field
officers? We do not know. We have no idea what the
actual relationship will be between the VRQA and
apprenticeship field officers in this legislation. You
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would never actually get any answers from this
government. It would never be transparent about what it
does. However, what is particularly worrying here is
that as we understand it there is a review happening for
apprenticeships and a lot of discussion about the
abolition of what are called the mutual consent
arrangements in the dissolution of apprenticeship
contracts. It is all very complex, but it is a pretty
essential and basic thing. You sign a contract between
an apprentice and an employer. That contract is signed
and authorised by the VSC, which will monitor it.
When there is a dispute, the employer might want to get
rid of the apprentice and the apprentice might want to
just junk out of their apprenticeship, but there has to be
mutual consent about it, and that requires a process to
find out what is going on, what the problem is and how
we can protect both sides of this equation.
The apprenticeship field officers then go in there, have
discussions and try to resolve the dispute. The dispute
can be about hours, it can be about pay, it can be about
capacity and it can be about the diversity of work. We
all know about how apprentices just get in there and
have one job for three years and they do not get the
diversity of training or experience they actually need. It
can be about undue pressure. There are myriad issues
that may be in dispute between an apprentice and an
employer. The apprenticeship field officers go in there,
they attempt to resolve the dispute and the VSC is the
final independent arbiter.
With the abolition of the VSC, with some of these
transfers of the actual contracts going to the VRQA,
what will happen to the apprenticeship field officers?
Will they no longer have a job? Will they be the next
level of training in terms of regulation and protection
that will be scrapped? No-one has given this answer. In
fact it would be a good thing for the government to get
out in the field and say, ‘We will protect the
apprenticeship field officers. We will guarantee that
there will not be any diminution of their capacity or
their powers, or any change to who they respond to and
what they do, to ensure that those safeguards for
apprentices and employees are sorted out there’. It
would be good to see members from the other side of
the house actually get out in the field and give that
guarantee that there is no threat to either apprenticeship
field officers or mutual consent arrangements under
apprenticeship contracts as a result of this and nor in the
future will there be. We have not heard that from this
government. We have not seen that in this legislation. It
is a worry to this side of the chamber.
There are other issues within this bill that are also
concerning, and there are few answers in terms of what
we have heard from the government. There are few
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answers we can actually trust from the government, if it
was ever transparent, if it was ever open and if it was
ever honest about its intentions.
Legal injunctions are one thing. This bill gives the
capacity to the VRQA to take legal injunctions against
registered training providers. There is nothing wrong
with that. We think that is a good thing in terms of
unscrupulous training providers. It would appear to be a
useful mechanism to stop them, but it comes at a time
when, as I say, there are questions about the powers of
audit and investigation by the VRQA, which would
presumably be the prerequisites to these legal
powers — are they going over to the
market-monitoring unit or to the rapid response team?
Who is actually legally responsible for these sorts of
arrangements? We do not know, because all we have
heard from the government is the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills making a few off-the-cuff
comments in the other chamber. Where is the detail of
it? Where is the funding? Where is the legislative basis?
Where is the division of power between this new
market-monitoring unit or this so-called rapid response
team — whatever it might be, however big it might be
and whatever its powers might be — and the VRQA in
terms of these powers and in terms of the powers of the
VRQA to take legal action?
The bill also enables the VRQA to share information
with the new commonwealth education regulators. We
welcome any improvement in state government
coordination of regulation in the training sector. It is a
nightmare for many training providers, and we fully
acknowledge that. But, hey, we have a long way to go
on this one. What we have is a debacle in the training
sector and in the regulatory regime in Victoria between
the commonwealth and the state. We have seen the total
incapacity of this government to stop the sorry parade
of rorts that have occurred right throughout the training
sector in Victoria. Why would we think this sort of
legislation is in any way a concise, concerted and
well-thought-out response to this particular issue?
There are a couple of other concerns here, in particular
the transference of the power to recommend the
removal of TAFE directors from the Victorian Skills
Commission to the minister. The VSC currently has
those powers and has exercised them responsibly, and
that is appropriate. But the trouble is that under the
current circumstances — under the current shambles
that is training in Victoria, with the flames that are
currently engulfing training organisations and TAFE
institutes in this state, and under the current debacle that
is training provision right throughout Victoria,
including regional Victoria — when you shift those
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powers to the minister to get rid of TAFE directors, it is
incredibly worrying.
In terms of TAFE board directors, we are seeing people
who have volunteered, who get little remuneration and
who are there to do the right thing by their communities
being forced to come out and say, ‘Well, hang on a tic.
Whoa! Am I now supposed to decimate training in my
area, decimate my staff workforce and the capacity of
locals to access training, make fees unattainable for
ordinary people to get the training they need for a job
and close campuses? Of course I need to speak up
against this’. But at the same time we have got a bill in
this Parliament that gives the minister the capacity to
get rid of those same TAFE board directors, and we do
not know exactly what the minister’s powers are in
terms of how he can do it.
This is a ruthless government. It will not give
information. It is forcing TAFE institutes to make the
most appalling changes to training provision in this
state. Why on earth would anyone think that is smart
when TAFE boards are going to local government
councils and industry to try to get support to stop their
facilities being closed down? I notice the Minister for
Racing is here, and I know he is passionate about
racing. He must be concerned about Ballarat TAFE and
its potential scrapping of training for the racing industry
in Ballarat. Of course TAFE directors will be concerned
about the slashing of their budgets, and we do not think
it is appropriate for these powers to go to the minister
given the debacle we see currently unfolding in TAFE.
Under different circumstances the government could
count on us, but under the current circumstances it
would be absolutely wrong of us to support this sort of
power.
The bill makes changes to ACFE, the adult, community
and further education sector. I did a bit of research into
ACFE in my earlier years for a Senate inquiry. It was
described as the Cinderella of the education
community. Its providers are fantastic and offer a great
service and at very low cost. The changes in the bill
seem fairly reasonable: ACFE has to submit long-term
strategic plans to the minister and is required to hold
annual general meetings, and there are other changes.
They are tidy-up measures, and we do not have a huge
problem with that, but the changes draw attention to the
fallout from the government’s attack on the whole
training sector if people cannot afford to get the training
they want in their communities.
Let us think this through: you are in Mallacoota, where
the TAFE provision has been slashed. Advance TAFE
has pulled out. It cannot afford to stay because the
government will not give any money to provide
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services for uneconomical market economics courses,
so the only thing you can do is either pack up your
bags, leave your home and come to Melbourne to get
the training or try to go to whatever facility you can
find up there. Now the only place you can go will be
the adult, community and further education provider.
The pressure on ACFE is enormous. There is no
problem with this part of the legislation, but it
highlights the fact that the training sector is a shambles
and the government has not thought about the impact
on the adult and community education sector of the
massive changes it has made to TAFE. There will be a
major impact, and there has been no thought about
that — certainly not in this legislation.
There are a range of other pieces of legislation in terms
of TAFE directors’ pay and university council
membership — things like directors being able to take
leave of absence et cetera — which are all minor
matters. We are opposing this bill because it highlights
the debacle of the lack of a plan for training in this state.
It highlights the fact that the members of this
government are anti-union. They see any board or
authority that has union members, no matter what their
experience, knowledge or capacity to work with
industry, as being against their government, and they
want to get rid of them. They want to get rid of the
Victorian Skills Commission because they do not want
to have independent advice.
The government has put a model in place that has
decimated the TAFE system, that is not realistic in
relation to industry needs and that is diabolical for
Victoria. The opposition will not support that model
and will not support this legislation.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I have to say that
after listening to the contribution of the member for
Eltham for half an hour I could pick up only one of his
remarks that I would say is remotely accurate, and that
is that the vocational education and training sector was
a shambles. It certainly was a shambles, and it is taking
a coalition government to sort it out and make it far
more suited for the purpose it is supposed to fulfil.
It is my pleasure to rise to support the Education
Legislation Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012. It continues a strong program
of work that has been put in place to get the vocational
education and training sector back on track. Training, of
course, is absolutely critical. It is critical for individuals
that they have sufficient skills to allow them to be
gainfully employed and be employed in areas in which
they would choose to be employed and in which they
enjoy their work, and it is particularly critical for the
economic health of the state. If we do not have skilled
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labour, if we do not have people capable of doing these
jobs and if we are not constantly building those skills,
then growth is that much harder. This is certainly an
important factor in promoting economic growth. The
state government makes a substantial investment in
skills for precisely that reason.
The bill will amend the regulation of apprenticeships,
moving that function from the Victorian Skills
Commission to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority, hereafter known as VRQA. It
moves the governance of the adult education sector to
large organisations: the Centre for Adult Education and
the Adult Multicultural Education Service. I have had a
little bit to do with AMES through the work I have
been doing in the St Albans community with the
Brimbank council and others. I have visited at least one
of its facilities, and its staff do an excellent job. They
are dealing with a very multicultural demographic.
There is a great diversity of ethnicity, and most clients
are new arrivals. There are certainly some challenges in
that, but they are doing a good job, and I commend
them for it. The bill responds to a State Services
Authority report that suggested those two organisations
should have their governance arrangements brought in
line with the TAFE sector in general. There are some
specific areas, including the introduction of long-term
strategic planning, the production every year of a
statement of corporate intent and the opening of annual
general meetings to the community and having those
dates, times and so on well publicised.
There are also some changes to the powers of the
VRQA. While the VRQA can require enforceable
undertakings from RTOs (registered training
organisations), there is no requirement for RTOs to
agree to an enforceable undertaking. I am familiar with
at least one case in the southern suburbs, not in recent
months but certainly only a couple of years ago, where
the VRQA was put in a position in which it essentially
had to take far more draconian action than was
otherwise desirable because it did not have the power to
require an enforceable undertaking. Had it had the
capacity to require an enforceable undertaking, that
would have been a far better way to resolve the issue. It
is now being resolved, in any case.
Due to changes between the state and the
commonwealth, a relationship is now required between
VRQ and the commonwealth. We now have the
commonwealth getting its sticky fingers into education
in all aspects. My personal view is that that is not a
particularly good thing, but we are stuck with it. The
bill will also extend the Victorian student numbering
system to commonwealth-regulated providers. It
provides clarification around public sector employees
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being paid only heir jobs, not extra as with members of
the boards of TAFE institutes. It facilitates the granting
of leave of absence to members of councils of
universities, which is currently difficult to do. There is
some sunset time on that in terms of the capacity of
university boards to allow leave of absence for up to
three months, and beyond that the minister becomes
involved. A range of machinery and other technical
amendments are proposed as well.
This bill came to this house from the Council, and I was
interested to note that many of the comments made by
the member for Eltham mirrored comments made by
Ms Mikakos in the other house when it was debated
there some months ago. The outrageous claims that
were made about what the government is doing with
the TAFE sector in particular and the vocational
education and training sector more widely were
repeated. The commentary we have heard from
opposition members on this matter makes it very clear
that they would rather play politics with vocational
education and training than actually try to resolve the
challenges we have with it. Let us remember that just
about all the challenges we have with it are of their
making. As I said at the start, the sector was a
shambles, and it is taking a coalition government to fix
it. But as far as the Labor Party is concerned, it is not
about jobs and it is not about skills; it is about politics,
pure and simple. That is what we have heard in the
debate in the other place and that is what we are hearing
in the debate here.
We need to get some facts into this debate. In their time
in government members of the opposition created a
system that was demand driven — not market driven
but demand driven. While it forecast an expenditure of
around about $800 million a year following its reforms,
by 2011–12 expenditure was up to $900 million and
expected expenditure for 2011–12 is $1.3 billion.
Beyond that it was simply heading northwards. That
might be okay if you could fund it and if you could
control demand, but it also needs the money to be spent
in the right places. That is one of the main problems we
have with the arrangements that were put in place by
Labor. There are many examples, but the classic
example is the certificate IV in fitness. There were
188 people undertaking that course in 2008. By 2011
that figure had grown to 3863. Demand for jobs in that
area is considerably less than 10 per cent, so we are
training thousands of people for a certificate IV in
fitness with absolutely no market for their skills. It is
ridiculous.
We also had a very good TAFE system which was
rapidly being crippled by the sorts of policy settings
that had been put in place. It is perhaps not widely
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known — and I was interested in the member for
Eltham’s comments — but in the current multibusiness
agreement for TAFE teachers they are required to be at
their workplaces for 30 hours a week under clause 15.1
even though they get paid for 38. Not only do they get
paid for 38 hours a week and work 30 but they get to
take every fifth year off at 80 per cent salary. They do
not actually have to do anything that is connected with
their work in those extra 8 hours a week or that extra
year; they are simply able to take the time off. We as a
government are not prepared to cop that sort of rorting
of public money. That is all it is; it is a rort of public
money. It is a matter of bringing those sorts of things
back into context.
The fact is that the government is committed to
vocational education and training. The sector needs a
substantial overhaul, and that is what the minister in the
other place is engaged in. He has made a good start, and
once the reforms are complete we are going to have a
much improved system. This bill is an important part of
that process. The government is taking action to deliver
on training and skills development for all Victorians.
This is a good bill. It implements sound policy, and I
commend it to the house.
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Education Legislation
Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and Other
Matters) Bill 2012. The opposition will oppose the bill
on the basis that there is no satisfactory explanation as
to why the government is scrapping the Victorian Skills
Commission and transferring some of its functions to
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority,
nor is there any clarity on what future role the VRQA
will be playing, nor any detail about the resourcing for
this role, nor a comprehensive plan about how
apprenticeships and training will be regulated under the
government’s changes to the sector.
We heard the previous speaker for the other side talk
about rorting of the TAFE system. However, the big
picture is being lost in this debate, and that is that our
state depends on jobs, and those jobs and our industries
depend on skills. For those living under a rock, let me
enlighten you: there is a skills crisis happening in
Australia and in Victoria. The skills crisis goes across a
range of sectors, and to demonstrate this particular
matter I would like to point out a personal
experience — one shared by about 20 000 residents in
my electorate. About 20 000 homes experienced
damage in the storms that hit on Christmas Day. It has
taken almost six months to have most of those
homes — probably around 90 per cent — repaired.
Why is that the case? Because we have — —
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Dr Sykes interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Would the
member for Benalla like to leave the chamber? He
should cease interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — There is a skills crisis
happening. It has taken six months to get a tiler out due
to the lack of skilled tradesmen and the lack of
apprentices in that industry.
Getting back to the bill, I would like to first put into
context the way the bill has been structured and the
government’s current direction on vocational education
and training and how this allows for a deeper
understanding of the government’s motivations in
introducing this bill and the real effects this bill will
have.
In the past six months we have seen a sustained and
concerted attack on education and skills in Victoria.
First, there were the VCAL (Victorian certificate of
applied learning) cuts of $48 million, then the TAFE
cuts of $290 million that are seeing major changes that
will set the TAFE sector in this state back by 15 years.
This is a time when the sector is already facing huge
challenges and when it is extremely important to allow
free and open public disclosures surrounding TAFE
changes and just what this means for jobs, skills
training and vulnerable Victorians.
My background before entering politics was doing
research and providing skills analysis for industries that
were suffering from skills shortages across Australia,
not just in Victoria. I can tell the house that there were
many struggling industries out there trying to attract
people, particularly those in the under-30 age bracket,
into a range of industries, including manufacturing and
transport and logistics. These are people who require a
little bit of training — not necessarily degrees, but
certainly TAFE diplomas. Already there is a struggle in
industry to attract people, let alone setting the bar
higher and making it harder for people to access TAFE
training.
While there are many small technical changes in this
bill that the opposition has no issue with, Labor opposes
the bill on the grounds that there are changes to the role
of the Victorian Skills Commission (VSC). For
example, clause 29 will transfer the power to
recommend the removal of TAFE directors from the
Victorian Skills Commission to the minister, increasing
the politicisation and ministerial control of TAFE
governance. This comes at a particularly opportune
time for the government politically, as it could have the
effect of silencing TAFE directors who may wish to
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speak out against the government’s current funding
cuts. There is no justification for transferring this power
from an independent authority to the minister. This
measure reflects an effort to increase the government’s
political power over the TAFE sector at a time when
the sector is suffering cuts that are going to have an
enormous effect on its future.
In fact an open letter from Wodonga TAFE leads me to
wonder whether gagging of TAFE directors by the
government has already started taking place. The board
president of Wodonga TAFE, Tony Brandt, said in the
media that the budget cuts would hit jobs and training
opportunities in the region and that initiatives targeting
young, under-educated and unemployed people would
be shelved. He said it was clear that the changes would
mean closing courses, making staff redundant and
cutting opportunities for kids in regional Victoria.
Mr Brandt said:
It is a huge cut to our budget …
…
It is clear that it will not be feasible for any provider to
provide courses in many areas as the funding rates are too
low.
It is unlikely that any provider would be able to provide
courses in areas such as business … retail, financial
services …

Those services are services that are currently being
delivered in regional areas.
However, last month Wodonga TAFE released an open
letter reassuring the community that TAFE would
remain open and vibrant. This is after the above
comments were made by the president of the Wodonga
TAFE board. The quote in the advertisement that was
circulated in the local press reassured the community
that the TAFE institute would remain open and vibrant,
which is good to hear. It was next to a picture of the
member for Benambra, and the headline was:
Wodonga TAFE will always enjoy the support of
government.

I am wondering whose leg was being pulled and how
hard it was being pulled to get that ad printed. I do not
believe that anyone at Wodonga TAFE truly believes
that stripping more than $7 million out of the budget,
33 per cent of Wodonga TAFE’s annual budget, is an
act of support by the government. The transfer of power
from the Victorian Skills Commission to the minister at
this time appears cynical and politically motivated, and
it may stifle honest and robust conversations about the
sector’s changes and funding cuts.
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Labor also has issues with the bill’s proposed transfer
of regulation of apprenticeships from the Victorian
Skills Commission to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority. We are concerned about the
lack of resources for the VRQA to undertake this
important role. It is a huge task to regulate
apprenticeships across the state, and with the
government announcing the abolition of the VSC at the
same time as the abolition of industry training advisory
boards there is concern over the lack of input and
transparency in the policy on the regulation of
apprenticeships.

University, Professor Anne Jones, has been quoted as
saying:

The subsequent cuts to the TAFE and vocational
education and training (VET) sectors have caused
chaos across the training industry. Given the scale of
the problems regarding regulation in the training market
and the massive and rapid growth of private training
providers, resources needs to be provided to the VRQA
to administer apprenticeship contracts and support
apprentices, and this bill goes nowhere near indicating
that this would happen.

Debate interrupted.

Under this bill the VRQA would have the power to take
out legal injunctions against registered training
organisations. Whilst this capacity is welcomed, the
resourcing is not identified, and one would think that
with the recent disaster of the financial collapse and
closure of Mowbray College the government would
wake up, take note and say, ‘Organisations like the
VRQA need to have more resources in order to do their
jobs and to make sure that those who are most
vulnerable in our community — those in the
community who have an expectation that this
government will deliver for them — are supplied with
the resources that they need on the ground’.
The minister has flagged, through the media, the
establishment of a rapid response team to deal with
rorts. This is in reaction to the issue being raised in
Parliament by Labor last year, and it is an attempt to
stem the growing criticism of inaction over the
proliferation of poor-quality providers. However, there
is no clarity about what the future holds for the VRQA,
and these arrangements remain in limbo. Quality RTOs
and TAFEs are also being undermined by private
providers, and we really need the resources on the
ground to fight this.
I have seen huge cuts, and after meeting with the
Victoria University TAFE sector in the western
suburbs, it seems that dozens of TAFE courses will be
cut at that institution, affecting many families in the
western suburbs and the future pathways for those
children who need them. In the local papers in
Brimbank the deputy vice-chancellor of Victoria

We will work hard to minimise the impact on our students …

However, the cuts are going to take their course.
To conclude, I restate Labor’s position. We oppose this
bill because of the erosion of the responsibilities of the
Victorian Skills Commission, including the transfer of
power from the independent authority to the minister
and the transfer of the regulation of apprenticeships
from the VSC to the VRQA.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before calling
the minister I welcome to the gallery George Seitz, the
former member for Keilor.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (VET SECTOR,
UNIVERSITIES AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — Whilst I understand that the
members of the Labor Party want to make general
political commentary in relation to education, I will
actually speak on the Education Legislation
Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and Other
Matters) Bill 2012. In this bill we have a series of
amendments that fall into eight groups, as stated
up-front in the explanatory memorandum. I will
concentrate on two of these groups of amendments
because they have relevance to international education.
I acknowledge that the bill transfers responsibility for
apprenticeships to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority (VRQA) and makes
governance reforms in the adult, community and further
education sectors in line with the TAFE sector. That
applies to the Centre for Adult Education and Adult
Multicultural Education Services. The bill also extends
the Victorian student number system, which entails the
use of a unique identifier for every student under 25 in
schools and vocational education and training (VET)
providers. It clarifies that public sector employees will
not get paid if they are on the boards of TAFE
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institutes, and it facilitates some leave-of-absence
provisions, which have already been adequately
explained by the member for Mornington, whereby
amendments will be made to eight university acts to
enable councils of universities to grant leave of
absence. There will also be a range of machinery and
technical amendments, such as changing the names of
various departments to which the various bodies report.
It is the two matters that impinge on international
education that I focus my comments on, and they are
the two sets of clauses that relate to the power for
injunctions to be taken out against registered training
organisations (RTOs) and the capacity for the
commonwealth and the state to share further
information in this regard.
By way of prefacing my general comments, I indicate
that I actually have responsibility for the policy on
international education. Other ministers obviously deal
with the regulatory requirements and the like. In terms
of the policy on international education, as most
members of this chamber would be aware, this was a
$4.6 billion business in 2011. Unfortunately it is a
declining sector of the Victorian economy, but it is still
our no. 1 export. Tourism is the no. 2 export in the state
of Victoria and international education is our most
important export.
The international education sector is responsible for
50 000 direct and indirect jobs, and as at December
2011 more than 160 000 international students from
165 countries were enrolled in Victorian education
institutions. Of course VET providers play a very
significant role in international education. The reforms
enacted by this bill, certainly with the two components I
have outlined already, will assist with better regulation,
and I think the changes will have a more positive
impact on the international education market.
The first part of the bill that I wish to talk about is
part 4, in which clause 36 provides courts with the
power to grant injunctions in respect of registered
training organisations. The second part of the bill which
is particularly important in the international sector is
part 5, in which clause 48 enables the facilitation of
cooperation between Victoria’s education regulator, the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority,
and its new commonwealth counterparts.
I turn to the powers provided by the bill that will enable
injunctions in respect of RTOs. The prime reason that
international students come to Victoria to study is the
quality of Victorian education. It is very important that
all legislative reforms ensure that that quality is
maintained. Of course quality is incredibly important
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for local students. I am simply speaking on this from
the perspective of having responsibility for the general
framework for international students.
Clause 36 reflects where RTOs have failed in the past
and seeks to remedy the process where there is failure,
either complete and abject failure or part failure, on the
part of an RTO. The clause gives greater flexibility to
the VRQA and the courts to deal with RTOs that do not
meet their responsibilities and it provides greater
consumer protection. The current situation is that unless
a VET provider has breached a voluntary legal
agreement relating to improper conduct, the VRQA
cannot seek a court order to stop that behaviour. In
other words and possibly in more simple language, at
the moment where a registered training organisation
does not meet its legislative obligations, the VRQA can
only ask the RTO to enter into what is called an
enforceable undertaking. That sets out what the RTO is
to do and court proceedings can ensue if the RTO does
not comply.
Where the current legislation is silent is on this whole
system depending on the RTO agreeing to certain
circumstances. If the RTO does not agree, the VRQA
cannot seek to deregister the RTO. Deregistration is, of
course, a last resort but it needs to be a threat under
certain circumstances. Comparing that with the
commonwealth law, under that the courts can issue
injunctions to force an RTO to take action or not to take
action, as the case may be. If the RTO refuses to
comply, injunctions may be taken out and the court will
decide where the RTO will go in terms of its conduct.
That system is broadly encapsulated in part 4 of the bill.
The bill allows restraining injunctions and positive
injunctions and they can be sought in either the County
Court or the Magistrates Court. Again, the underlying
reason for this particular reform articulated in part 4 of
the bill before the house is that this will add to the
quality of education. It is most important that this
quality is preserved at this particular level and indeed
right across education provision.
The second aspect I particularly want to refer to in this
bill is the sharing of information with the
commonwealth. In 2011 the commonwealth established
two regulators: the Australian Skills Quality Authority
for vocational education and training and the Tertiary
Education Quality and Standards Agency for higher
education. Basically ASQA accredits institutions and
courses for overseas students. As I said, I am
particularly interested in this bill from the perspective
of my ministerial portfolio. We need to have a situation
where state and commonwealth agencies cooperate on
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information, but unfortunately gaps have emerged in
the legislative regime we inherited.
By way of example, ASQA cannot deal with overseas
student records, so clause 48 provides that information
can be provided by the VRQA to the commonwealth.
In a circumstance where information needs to be
provided, the VRQA may now — it does not have
to — provide this information. I think this will improve
the regulatory environment for Victoria’s international
education providers.
I appreciate that Labor Party members want to talk
about TAFE, the Victorian certificate of applied
learning and so on and so forth and put forward their
view on the coalition government’s budgetary
strategy — that is their call and the way they have
chosen to approach this debate — but this bill is about
the regulation of the sector. As I said, two of the eight
groups of legislative provisions are very important in
the regulation of international students and in terms of
ensuring that these students have a system that is better
regulated.
The bill comes to this place in the context of significant
reform at state and federal levels for international
students. The Baird review has sought to secure a better
regulatory and legislative framework. There has also
been the Knight review, and the commonwealth has
gone some way towards meeting various states’
requirements for visas and post-study work rights. We
think the commonwealth should do more in this area,
particularly in the non-university sector and the private
provider sector. We think judgements should be made
on the quality of institutions.
The commonwealth minister is the Minister for Tertiary
Education, and the International Education Advisory
Council will shortly advise him on further action the
state and commonwealth can take to make sure Victoria
is an attractive destination for international students. In
my opinion this bill should be seen in that context, and I
have a great degree of pleasure in supporting the bill
and commending the minister on his work.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take pleasure in
speaking on one of my key interest areas not only in
this place but also in my career before I entered the
Parliament. I join the debate on the Education
Legislation Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012. As the lead speaker, the
member for Eltham indicated, as did subsequent
speakers, that the opposition will oppose this bill on the
basis that there has been no satisfactory explanation
from the government as to why it is scrapping the
Victorian Skills Commission and transferring its
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functions to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority; nor is there any clarity about
what the future role of the VRQA will be, any detail
about resources for this role or a comprehensive plan
about how apprenticeships will be regulated in the
future.
My electorate of Yan Yean houses the highest number
of tradies in the state, and they are extremely interested
in the training regime — both the training they have
received and the training they would like to see their
children receive. The utter chaos the government is
wreaking on the sector at the moment through the
changes in this bill and the government’s budget
settings are not good for productivity and not good for
people contemplating their future. I plead with the
government to have some understanding of the impact
these changes are having on our community. I do not
want us to again see a situation where people leave this
state in droves. Victoria is a great place to live. As I
said, my electorate is full of tradies. These people have
a passion for building and making a contribution to the
economy and the local community.
Earlier in my career I served on the Affirmative Action
in Training Board. I worked for some time at the former
Workforce Plus Employment Services in
Broadmeadows, which served a disadvantaged
community. I helped people retrain and get into the
workforce. I worked with people who were
transitioning between industries. I also worked in
rehabilitation at the Victorian WorkCover Authority
with people who had had injuries, lost confidence and
needed to retrain.
Having so many young people in my electorate, I go
from school to school and I see how passionate the
students are and how they look forward to their futures.
What we have at the moment is utter chaos. At the
moment I really feel for careers counsellors. I met with
some people from non-government schools last week.
It had not occurred to me what an issue this would also
be for mid-range schools and schools in the
non-government sector. I met with them in relation to
something else, and I just mentioned TAFE in passing.
They were absolutely livid. I had never seen them so
passionate about something. They said, ‘We just don’t
know what to say to our kids and their parents’.
Last weekend I met a teacher in the inner city who
taught in the TAFE area at Victoria University. He
expressed to me his concerns and the thought that some
of the secondary school students who would try to
access TAFE courses next year through the VET
(vocational education and training) system could be
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subject to a cost of around $3000. This is a cost for kids
and families in the western suburbs.
I represent some of the northern suburbs, but in the
western suburbs there is an enormous gap between
available employment and the ability of people to get
the training they need. I think we really could be at the
crossroads. There was a period during the economic
downturn of the 1990s when there were significant
cutbacks to the public sector and virtually no training of
apprentices at all in this state. There was a huge skills
strain. We had gone a long way towards turning that
around.
Year after year in the tenure of our government Victoria
was training more apprentices and trainees than any
other state. We put a value on our people in Victoria;
we put a value on being clever. It was getting results. It
was not perfect. We had to make changes in 2006
because of problems that were occurring in relation to
rogue providers that were causing a crisis of
confidence. Education is an enormously important
export for Victoria; it is the most important export.
There were around 1200 registered training
organisations in August 2010, and that had dropped by
100 from the year before. The measures Labor
introduced in state Parliament had started to bring about
results and had weeded out some of those poor
operators that were not offering quality training and
were, frankly, ripping students off. Federal government
figures reveal that there are now around 505 registered
training organisations based in Victoria. The situation
has improved.
We are going down the path of pillaging the system and
gutting the TAFE and VET sectors. I have seen
firsthand what the VET sector can do. Whittlesea
Secondary College in my electorate has been a national
award winner in relation to VET subjects and VET
studies. The VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied
learning) program at Epping Secondary College has
been replicated across the state. The school has been
mentoring other schools, including Wallan Secondary
College, in relation to establishing VCAL.
With the introduction of On Track data we started to
track where Victoria’s school students were going after
they finished secondary education. I could not have
been more proud of the working-class kids at
working-class Epping Secondary College where there
was the greatest improvement in the state and the
highest number of students who either did further study
or went to work. The school community has been
immensely proud of this.
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I want to read from some letters written by students at
that great school, who take a great interest in education.
They are amazing exemplars of what can occur in state
education, even in working-class areas. Jerusha Mather
is a fantastic young woman who I have got to know
over the last couple of years. She is incredibly bright.
She loves reading, watching documentaries, writing
poetry, meeting new people and hearing their stories. In
her own words she said:
I am involved in leadership in my school and have run a
number of programs to help young people like me develop
confidence.
I have been involved in the instrumental music program
(singing) in 2009. In 2011 I joined the SRC and have been
actively involved in the 40-hour famine campaign. I have
been a member of the school’s book club since 2009. I have
entered writing competitions both at the school and in
external competitions as a way of extending myself and
developing my writing skills.

This young woman, Jerusha Mather, has a number of
hurdles to overcome in that she suffers from cerebral
palsy and has difficulty with some of her oral
communication and in moving around. But her
intellect, brightness and skills have been extended and
she is a leader at her school. I am so proud to know her.
For her and another young student, a friend of hers who
is a Malaysian migrant and has only been in this
country for a year, this is such a fantastic school. These
two young women in year 9 have had the confidence to
set up a young women’s leadership program across the
year levels there. Jerusha wrote to me saying:
I feel strong empathy for children who may be affected if the
government forces schools to scrap the Victorian certificate of
applied learning (VCAL) for year 11 and 12 students, which
is an alternative to VCE for those who want to go on to
apprenticeships, TAFE or work. This is going to lessen
opportunities for our young Victorians.
…
Two thousand teachers and staff at Victorian TAFEs could
supposedly lose their jobs because of state government
funding cuts. In my own perspective, TAFE is very useful
nowadays to broaden students’ horizons and is an opportunity
that prepares prospective TAFE students to fairly go to
university to further their passion in life. TAFE acts as an
alternative university pathway for many young people these
days. We don’t want our young Victorians missing out on
university.

They are the words of Jerusha Mather. I plead with the
government to listen to the Jerushas of the world and to
other fantastic students such as Daniel Pietrobuono,
who is in year 10 this year at Epping Secondary
College. It is the kids themselves who are saying that
this is going to make it difficult and that it will be
families on low incomes that will struggle. I applaud
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the fact that the opposition is opposed to this bill. I hope
some government members will join us.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Education Legislation
Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and Other
Matters) Bill 2012. The purpose of the bill, as set out in
the explanatory memorandum, is to transfer certain
functions of the Victorian Skills Commission (VSC) to
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority
(VRQA) or the minister; make governance provisions
relating to adult education institutions consistent with
those of TAFE institutes; give the County Court and the
Magistrates Court the power to grant injunctions in
respect of registered training organisations; enable the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority to
disclose information or give documents to certain
commonwealth authorities or bodies; make other
miscellaneous amendments to the act; and amend
various universities acts to provide that councils of
universities may grant leave to members of those
councils.
I will now go into a little more detail about the
provisions of the bill. The transfer of regulation of
apprenticeships from the Victorian Skills Commission
to the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority will bring the regulation of training under one
roof. The VRQA was previously the state regulator for
all but apprenticeship training and traineeships. The
transfer of the commission’s powers to remove
unsatisfactory TAFE board directors will now fall to
the minister, which is probably the right place for that
power to lie.
Victoria has two adult education institutions — the
Centre for Adult Education and the Adult Multicultural
Education Services. These will now have governance in
the same way that TAFE has governance, and I think
all of us believe that is a common-sense tidy up for the
sake of consistency. It adds to the options of the VRQA
and the courts for dealing with education and training
providers that are not meeting their responsibilities,
which is of concern, and allows for enforceable
undertakings that are alternative to sanctions and
penalties.
Cooperation between the VRQA and its
commonwealth counterparts is important. Half the
providers are transferring to the commonwealth — we
have two jurisdictions here. The commonwealth needs
access to state information. For operation across the
sector, information needs to be shared.
The Victorian student number is being extended to
TAFE students. I will talk a little more about the good
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reason for this later, but the area of overlapping and
articulation between the upper levels of TAFE and the
first levels of university is one of particular interest to
the regional areas. There needs to be a nationally
unique identifier, particularly as there is that crossover
area between TAFEs and unis. There will also be leave
for university and TAFE board members. Authorisation
for leaves of absence will now be provided for up to
12 months. I note that if a leave period is more than
three months, ministerial approval is needed.
Education is extremely important to this government,
and training is vital. That is why we are reforming this
training sector. It has had considerable growth, and it is
worth running the magnifying glass over some of that
growth. Clearly it has been unsustainable or has
occurred in areas where it was not going to lead to jobs
or address the skills shortages in our economy. The
current uncapped market system was designed and
implemented in 2008 by the Labor government, which
implemented the system without monitoring
mechanisms to manage its effectiveness and its costs.
Many other service areas are operating within a
competitive market environment in Victoria, and
structures have been put in place to monitor them. In
my area of Mildura we know a lot about the Essential
Services Commission and its manner of regulating both
energy and water.
Since 2008 the difference between what was budgeted
for by the previous Labor government and what was
spent has been $1 billion. In 2011–12 Labor predicted
that training subsidies would be around the
$900 million mark; we now know the figure was
$1.3 billion. That is a remarkable and considerable
difference. The system was not financially sustainable,
nor was it meeting the need for skilled workers in the
Victorian economy, and things simply had to change.
Amidst the changes, around 220 courses have attracted
increased subsidies. A number of these are both
apprenticeship courses and courses receiving the
highest government subsidy, and 82 per cent of those
are delivered through TAFE. Also, 15 per cent of
courses have remained at the same levels. Subsidies
have been reduced in areas that have seen massive
growth in employment supply without obvious benefits.
We have already heard in this debate about the
oversupply of personal fitness trainers.
In terms of courses for diploma level and above, for
which vocational education and training FEE-HELP
income contingent loans — commonly known as
HECS, or higher education contribution scheme,
loans — are available, we again have to work out that
articulated area between the top of TAFE and the start
of tertiary education in universities.
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The Baillieu government has already cracked down on
some of the dodgy providers. We have had a lot of
press about those. I am pleased to say very few are in
my area. They have done damage to the system. They
have been engaging in unscrupulous practices and
profiteering from government subsidies. This has been
done through the use of multiple enrolments in
government-subsidised programs; now they are going
to be limited to two a year. In relation to funding for
qualifications gained by the recognition of prior
learning, everybody has a story about that, even in my
area.
TAFEs have an opportunity to establish themselves as
premium providers within Victoria’s vocational training
system. Existing TAFE branding is extremely strong.
Their reputations are established, and the higher
education pathways are extremely important. It is worth
again reflecting on the number of additional people
who have been trained over the last few years and the
cost of that training. Enrolments have soared over that
period, but not in the areas where we know we have
skills shortages.
To end my discussion of TAFE, I note TAFE has a few
advantages. It is predominant in the trade training area
because of that huge investment by the public in that
infrastructure. The Sunraysia Institute of TAFE is an
excellent example of that; it has fantastic facilities for
trade training. The Sunraysia TAFE, with
300 employees, has recently advertised a new position,
so out of this we have a TAFE in Victoria that is
advertising a position. It is looking for someone in the
automotive area, and on reading the ad I suspect it is
looking for someone to train apprentices. So things are
changing. Also in Mildura we have the trade training
centre, which will increase trade training in our area.
The government has also funded $20 million for the
Regional Partnerships Facilitation Fund to support
partnerships between universities and regional TAFE
institutes to provide more undergraduate courses in
Victoria. This is absolutely vital for so many places
where we have a strong TAFE presence and
partnerships with universities. They need to work better
to allow people to transition through the TAFE system
and into their universities. There are a number of
programs from which Mildura is benefiting
considerably, and I expect it will continue to benefit,
with a little over half of that money being rolled out for
programs such as teleconferencing. There are huge
steps being made in technology so that we can put
together classes for tertiary students with online
learning and teleconferencing around our TAFE
colleges, build courses that are sustainable for
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universities and increase student numbers in our
communities.
We have a lot to look forward to. The unsustainable
growth has been addressed. We have been refocusing
our education sector, and particularly our vocational
education sectors, to better provide for the future. We
have also addressed some of these issues. Under
previous governments, providers throughout the state
were running training programs fully funded by the
taxpayer at no cost to the participants. The problem is
there is not a general demand for belly dancers, quilt
makers or underwater basket weavers in Victoria, nor
will they help our economy.
People can still do these programs; they just need to
contribute to the cost instead of you and me paying for
it. The previous government did not have the checks
and balances to ensure that the system was run
efficiently and in the best way for the taxpayer. That
has now changed. We are refocused, and we are going
to produce the trades and skills that are needed to take
Victoria forward. I support the bill.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I welcome the
opportunity to join this debate and speak on this bill. I
understand that this bill has presented an opportunity
for a broad-ranging debate, and I listened with interest
to the member for Mildura, a member I respect and one
who works hard in his electorate. I noticed with interest
that in his contribution to the debate he talked about an
automotive teaching opportunity. I find that interesting
because he neglected to talk about the 20 redundancies
I heard about when I was listening to ABC radio this
morning.
The other interesting aspect of the member for
Mildura’s contribution is his painting up this reining in
of the TAFE sector by talking about basket weaving,
fitness programs and the like. In the western region of
Melbourne, the Newport campus of Victoria University
has for many years offered the only boatbuilding
apprenticeship program in the state. That means that if
you are a boatbuilding operator in Victoria and you
want to take on an apprentice, you would send them to
Victoria University for a three-year program. Acting
Speaker, you might be interested in this because one of
the marine businesses that has apprentices right now is
located in Bayswater. It a very good business, and there
are many of these sorts of businesses around Melbourne
and in Victoria in places like Paynesville, Echuca and
Mordialloc. These businesses require skilled labour,
and skilled labour in many cases comes from
apprenticeships, including getting young people who
are reskilling to go through an apprenticeship.
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Following these TAFE cuts Victoria University has
determined that it is going to continue only with
courses that are viable. It will not continue with courses
the cessation of which will reduce the production of
skilled labour for the future but only with courses that
are viable right now. That means that if you are a small
boatbuilding operator in Victoria, you are no longer
able to take on an apprentice unless you are prepared to
send them to Newcastle for their training.
I put this question to the house: is that the sort of TAFE
and vocational education system that we want in
Victoria, one that will mean that over the next 5 to
10 years we will simply not have the trained workers
who will be needed to fill the skill gaps not just in big
industries but also in small industries like boatbuilding?
This type of industry might be predominantly there to
service a niche market, but it is a very important sector
and one that is growing.
Labelling programs that are to be cut as ‘basket
weaving’ or ‘fitness’ programs is just simply wrong; it
is a distortion of the facts. I am sure members on the
government benches know this, because they would
have had myriad people come to their doors to talk
about the true impacts that the member for Mildura
failed to talk about in his contribution. These impacts
include the loss of 20 skilled teachers and trainers in the
member’s electorate, people who might find it quite
difficult from this point on to find the sort of job
opportunities that, up until this budget, had been
provided by Sunraysia TAFE.
I can also speak about what is happening at Victoria
University, because Victoria University is one of the
largest providers in this state. Another result of this
transformation, if you like, of TAFE training and the
$32 million of cuts in the budget is that Victoria
University is not only ceasing its boatbuilding program
but it is having to get rid of veterinary studies and
dramatically cut back on its events and tourism, sports,
hospitality, and business and financial services
programs. It is simply going to offer courses that it
believes are viable.
TAFEs, as we know, provide an essential pathway for
people to develop skills and training. Many of us have
done TAFE training; I am one of them. I have benefited
enormously from doing TAFE-based training. In
relation to the western region of Melbourne, an
important report was completed in 2010 by Regional
Development Australia. It was entitled Melbourne’s
West — Victoria’s Gateway — A Regional Plan. That
report drew a very strong link between educational
attainment and employment opportunities for those
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living in the western region. The report states, and I
quote:
… it can be seen that 4.7 per cent of those who completed
year 12 are unemployed, while for those that did not complete
year 12 the average unemployment rate is 7.7 per cent.

It goes on to say:
The proportion of western Melbourne residents with
post-school qualifications is lower than the average for
metropolitan Melbourne …

That is why programs such as the Victorian certificate
of applied learning and VET (vocational education and
training) in Schools, and school-based apprenticeships
and traineeships are really important in the western
region of Melbourne: they provide pathways for young
people to gain the sorts of skills and qualifications they
need to find and keep meaningful employment.
A couple of weeks ago representatives of Victoria
University visited Parliament to provide us with a
briefing. What became clear from this briefing was that
it is not only the TAFE sector under attack but also the
VET in Schools program, because up to this point
Victoria University has cross-subsidised this program
for 90 secondary schools. That is an enormous
cross-subsidy arrangement. It has meant that secondary
schools have been able to keep fees down for those
students in years 10, 11 and 12 who have chosen to take
on the VET in Schools program to obtain work
readiness skills.
We now have a situation where secondary schools in
the western region of Melbourne and in other parts of
Melbourne and Victoria which lost funding for their
Victorian certificate of applied learning coordinators in
last year’s budget now face the prospect of losing
cross-subsidy arrangements with local TAFE providers
to run their VET in Schools programs. This is a
disgraceful set of events, one that will simply drive a
wedge between those young people going through our
secondary school system who have opportunities based
on wealth and those whose families cannot afford to
pay the fees that will be imposed on the VET in
Schools program because the cross-subsidy
arrangements will cease.
That is the sort of thing that will generate the type of
unemployment levels among young people that have
become a hallmark of the Baillieu government’s period
of office to date. That is the sort of thing that makes
communities in my electorate angry and prepared to
campaign against these diabolical cuts. They
understand that if you drive up fees for programs such
as VET in Schools, families will simply make the
choice not to have their children — the students — go
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through programs like that. Worse still, that will lead to
more young people dropping out of secondary school
education and not pursuing skills through vocational
education and training.
I challenge any government members who follow me in
speaking on this bill to tell this house that all is well in
the VET in Schools sector, because what is happening
in the western region will be happening right across
regional Victoria. It will be happening across all parts
of Melbourne, and it will lead to a divide between those
who have an opportunity to complete their education
and those who do not. In government Labor recognised
the value of TAFE institutes in our community and
provided additional funding for them to operate
effectively. The Baillieu government is absolutely
determined to gut our TAFEs, costing hundreds of
jobs — which we have heard about already — and
hurting students across the state.
I think it is absolutely appalling that members of The
Nationals get up and pretend that all is well with the
TAFE cuts. This is appalling, and it will hurt country
communities. TAFE and VET sectors just cannot afford
the sorts of cuts that have been set out in this budget.
This will decimate regional TAFEs. It will decimate
local economies, and it will limit education options for
Victorians. Skills are supposed to be one of the four
pillars of this government’s economic strategy. If that is
the case, it is little wonder that we are beginning to see
the foundations of this Baillieu government start to fall
away. Its members do not care about skills. They do not
care about TAFEs, and they do not care about programs
like VCAL and VET in Schools.
This is a defining decision by the Baillieu government.
It is one that its members will continue to pay for over
many years to come. The Baillieu government stands
condemned.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012. It is not
often that you will find me agreeing with the member
for Williamstown, but on this matter I will agree with
him and say that all is not well in the VET sector. That
is why the Minister for Higher Education and Skills has
taken strong measures to reform the sector to ensure
that it is more competitive and meets industry needs
and to ensure that we have a healthy sector moving
forward.
We have had 11 years of absolute waste and
mismanagement, and this area is no different to any
other area that the Labor Party has touched. Labor
absolutely has the Midas touch. Rather than turning
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something from bad into good, it turns something good
into an absolute disaster. We have seen it with this
particular area. It is all very well to look at the reforms
that were made in the last few years prior to the Labor
Party losing government. If you look at the numbers,
enrolments grew under the new process from 381 000
in 2008 to 549 450 in 2011 — a 44 per cent increase in
the sector. The bulk of that, or 29 per cent, occurred in
2011 alone. You might look at those figures and say in
isolation that that sounds terrific. More people are
taking up training opportunities, and that is what we are
all about. We want to see more young people entering
training opportunities and furthering their education and
training.
In isolation it sounds goods, but as a package it is
unfortunately symptomatic of the way the previous
government handled things, because to have that
growth you need to fund it. The previous government
had $800 million allowed for in 2008. That figure blew
out to $1.3 billion, which left a $500 million black hole
for which it needed to find funding. We have taken that
on, and we have managed to progress forward and
ensure that we invest in vocational education in
Victoria with an additional $1.2 billion over four years.
By doing that we have ensured that we are funding
courses for which there are opportunities at the other
end of the scale, so there is not necessarily just the
demand coming in. It is exciting when there are courses
that sound really good in theory, but if there are no jobs
at the other end, this leads to nothing but massive
disappointment for a young person looking for a job.
As a government, we are making sure that there are
opportunities, that courses lead to jobs and that courses
are distinctive in their output. This leads to a more
productive education system all round.
This bill looks at strengthening the vocational education
system in Victoria. It makes a series of amendments to
the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 and to
university acts. It also makes significant changes
through a number of different processes. It creates
additional measures of training to ensure that the
Victorian system is of high quality and that consumers
have information and choice about training.
Victorian industry will be given a stronger voice and a
critical role in directly influencing the vocational
education and training (VET) market to deliver
outcomes for business and our economy as a whole.
That is an area that I want to spend a bit of time on,
because I think it is absolutely crucial. When we are
talking about the vocational education and training
system in Victoria, industry engagement is absolutely
paramount. We need to ensure that we have industry
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leaders who are talking to the training providers,
making sure that the courses are relevant and making
sure that there are jobs at the other end of it.
We have heard a lot of crying over this particular
bill — about the refocus of the Victorian Skills
Commission and of industry training advisory bodies
(ITABs). People have been asking: why are we looking
at disbanding these; why are we not putting more effort
into just providing the same old system? We are
refocusing to a market-driven system. At the moment
there are 16 ITABS; some are very good ITABs and
some are ITABs that many of the players would not
even know existed.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — We are ensuring that there is
effective labour market advice to government — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! The member for Melton will have his turn. I ask
him to desist.
Mr SOUTHWICK — We are ensuring that these
ITABs are industry relevant. The member for Melton
can shout all he likes, but he realises that he was a
member of the previous government and he did
absolutely nothing for this particular area. He just rants,
raves and shouts, but he does not deliver.
Mr Nardella — I went through the TAFE system.
Mr SOUTHWICK — This bill delivers and the
TAFE system delivers. I hear the member for Melton
saying he has been through the TAFE system. I have
taught in the TAFE system and I have done a lot of
work on the TAFE system. If the member for Melton
likes, I could give him a good education — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! I am not appreciating the banter across the
chamber. If members would like to do that, would they
please take it outside. If not, we will continue to hear
the member for Caulfield.
Mr SOUTHWICK — We are looking at a reform
of the system to make sure that we have industry skills
consultative committees that are appointed by the
minister and industry leaders. These committees will be
made up of 12 members and will provide direct
feedback to government. These are industry leaders —
people who are at the coalface and people who
alongside the training providers can determine what
opportunities there are at the end of courses, which is
absolutely important.
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The ITABs can continue to operate if they have
industry support, but if they do not have industry
support they will not be able to continue. This is very
much a demand-driven system, it is an output-driven
system and, most importantly, it is a job-driven system.
We are ensuring that there are jobs at the end of courses
that are on offer, that there is industry engagement and
that there is proper industry consultation, which is
absolutely paramount.
I refer to a report by the Boston Consulting Group
which suggests that the current model, with the
Victorian Skills Commission and industry training
advisory boards, was established when government
played a planning and purchasing role in the VET
system, but with the transition in the training market
many of these functions are no longer essential to the
operation of the VET market. The report goes on to say
that examination of the architecture of the system
reveals a clear case for more fundamental change to
fulfil the functions required of Victoria’s training
market, to look at the capacity to provide required
inputs, to ensure that there is effective synthesis of the
labour market and to make sure that proper industry
engagement has an active role. This is what the 2011
independent report from the Boston Consulting Group
said, and that is what we are looking at doing.
We are ensuring that the increasing investment by our
government is in courses for which there is a demand
and which at the other end lead to jobs for those who
complete them. There are a number of other reforms in
the bill. It will reform university acts and ensure that
university council members can take leave so we do not
lose good council members when they have important
things to take care of along the way. Most importantly,
we are ensuring that there is financial viability. The bill
will get rid of the dodgy private providers. We have
heard many stories of dodgy providers who have been
using recognition of prior learning for all sorts of
advancements and using double degrees.
The bill effectively ensures that we have proper control
mechanisms, that we put the TAFEs and the private
providers together, and that we provide support in a
competitive, open and transparent market. Most
importantly, the people who will benefit at the end are
the young people, and they will benefit through jobs,
better opportunity and productivity. It is something that
this government has been very proud of with all the
legislation we have brought before the house. It is
something that the opposition knows absolutely nothing
about. We will continue to make sure that we have a
sound economic platform, productivity, focus and,
more importantly, jobs and output for this state. I
commend the bill to the house.
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Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012 and state, as
other members on this side of the house have, that we
will be opposing this bill. Before going into the details
of the amendments made by the bill, I would like to
comment that it is very clear when government
members are speaking on this bill that they have
absolutely no understanding of the trades and technical
training provisions and where those provisions sit.
Trades and technical training is very different to other
vocational training.

Victoria’s really good apprenticeship system. It is a
system that serves industry well and also provides a
holistic and broad range of skills to the individuals who
undertake apprenticeships so that they can work in a
flexible and innovative way.

When we are talking about TAFE it seems that
government members give a lot of examples from
certain areas, but this bill makes amendments to
implement the government’s agenda of getting rid of
the Victorian Skills Commission. This is a completely
different issue to the issues raised and the arguments
put by members on the other side of this house.

Employers are always telling us that there is a shortage
in trade skills. There is the age old struggle to ensure
that training is attuned to industry needs, because we
need to be competitive, flexible and innovative to
attract important industry to Victoria. However, we
have seen an attack on industry training boards that
provide independent advice from all sectors —
industry, employers, unions and training providers —
and we have seen the scandalous attacks on TAFE in
the budget, and now we are led to suspect that we are
witnessing the beginning of attacks on our
apprenticeship structures and trades. If we are talking
about having a strong economy and a strong
manufacturing industry in Victoria, this is madness.

The bill contains a number of amendments, and I do not
want to repeat all the details outlined by previous
speakers. There are just a couple of amendments in the
bill we are currently debating which I would like to
address. The areas I seek to discuss pertain to the trades
and technical training aspects of the amendments made
by the bill. The first one is the transfer of the regulatory
functions of the Victorian Skills Commission in regard
to apprenticeships to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority (VRQA).
In light of what the government is doing to ransack the
TAFE sector and stop funding industry training boards,
for example, we can really only wonder about the
motives behind the scrapping of the Victorian Skills
Commission, another body that has had union
participation. We know how much this government
hates working people and unions, so we have to wonder
about that. The amendments made by the bill to transfer
the regulation of apprenticeship training from the
Victorian Skills Commission show a lack of
understanding from this government. The Victorian
Skills Commission is a very important part of skills
training and development in Victoria. These
amendments and the lack of a satisfactory explanation
for them from the government concerns us so much that
we have to oppose the bill.
We wonder what the government’s next step is going to
be in relation to the issues of apprenticeships and skills
development in Victoria. We are left wondering if the
high standards in quality assurance and regulation will
continue under such transfers of power, because the
VRQA has limited resources to undertake the vital role
of regulating and ensuring the continuation of

Furthermore, this amendment adds to the disgraceful
message the government is sending through what it is
doing to the VET and TAFE sectors to those who are
seeking to begin or are undertaking an apprenticeship.
They will be left wondering whether it is important and
whether they should be doing it.

We on this side of the house fear that the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority will not be
equipped to administer the regulation of
apprenticeships. We hear that there is a massive
increase in the number of private providers in the
vocational training sector, and we hear about cases of
unscrupulous training providers in the private sector.
We would have thought that these would be the things
the VRQA would be investigating and regulating and
that it would have more than enough work to do
without also having to be part of the regulation and
oversight of the apprenticeship system. The
apprenticeship system may be ignored and not given
the support it needs to ensure that we have the proper
skills that are necessary for industry and for developing
the Victorian economy into the future.
I have received an overwhelming response from the
residents of my electorate of Thomastown expressing
concern, anger, frustration and even distress about the
cuts to the TAFE system. I have learnt that many
residents have participated in vocational, trade and
post-trade training at the Preston, Epping and
Heidelberg campuses of Northern Melbourne Institute
of TAFE as well as at Kangan Institute. Students and
apprentices, both past and present, and teachers have
expressed alarm at this government’s full-on assault of
the training and skills sector.
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In the absence of any clear and definitive reasoning by
this government, we can only assume that the
amendments made in the bill before us today that move
regulation of apprenticeships away from the VSC can
only mean that the government does not value
tradespeople and industrial skills, just as it has
demonstrated that it does not value the manufacturing
industry and does not understand how vital that
industry is to the health of the Victorian economy.
I turn to addressing the amendments that were made to
transfer powers to recommend the removal of
unsatisfactory TAFE directors from the VSC to the
minister. What happened to transparency, impartiality
and openness? Again this government’s actions fly in
the face of its now broken promises to be transparent,
clear and open. The minister will now determine
whether TAFE directors are unsatisfactory or not. For
example, there may perhaps be an attempt to gag TAFE
directors through the fear that if they speak out against
government policy, they will be deemed to be
unsatisfactory performers and removed from TAFE
boards. This is an area where the government really
does not provide any reasonable explanation, and it
could be seen to be open to abuse by the minister rather
than allowing an independent body to determine
whether or not a TAFE director is satisfactory.
In summarising the contents of the bill, particularly
with respect to the areas of technical trades and skills, it
really is a concern that the government looks to be
moving in a direction of trying to remove regulation
and the good system we have for apprenticeships and
technical training. The government seems to lack an
understanding of the economic necessity of having a
strong, independent and impartial training system
around apprenticeships, technical skills and the
education of people in Victoria. These skills are
required by all sections of industry — providers,
employers and unions. They know the training that is
needed for industry, and they really need to inform
government about where this is going. But we are
bearing witness to a government that is recklessly
determined to crush or wage an onslaught on the TAFE
system, which includes apprenticeships and technical
training.
It seems that the amendments contained in the bill
really demonstrate that the government lacks an
understanding of industry policy and the need for
direction within industry. We need an innovative and
highly skilled workforce to attract industry and
investment to the Victorian economy. Just like its
problems with industry development — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me great pleasure
to make a contribution to the debate on the Education
Legislation Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012. I would like to open my
commentary by trying to give a big-picture perspective
on the importance of education particularly from a
regional point of view.
I start by saying that education is the passport from
poverty to prosperity. Those of us who have had the
opportunity to visit other countries around the world
have seen developing countries where those who are
able to attain an education gain a significant advantage
over those who cannot. What people are prepared to do
to gain an education for themselves or their children
beggars belief. I have been in Cambodia, Vietnam and
many other developing countries, and I am absolutely
inspired by what people are prepared to do to gain an
education.
You can see children as young as 8 or 10 years old out
on the streets. They are not begging but are out on the
streets selling books or doing something that will
enable them to generate some income so that they can
pay for an education. In their situation that primarily
relates to learning English, because they know that if
they learn English, it gives them an opportunity to
engage with tourists, and if they are able to engage with
tourists, it is their passport to prosperity. I am very
aware from that raw experience of the importance of
education.
Coming to the Australian context, I am very aware that
for Australian people the same thing applies, albeit it is
not so graphically demonstrated. I am very aware from
my 10 years in this job and my previous 30 years
working in rural communities that education provides
the opportunity of freedom of choice, and that
regrettably young people in country Victoria and
country Australia have missed out as a result of the high
costs of higher education, the lack of opportunity and
regrettably their lack of aspiration and that of their
parents. Therefore this bill and the policy of the
Baillieu-Ryan government to address the issues of
delivering attainable, affordable education to all
Victorians is absolutely paramount to my sense of
social justice.
I will look at this bill in relation to vocational training in
particular. What we found on coming into government
was a vocational training situation which was
unsustainable. When the rivers of gold are flowing it is
possible to create and maintain a demand-driven
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training system without a cap; you can say, ‘That’s
okay’. But when that demand-driven system without a
cap does not have accountability and relevance
controls, then you really start to question the wisdom of
those who put that system in place.
The rivers of gold have stopped flowing; they are now
back to a trickle, and the tough times have come. We,
the conservative coalition government, have the
responsibility of getting the best bang for the taxpayers
buck and delivering outcomes that ensure an equitable
chance of education for our many aspiring students.
This bill, amongst other things, is about putting in place
a governance system that will ensure that we get the
best bang for the taxpayers dollar and that we do the
best that we possibly can for our young people.
I am sure other speakers have covered the issues of the
current situation in terms of there having been a cost
blow-out — the cost of the demand-driven system has
gone up $400 million a year in excess of calculations.
That in itself is a worry, but when it has been identified
that there has been a lack of accountability and there
has been overt rorting by both private and government
providers and a lack of efficiency — which is
something that really frustrates me — and also a lack of
relevance in the training that has been provided, then I
say the time has come for a reality check. This
legislation is part of that reality check.
How are we dealing with that reality check? This
legislation is part of it, and we have had the tightening
of the purse strings. It is interesting that in my
electorate there have been variable reactions. It would
be fair to say that the first response of Goulburn Ovens
Institute of TAFE, which is a major vocational training
institute, was ‘Wow! Wearing a $10 million income cut
is going to impact on us severely’. Since then it has
stepped back and looked at the issues that we are
attempting to confront — issues of relevance, quality of
product and accountability — and we are now trying to
work through the situation and ensure that our country
young people can be provided with education
opportunities within the new financial constraints.
What that means is reassessing the way we are
delivering education. Having two or three students in a
classroom occupying the time of a lecturer may not be
giving you the best bang for your buck. Maybe there
are other ways of delivering that education. That is
where the implementation and adaptation of
technology, including communications technology, can
actually deliver the outcomes you want at a much lower
cost. I know from talking to a young person who is a
student at RMIT that that institution has made
significant cost reductions in its delivery of education
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by the use of Facebook as a means of communicating
with students. It has reduced its IT costs by utilising the
IT skills and capacity of the Facebook system to
communicate with its students.
I am also aware that, at a local level, Mansfield
Secondary College provides an absolutely outstanding
service to young people in the Mansfield area. About
120 young people participate in a school-based
apprenticeship system. There is enormous community
support for that system. The local businesses and
primary producers are 120 per cent behind the school
that delivers this fantastic program. Just two weeks ago
the quality of that system was acknowledged when
Julie Aldous, the coordinator of the agriculture-based
component of the program, and student Michaela Baker
received public recognition. The school was grappling
with the new funding arrangements, and some public
concerns were raised with me. However, the reality is
that 70 per cent of the courses the school delivers are
going to be adequately supported because they clearly
fulfil the requirements in producing outcomes for which
there is clear employment demand.
That is consistent with our policy on apprenticeships.
Apprenticeships are receiving increased support under
the new arrangements. There are, however, 50 out of
120 students for whom assistance measures are being
reduced. In the general assessment of the situation there
have been comments made about the lack of
employability of graduates of those courses, which
include retail, hospitality and physical fitness. The
Mansfield students may well be very employable
because in that community those services are required.
Country kids going to Melbourne can use those skills to
gain part-time work while they pursue an education in
Melbourne. There is potentially a simple solution
available locally, and that is that the Mansfield
Community Education Centre help provide that
education to Mansfield Secondary College students.
What we have is a changing circumstance. No longer
do the rivers of gold flow, so no longer do we have the
money to spend at will. At the same time we have
incurred what is now known as the Holding tax — that
is, the $2 million a day that Victorians will pay for the
next 30 years. We are addressing that situation with
common sense — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — We have just heard
some real weasel words from the honourable member
for Benalla. He is saying that he wants young rural
people to stay in rural and country areas and education
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providers to offer tailored and affordable courses. In
actual fact what the clauses in this bill do is take away
the opportunity from very young people and also
mature people in rural and country areas. I was a
member of the Rural and Regional Committee when it
composed its last report. That report talked about
needing to keep young people in country areas and
doing that through education, training, mentoring and
support. Yet this legislation and other actions of this
government are taking away those opportunities from
the very people whom the member for Benalla
professes to support, represent and advocate for.
Millions of dollars are being ripped away from TAFEs.
About 1000 jobs in country Victoria are going to go,
along with 4200 public servants. This is on top of up to
1500 TAFE positions in the metropolitan area and other
cuts that have already been announced at five TAFE
campuses in rural and country areas of Gippsland. How
is that, in any way, shape or form, going to assist those
mature people who want to skill themselves so that they
are able to gain a job in the areas that this bill is making
cuts to?
Let us go through the courses that this government is
making cuts to. This is coming from the laissez-faire,
capitalist system party. It is coming from the Liberal
Party, the conservatives and Tories of this state who are
in government. This bill will make cuts to business
courses. The government is out there cutting business
courses to support its own backers and mates. The bill
makes cuts to hospitality courses. The hospitality
courses in many TAFE institutes are being cut. The
retail sector needs skilled workers, and what is this
government doing through this bill? It is cutting retail
courses. It is cutting customer service courses, event
management courses and fitness courses. These are the
types of courses that in fact assist government
members’ comrades in business to make the profits
they talk about and want to support. In fact the
government is taking away that support, but worse than
that, it is taking those opportunities away from country
and rural Victorians.
We have had one member of The Nationals after
another get up to speak. We had the honourable
member for Mildura talking previously in his weasel
words about supporting the Sunraysia Institute of
TAFE and supporting young people and yet Sunraysia
TAFE is looking at losing $6.5 million. Tell that to the
young people who are going to leave Mildura, who are
not going to have the opportunities that people like I
had.
Earlier we heard the honourable member for Caulfield
talking about the industry training advisory bodies
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(ITABs and saying they are all corrupt and that some of
them are not working. I asked him not to read from his
bill book, not to be just a clone of the government and
to tell us which particular ITABs were corrupt or not
working, but he did not know. He had no idea. He said,
‘Some of them might not be that good’. I will tell you
what: he is no good because he is taking away the
opportunities of the people — —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask if you could advise the member to make
his comments through the Chair and not directly across
the chamber.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! I uphold the point of order and ask the member
for Melton to address his comments through the Chair.
Mr NARDELLA — We have heard the member
for Caulfield, who not only just read from his bill book
but talked about getting rid of the dodgy providers.
Which ones? He has parliamentary privilege; he is in
cowards castle. Which ones are the dodgy providers?
He should name them. He could not name one, because
these providers, be they in the TAFE public system or
the private system, try to look after their students.
A lot of students use TAFE as a pathway to getting
back into learning, back into education, back into real
jobs and back into higher education. Victoria
University, along with others, uses the TAFE system to
train up young people. They get confidence in being
able to do that work and then they move forward. They
move up to diploma or degree courses. What this
government of opportunity — these opportunists on the
other side who are not giving opportunities to those
people — is doing is saying to those people that not
only will it take away these courses but also that people
can do the courses if they are able to provide not $2500
but all the way up to $8000. These are the mums and
dads who want to get back into work. This government
is doing a very bad thing to those communities.
There is a parliamentary report on education from a
couple of weeks ago that talks about opportunities for
young people. When you look at what this government
is doing to rural and regional TAFEs and the life
chances of young people in country areas, you see that
the government is abysmal. Young people should be
able to stay in their communities and work on their
farms and in shops and other places close to home.
This bill recognises that $290 million will be cut from
the TAFE system by 2013. The Labor government put
this system in place because it wanted to give young
people and people wanting to return to work the
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training and opportunities they deserved. Before we put
this in place, tens of thousands of people missed out on
training and other opportunities. We opened it up. Not
only did we open it up within the public system but we
also opened it up in the private system. If we are
accused of having been laissez-faire and a bit
capitalistic on this occasion, I am happy to have that
accusation thrust at me, but we were trying to look after
those people.
Unlike the honourable member for Caulfield, who said
he taught in the area, I have experience in that I was
actually trained in the TAFE system. I got my crane
drivers licence, my crane chasers licence and a couple
of welding tickets, and I am very proud to still have my
metalworkers ticket. I am still a metalworkers member
with ‘First Class Welder’ on my ticket, which I got
through the TAFE system. Yet these are the
opportunities that this miserable government — —
Mr Southwick interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Victoria) —
Order! I will give the member for Melton the same
respect that was afforded to those on the other side of
the house.
Mr NARDELLA — That opportunity was given to
me so that I could progress and do the things that I
needed to do to look after myself and my family.
Government MPs are very good at attacking teachers,
and that is what they have done throughout this debate.
They are worthless. They maintain that when teachers
have these free periods — the 8 hours talked about
before — they get on to the chaise longue, put on the
bikinis or the togs or the budgie smugglers and have
8 hours off. Of course they do not. They go in there and
they do preparation, and they do the marking and the
work that is needed to teach the next classes that are
coming up ahead of them.
But that is the Kennett way. That is what this
government is about — putting in place the Kennett
policy of destroying the opportunities and the life
chances of young people not only in country and rural
Victoria — and The Nationals stand condemned for
that — but also in metropolitan areas.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise with pleasure
tonight to speak on the Education Legislation
Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and Other
Matters) Bill 2012. As we have heard, this bill proposes
amendments in relation to the regulation of vocational
education and training (VET), to the governance of
adult, community and further education bodies, to
apprenticeship regulation and to eight university acts. I

2901

will be speaking about the apprenticeships, the
governance in the adult education sector, regulation
when a provider is not meeting their responsibilities and
the facilitation of cooperation between Victoria’s
education regulators and their commonwealth
counterparts.
I want to begin by putting some framework around this
issue because essentially the bill is here to strengthen
the vocational training system in Victoria through a
series of amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 and the university acts. There are
quite a number of significant changes in the VET sector
as a result of the last budget process. These changes are
absolutely necessary to ensure that we have a
sustainable VET system in the future. We have talked
about the quality of training provided to our young
people, and this is absolutely integral to us going
forward as a strong state.
Recently I walked into a business in one of my local
towns — this was before the budget was announced —
and someone said, ‘You have to do something about
the training because it is absolutely deplorable that
people apparently have skills but in reality do not have
skills. I am expecting people whom I have employed to
come equipped with skills, and they are coming to me
without skills and I have to retrain them’. He was
criticising the quality and output that some of the
institutions deliver. We had a system that was fairly
shambolic, I would suggest, heading down a path of
unsustainability, and these changes are about further
strengthening that system in the future for Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The time has come for me to interrupt the
business of the house. The honourable member will
have the call when this matter is next before the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

HM Prison Ararat: expansion project
Mr HELPER (Ripon) — Let me quote from the
editorial of the Ararat Advertiser of 15 June, which is
headed ‘Ted Baillieu’s silence continues to be
deafening’:
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This week’s announcement of the collapse of the Aegis
Consortium overseeing the expansion to the Ararat prison is
yet another blow in a long list of blows to hit the project.
And still the silence is deafening from Premier Ted Baillieu.

I address my adjournment matter to Premier Ted
Baillieu, and the action I seek from the Premier is that
he finally get off his butt and get to Ararat to reassure
the community that this government has some sense of
responsibility for the economic future of that
community.
The community of Ararat has been devastated by the
halting of the Ararat prison project. Whilst I appreciate
the briefing the Minister for Corrections gave me and I
am sure he is doing all he can within this government
that seems to not care about anything beyond the tram
tracks, I address this week’s adjournment matter to the
Premier and ask him to finally, as I said, get off his butt
and get to Ararat and address the concerns of that
particular community. It is a community that is
suffering as a consequence of the collapse of this
project, with both the contractors and the workers
employed by those contractors not being paid. It is
suffering an overall economic decline due to the
collapse of this project.
What I am seeking from this government is that it take
the issue of the collapse of the Ararat prison project to
heart, treat it seriously and live up to its responsibilities
of being the government of the day by engaging with
the Ararat community, so that we have some
chance — —
Mr Hodgett — Retire!
Mr HELPER — Don’t tempt me, because to be
perfectly frank, right now you would lose a by-election
in Maryborough something chronic.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
Mr HELPER — Like I say, don’t tempt me. I know
it is rude to respond to interjections. What this
government is doing, or failing to do, in the case of
Ararat is absolutely disgraceful.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Australasian Worldwide Music Expo:
marketing
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise tonight to
ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events, who I
am delighted to see is in the chamber, to provide
funding to help market the Australasian Worldwide
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Music Expo (AWME) 2012. The expo is being held
this year from 15 to 18 November and has the potential
to develop into a significant international music
industry event which will continue to build on
Melbourne’s reputation as a place for major events and
the arts and as the live music capital of Australia. The
event will showcase indigenous, folk, roots and world
music artists.
Over 300 local and international artists will be selected
to perform at the event this year, and more than
60 performances will take place, featuring groups from
both Australia and some of our nearest neighbours, like
New Zealand and Papua New Guinea, as well as China,
India, Indonesia, South Africa and also the USA.
The expo is being presented as both a public and an
industry development forum, and local, interstate and
international audiences will be given the opportunity to
experience music from the region and from around the
world. Local artists will have exposure to over
500 industry development representatives from
Australia and overseas, giving them the opportunity to
market their product to international buyers. The
program has been very successful in the past, and I
wish all of the people participating the best of luck in
continuing on with that trend. The expo will include
industry development initiatives along export and
touring lines and management-related negotiations, as
well as the ability to participate in some 25 workshops
which will be held as part of the conference program.
International delegates will be representing record
labels, media, festivals, booking agents and presenters.
The 2011 expo program attracted an audience of about
8500 as part of its public showcase. The program
included approximately 15 showcases staged at some of
our wonderful venues in Melbourne, including the Arts
Centre, the Hi-Fi Bar and the Toff in Town. This year
we will be adding some new venues to the program in
an effort to increase ticket sales and attract at least
10 000 people to program events.
Again I ask the Minister for Tourism and Major Events
to provide funding to help market the fantastic
2012 Australasian Worldwide Music Expo so that the
event will continue to strengthen Melbourne’s position
as the event, arts and live music capital of Australia.

Southern Health: Narre Warren South
electorate constituent
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Health and concerns the health of a constituent from
my electorate, Mr Donald Lundberg. The action I seek
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from the minister is that he assist Donald in securing
knee and hip replacement surgery. Donald is 74 years
old and until earlier this year worked full time.
Unfortunately Donald was forced to stop working just
as he began negotiating for a new contract doing a job
that he loved. Donald finds himself in a constant state
of pain and discomfort and unable to walk without a
cane, as he requires knee and hip replacement surgery.

said at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
estimates hearings that he would do the best he could to
reduce waiting lists. I suggest to the minister that for
Donald Lundberg he had better try to do his best. I ask
that the minister provide Donald Lundberg urgent
assistance in securing his treatment.

Donald sought treatment through Southern Health, and
in February of this year was placed on a waiting list for
a right total hip joint replacement. Classified as
semi-urgent, Donald should have been admitted within
90 days. This did not happen, and Southern Health has
been unable to provide a date or even a time frame for
when Donald’s procedure may occur. It is simply an
appalling situation. This is not the fault of the doctors
and nurses at Southern Health, who are hardworking
and caring professionals.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise an issue for the
Minister for Water. The action I seek is the minister’s
commitment to support communities in northern
Victoria and not to support the draft Murray-Darling
Basin plan in its current form. The Mildura area and
northern Victorian communities in general have
economies which are very heavily dependent on the
irrigated agricultural sector. In the Sunraysia region the
horticultural and viticultural sectors are important
industries for growth and employment, and there is also
an emerging vegetable industry growing on the back of
a good climate and access to water.

Donald is one of many, not only from my electorate but
from right across Victoria, who are feeling the impact
of the Baillieu government’s disgraceful cuts to the
Victorian health system. The 2010–11 budget delivered
$482 million in cuts to our health system and a forecast
of a further $134.1 million in cuts this year. This is an
extraordinary $616.1 million in cuts and is disastrous
for those, like Donald, who are waiting for treatment.
Southern Health alone has been forced to commit to
doing 1858 fewer elective surgery procedures than in
the previous year.
An article by Grant McArthur published in the Herald
Sun of 6 June quotes from a confidential memo by the
director of a Monash Medical Centre department. The
article states:
The memo said … ‘Along with the rest of the hospital, the …
department here at Clayton is having to make major
reductions in staffing levels of both senior and junior medical
staff …
We will have to reduce our sessional commitments across the
board to all areas including theatre and out-of-theatre support
to cardiology, radiology and endoscopy’.

The article further states:
The director said Southern Health doctors would have to
order fewer tests and treatments for patients or allow waiting
lists to blow out further.

That is the list that Donald is waiting on.
I say to the minister that Donald Lundberg is in real
pain. I ask myself: does this government care about the
health and wellbeing of Victorians? Donald Lundberg
deserves better. His family and his dear wife, Patricia,
do not want him suffering him any longer. The minister

Water: Murray-Darling Basin plan

However, with the release of the guide to the
Murray-Darling Basin plan in October 2010 and the
subsequent release of the draft basin plans in
November 2011 and May 2012, my communities have
been in a state of limbo as they wait for the fate of their
community to be decided by a federal authority which
has apparently made its sole aim the destruction of the
rich social and economic regions of northern Victoria.
Any industry faces unknowns in its future operations,
but agriculture certainly has a higher share than other
sectors. Farmers have to contend with weather,
commodity prices, input costs and exchange rates, to
name a few of the big challenges. The basin plan
development process has added to this list of unknowns
and the uncertainty that comes with it. This
commonwealth policy has caused great angst for
irrigation communities and crippled much-needed
investment following an incredibly severe drought.
Communities have been grateful for the support of the
Victorian government throughout this period, with the
Minister for Water making a very clear commitment to
ensuring that northern Victorian communities would
not be decimated by a bad basin plan. The Minister for
Water has focused on achieving the environmental
outcomes of the plan in a more innovative, efficient and
effective manner, which would mitigate the direct and
consequential impacts of the plan on my community
and indeed on all irrigation communities.
However, my electorate was shocked a week ago when
the Mildura Labor branch president, Ali Cupper,
announced that the branch would be supporting the plan
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in its current form, as this is the only way of restoring
the river to health. I was flabbergasted when I heard
that. How could Labor Party members be so out of
touch with the needs of the community? How could
they think that this would lead to a good outcome for
the Mildura and Robinvale communities in the long
term? Rather than looking at the proposed plan and
understanding its many inherent flaws which would cut
jobs and investment in my local community, Labor
Party members have simply accepted this death warrant
from their political masters in Canberra as a given and
condemned rural Victoria to a second-class future.

Lalor Gardens Primary School: funding
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I raise an
urgent matter with the Minister for Education regarding
the plight of students, teachers and staff at Lalor
Gardens Primary School. The action I seek is for the
minister to provide essential funds to ensure that school
facilities are up to the standard of other newly built
schools. Specifically I seek funding for required
equipment, furniture and information technology;
outside maintenance to convert a muddy, rock-filled
building site into a safe place where children can play;
asphalt in the car park; building the hall which the
school community had but which has now been taken
from them; and, most critically, extra teaching
resources to compensate students who have had their
learning disrupted over the course of this year, in
particular in the last three weeks, because of the lack of
funding.
Two school communities, those of Lalor West Primary
School and Lalor Park Primary School, took great
initiative and courage in approaching the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development with a
proposal for a voluntary merger. It was agreed that a
new school would be built to provide practical spaces to
embrace new and powerful learning pedagogies in the
interests of students. The merger would be achieved
with the federal government providing $7.5 million to
build the new school. The Lalor West Primary School
community moved to Lalor Park Primary School as an
interim measure and accepted without complaint the
unavoidable inconveniences. The full merger was
completed in 2010 without any cost to the education
department. On the contrary, it saved millions for the
department, including nearly $3 million in running
costs — that is, the global budget of the vacated
school — and the $7.5 million that was provided by the
federal Labor government to build the school. Several
million dollars will also be made in potential revenue
from the sale of the old Lalor Park school land.
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It is estimated that an additional $200 000 is needed to
provide essentials for the new school, yet the education
department has only coughed up a pitiful $88 000.
Through this debacle critical learning opportunities
have been denied to students, such as this year’s
Victorian Premiers’ Reading Challenge. Instead of
coordinating this important activity, school personnel
have had to deal with funding shortfall crises, parent
frustration and, to top it all off, going cap in hand to the
minister to be told to be grateful for crumbs. Our kids
are more important than this.
I plead with the minister not to throw our children’s
futures away. Extra teaching support is now needed to
ensure that the children do not miss out on any aspect
of their learning due to this debacle. Even now the
school is intending to cut literacy and numeracy
programs that provide extra support to students. Why?
Because money is needed to lay crushed rock over a
muddy landscape so it is at least safe to walk on,
although it will not be safe to play on.
To sum up, two enlightened school communities
initiated a school merger, the department saved millions
and $200 000 is needed. The minister’s only response
to me and to many people in the community could be
yes.

Bright Art Gallery: funding
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My matter is for the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development, and the
issue I raise with him is a request to assist with the
future development of the Bright Art Gallery. The
Bright Art Gallery is in the beautiful tourist town of
Bright in the upper reaches of the Ovens Valley. The
town is most well known for its fantastic autumn
colours, but it is also the hub of a vibrant local
community, of which the art gallery is a key
component.
The art gallery staff have conducted an annual autumn
art exhibition for the past 50 years, and just recently the
50th art exhibition was opened by the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Premier and Assisting the Premier with
the Arts, the member for Bayswater. The autumn
exhibition is an integral part of the Bright Autumn
Festival. It is very important because, first of all, it
provides an opportunity for artists to display their
wonderful artistic talents, and the artists come from
near and far. Secondly, it is a must-do activity when
people come to Bright — to go to the art gallery and
view the paintings and enjoy the various expressions of
artistic talent. It is also a source of income for the local
community in that many of these paintings are sold to
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people from outside of Bright, which brings external
money into the community.
However, the gallery needs upgrading. The gallery
billows with paintings; I think several thousand
paintings are on show during the exhibition. There is a
need for better atmospheric control so the quality of the
paintings can be protected, particularly the art gallery’s
collection. There is also need for an upgrade of the
kitchen and a need to improve access for people with a
disability.
Members of the local community have lobbied long
and hard, led by Ian Cheyne. They have spoken with
me and the parliamentary secretary on a number of
occasions. Ian Cheyne and Brian Kelly came to the
Parliament in April 2011 and lobbied hard. More
recently they met with me and the parliamentary
secretary when she opened the autumn exhibition in
April this year. Shortly after that they lobbied Damian
Drum, who is a member for Northern Victoria Region
in the Council and the Parliamentary Secretary for
Regional Development. We have listened to their
representations, and we realise it is important to support
this local initiative. Not only is it supported by the art
gallery community but it is supported by the broader
community and the Alpine shire. I seek the minister’s
support in the form of funding to kick this project
along.

Students: education conveyance allowance
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Education, and the action I seek is
that the minister urgently review the decision of the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development that Leopold families are ineligible for
the conveyance allowance for children attending Christ
the King Primary School in Newcomb.
Earlier this year families who had been receiving the
conveyance allowance were advised by the department
that they were no longer deemed to be eligible. The
decision was supposedly based on the current
availability of public transport bus services between
Leopold and Newcomb. There is no dedicated school
bus available, and parents have serious concerns about
their young children using the current public bus
service because it does not meet the needs of the school
times and because it requires a long walk across a
four-lane highway for the children to get to school.
Parents have raised their concerns about this with both
the department and the minister, and I have also raised
this matter in this house and in an email to the minister.
Unfortunately the decision stands, leaving families
unsure and anxious about the future.
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I appreciate the letter I received from the minister in
response to my email on 12 June this year.
Unfortunately the minister has not quite understood the
issues or has been incorrectly briefed by the
department. It is not true, as was suggested, to say that
the families were previously ineligible and thus getting
the conveyance allowance incorrectly. The change was
a result of a change in the policy of the department this
year.
The minister also points out in his letter that if public
transport is available, the allowance is not claimable. In
reality that is the case — yes, there is a bus that travels
between Leopold and Newcomb — however, the facts
are that this bus is not a realistic option for these
primary school students. The most obvious reason for
this is that the bus timetable does not fit with school
times. The 7.54 a.m. bus from Leopold arrives in
Newcomb at 8.02 a.m. The children would then have to
cross the four-lane Bellarine Highway unsupervised,
walk 10 minutes and arrive at school at 8.15 a.m. The
school is unsupervised at that time, and parents are told
not to drop their kids off at school before 8.30 a.m. That
is unacceptable. The next bus is at 8.50 a.m., which is
too late because school starts at 8.45 a.m. Again, this is
not a practical option.
This situation is affecting 27 families. The Leopold
families with children at Christ the King Primary
School have waited for months to have this situation
reconsidered and resolved. I ask the minister to review
the department’s decision and provide a fair and
practical outcome for these families so that they can
continue to send their children to Christ the King
Primary School in Newcomb.

Forest Hill electorate: ministerial visit
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I raise a matter of
importance for the attention of the Minister for Water.
The action I seek is for the minister to come to the
electorate of Forest Hill to meet with some of the
residents in the electorate and provide an update on
various water-related matters in Victoria.
Many residents in the electorate of Forest Hill have
worked very hard over recent years to ensure that they
are using the precious resource of water wisely. Some
residents have invested significant amounts of money to
ensure that they manage their water resources
responsibly. They have undertaken a number of
initiatives, including installing water tanks, using water
recycling initiatives and using water more frugally.
Other residents have, very sadly, had to reduce the size
of their beautiful gardens or in some cases let them die
altogether during the years of drought.
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In order to better manage water resources in the future,
the coalition government has undertaken a wide range
of programs in relation to responsible water
management. Finding out more about the various
water-related initiatives such as the Living Melbourne,
Living Victoria plan for water would be of interest to
many Forest Hill residents. The opportunity for the
minister to further articulate and explain this program
would be very informative for the residents of the
Forest Hill electorate.
Additionally, hearing from the minister about other
water-related matters would also be very well received.
For example, the minister could provide an update to
the residents on the progress of the Victorian
desalination plant and the implications for all Victorians
of this plant coming online. I am sure many residents of
Forest Hill will be very shocked to learn about the
nature and quantum of the fixed financial commitment
the previous Labor government has encumbered all
Victorians with for the next 27 years. Many residents
would be unaware that the cost of this plant to all
Victorians, excluding the cost of any water purchased,
is almost $2 million per day for 27 years, which will
directly impact on all Forest Hill electorate residents.
Obtaining more information from the minister
regarding various water rebate programs that reward
Victorians for their efforts to be water efficient around
the home, the garden and small businesses would also
be of interest. I welcome the opportunity to meet with
the Minister for Water. I look forward to the minister’s
visit and the opportunity for him to meet with some of
the residents in the electorate to discuss water-related
matters of importance with those residents.

Eaglehawk Road, Bendigo: pedestrian crossing
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Roads, and the action I seek
is that he direct VicRoads to reassess the location of a
pedestrian crossing located at the front of
30 Eaglehawk Road in Bendigo.
In a recent safety audit conducted by Traffic Works on
behalf of VicRoads, the location and safety of the
pedestrian crossing was addressed, but not the usage.
The audit referred to this crossing as the only
designated crossing point along this section of
Eaglehawk Road and found that it met the needs and
expectations of pedestrians. What the audit failed to
note was that there is a crossing about 100 metres
further down Eaglehawk Road and that this is located
where the school bus stop is. Naturally pedestrians and
school students are using this unsupervised crossing
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rather than walking up the hill to use the dedicated
crossing.
The bus stops where the heart of pedestrian activity is
situated, notably in the vicinity of the Fruit Shack, the
Ironbark Medical Centre and the Garden Gully sporting
reserve main entry area. There are also businesses less
than 100 metres away. Elderly people and families
using the medical centre and schoolchildren coming in
from Webster Street access the bus stop directly across
the road. This road crossing is highlighted from the
footpath with signal pads for blind pedestrians.
The location of the dedicated pedestrian crossing at the
front of 30 Eaglehawk Road is not servicing the needs
of the community, and this has been highlighted by the
fact that one of the crossing supervisors will lose her
job at the end of the financial year. VicRoads has
informed her that her services are no longer required
because of the lack of use of the crossing. This is
because the schoolchildren are getting off the bus, and
rather than walking the extra distance they are crossing
over the two lanes of the main road at the unsupervised
and non-dedicated crossing. This is why there is no
need for a second crossing attendant at the dedicated
crossing.
Currently the schoolchildren who do use the dedicated
crossing have to dog-leg across four lanes of road only
to reverse around to get to their school access pathway.
The residents who live at 28 to 32 Eaglehawk Road
have been concerned about the location of the
pedestrian crossing since they realised it was going to
be put there. Now that the works have been completed
it is becoming more apparent that there is a real danger
that any of those residents, two of whom are quite
elderly, could reverse their vehicles over a pedestrian or
have their vehicles rear-ended by oncoming traffic.
Relocating the pedestrian crossing further down
Eaglehawk Road would allow the majority of
pedestrians who congregate at the Ironbark business
area a safer and more practical crossing point.
Relocating the pedestrian crossing appears to be a very
practical and sensible solution to all these issues. While
moving a pedestrian crossing after it has been installed
may be an expense for VicRoads, it will be less
expensive than the loss of life of a child or an elderly
person. The relocation of the crossing would eliminate
the safety risks and near-miss incidents that currently
occur at the dedicated crossing. I urge the minister to
take this matter seriously and direct VicRoads to
reassess the location of this pedestrian crossing.
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Patterson River: access tracks
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Water. The action I seek is
for the minister to investigate the safety of access paths
and walking tracks from side streets to the Patterson
River. Residents and the Carrum-Patterson Lakes
village committee have contacted Kingston City
Council, Melbourne Water, Parks Victoria and the
Department of Sustainability and Environment with
their safety concerns over the years.
The walking tracks at the end of the side streets referred
to are from McLeod Road to south of the Patterson
River in Carrum and include Valetta, Tennyson,
Westley and Dahmen streets and True and Riversdale
avenues. River access from the six streets was
constructed by Parks Victoria many years ago and
consists of basically timber and gravel steps. Some
access paths have treated pine handrails, which have
not been maintained in any way over the past 12 years.
All the tracks are in a state of disrepair and are often
referred to by locals as goat tracks. In wet weather these
tracks become muddy and water runs from the levee,
covering the footpaths below with slippery, muddy
water. This is a danger to those using the footpath,
especially mothers with children, the elderly and people
with a disability. It is not uncommon to see mothers
trying to navigate the steep tracks with prams or
assisting children on bikes. There are three retirement
villages nearby with residents who wish to enjoy a
leisurely stroll along the river, and they are also finding
it difficult to use these access paths. Able-bodied people
can gain access to the river by using these tracks but
with a risk of serious injury.
The former Labor government allowed these tracks to
deteriorate for a decade without any attempt to make
them safe for the public to use. Members of the
Carrum-Patterson Lakes village committee are
dedicated volunteers giving freely of their time to raise
issues of concern in the local community, and they do a
terrific job. They have raised this issue many times over
the years. They have recently visited my office to raise
similar issues. They form part of an advisory committee
to the City of Kingston and offer feedback to council on
the implementation of council policies and programs.
They make recommendations regarding the provision
of monetary grants to local groups and organisations
and identify local issues of concern. As I mentioned,
this issue has been an ongoing concern for them for
well over a decade.
I request that the minister conduct an investigation into
which body is responsible for the upgrade and
maintenance of these ‘goat tracks’, following confusion
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about which authority is responsible, and that he
provide advice about possible upgrades to improve
safety.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — The member for Benalla raised with me
issues in relation to funding support for the art gallery at
Bright. As members would know, Bright is a
magnificent town located in the upper reaches of the
Ovens Valley. I listened keenly to the matters advanced
by the member in support of the proposition put to me.
I was particularly interested in the commentary about
the work undertaken by both Ian Cheyne and Brian
Kelly and other members of the community who have
fought so long and hard to achieve what they see — not
only in their own right but for the community
generally — as being something which would be an
addition to what is already a wonderful asset for this
beautiful town.
In the background material that has come to me I see
that the gallery is open now for about 45 weeks in the
year. There are about 170 visitors per week who attend
the gallery. It is estimated that if work of the nature
which is proposed can be undertaken, that visitor rate
will be lifted to about 280 users per week. Again
relying on the various aspects of what the member has
put to the house tonight, it is quite apparent that if this
facility is able to have the work undertaken in the
manner which the member for Benalla contemplates,
then it will be a significant benefit for the township and
for people at large in the region, particularly those
associated with the arts community.
That being so, I am pleased to be able to tell the
member that the total cost of the project, as I understand
it, is $452 000, and the coalition government will be
contributing $300 000 towards that. This money will be
drawn from our $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, and
it will come from the Putting Locals First program. It is
another instance of where we are able to inject money
into our regional communities. Indeed at last count
there were something in excess of 500 individual
programs running through different parts of the
49 municipalities in the regions that are able to access
that fund.
I am delighted to be able to make this announcement
tonight. I thank the member for raising the issue with
me, and I thank particularly those members of the
community in and around Bright who have worked so
hard to see this achieved.
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Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Bayswater, who is also the
very hardworking and effective Parliamentary
Secretary to the Premier and Assisting the Premier with
the Arts, has a passionate desire to improve
circumstances here and is doing an outstanding job. She
spoke about the Australasian World Music Expo and
requested funding for marketing of the 2012 expo,
which will be held from 15 to 18 November. As well as
the public music component, the expo will also host a
range of networking sessions and workshops for
business development opportunities. These include
export, touring and management-related opportunities.
There will be a whole heap of workshops attended by
international record label and media representatives,
festival organisers and talent agents.

The member also raised the issue of the desalination
plant and how it will cost Melbourne Water users
nearly $2 million per day for the next 27 year to pay the
Holding charge on the desal plant once it is up and
functioning. There has been a lot of commentary about
the desal plant in the past few days. There have been
some issues around money that was recovered to pay
for the desal plant. As has been said in this place and
other forums, the desal plant is now behind time, as we
know.

I am delighted to inform the member for Bayswater that
the coalition government will provide $30 000 through
Tourism Victoria’s events program to support the
tourism marketing of the expo. I am happy to advise her
that the funding will be used for advertising in national
and international newspapers, magazines and street
press; local and interstate radio advertising; and online
media campaigns. As the member for Bayswater
relayed to the house, last year’s expo attracted an
audience of 8500 people and this year we are expecting
the number of industry delegates to reach 500, up from
450 in 2011.

Mr Helper — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
it is clear in the standing orders that only one matter can
be raised by a member during an adjournment debate.
The minister is responding to two matters, and he
clearly identified those two matters, so I ask you to
identify which matter the minister wishes to address
and seek that he address only one matter.

The member for Bayswater has approached this matter
as one would expect, given her passion, from the arts
perspective. She knows, as she said in her concluding
remarks, that cultural events are a very important part
of the events fabric of this state. I am delighted to
announce this funding, because this event in particular
provides a boost to the accommodation sector at a time
when hotel room occupancy is not at full capacity. This
funding will ensure that the economic benefits can be
directed to the hospitality industry as well to those who
are attending the event.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — The member
for Forest Hill raised the issue of the importance of
water conservation. He spoke of the many people in his
electorate who have been very diligent over the dry
years and remain so even now that we have had more
rain in how they have managed the water resources out
in the Forest Hill electorate and the fact that they have
made sacrifices in their lives and in their gardens to
make sure that they are frugal in using water. He would
like me to visit his electorate and meet with constituents
of his to update them on various water-related issues,
including the Baillieu government’s Living Melbourne,
Living Victoria strategy and how they can be involved
in water conservation in the future.

There has also been some commentary from those on
the other side of the house on the issue of dividends that
are paid out of that money. Can I make it very clear
that, while there will be payment of dividends, the
government will not receive any additional income.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! There is no point of order, because the member
for Forest Hill raised the matter of a visit to his
residents in Forest Hill and included matters to do with
the desalination plant and other issues. The minister is
responding to that matter, so I ask him to continue.
Mr WALSH — Thank you very much, Acting
Speaker, for a sensible ruling on that point of order.
I want to make it clear that, while dividends will be
paid, the government will not receive any additional
income from dividends, because all the overpayments
will be returned to water customers. The dividends
payable for 2011–12 will not be determined until later
in the year when Melbourne Water’s full operating
results are known.
The member for Carrum raised the issue of walking
tracks and access from side streets to the Patterson
River. I have had the opportunity to visit that area with
the member for Carrum, and I am very happy to take on
board the issue she has raised about who is responsible
for the maintenance of these tracks. During her
contribution she raised the fact that for over a decade
the former Labor government allowed these tracks to
deteriorate without any attempt to make them safe for
public use. I suppose this reinforces the view of many
that there were 11 long, dark years of Labor when these
sorts of issues happened over time and that things have
fallen into disrepair and there has been a lack of
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maintenance while this state had a Labor government. I
will certainly investigate these issues on behalf of the
member for Carrum and get back to her.
The third issue — an extremely concerning issue —
was raised by the member for Mildura. The fact is that
on behalf of the Labor Party its Mildura branch
president, Ali Cupper, announced that that Labor Party
branch would be supporting the Murray-Darling Basin
plan in its current form and that it was the only way of
restoring health to the river. The member for Mildura
said he was flabbergasted when he heard this. How
could the Labor Party be so out of touch with the needs
of the community, and how could it think this would
lead to a good outcome for the Mildura or Robinvale
communities in the long term?
Members of the Labor Party’s Mildura branch are
certainly out of touch. I refer to the comments made by
the federal Labor water minister, Tony Burke, at his
press conference when the draft plan was released on
28 May. He said:
I want to make clear that I think what has been released today
is better than the documents that have come out previously.
We are not yet at a point where I believe we’ve got
documents in front of us that I’d be happy to sign off on.

The Labor Party branch in Mildura is out there saying,
‘We support taking 2750 gigalitres away from country
communities’, and the federal Labor Party minister is
saying, ‘This plan is not ready yet to be tabled in the
Parliament’, so how out of touch can the Labor Party in
Mildura be?
If you read the article in the Sunraysia Daily in which
Ms Cupper is quoted, you will see that it says:
Ms Cupper said the Mildura and District ALP Branch had
‘agonised’ over this week’s vote before deciding to support
the Murray-Darling Basin Authority’s controversial proposal
to reduce irrigation’s share of the basin’s water resource by
2750 gigalitres.
…
‘Our branch will be lobbying exceptionally hard for this.’

I think it is an absolute disgrace that the Labor Party
branch in Mildura would be lobbying to take water
away from its community, particularly when the federal
Labor minister does not believe the plan is yet in a
sufficient state to be tabled in the commonwealth
Parliament. I urge the Leader of the Opposition in
Victoria to stand up for Victoria, pull Ali Cupper and
the Mildura branch into line and explain to them that
this is wrong. If he does not do that, by default he is
supporting their position and selling out all Victorians.

2909

Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Thomastown raised an issue for my
attention about the Lalor Gardens Primary School and
the need for some more funds to complete building
works that have been undertaken at that school.
My understanding is that two schools have merged on
the site. Construction costs were largely met by the
federal government’s BER (Building the Education
Revolution) funding. The member made some
assertions about saving measures that should offset any
further contribution by the state government. One of
those measures was the sale of the school land site that
has been left unoccupied. That could take some time. I
am not even aware of the land being declared to be in
excess for our purposes at this stage, so there is no
immediate return and may never be a return in relation
to that land if it continues to be used for educational
purposes.
I think the global budget savings have been completely
overstated as well. Even when two schools merge, the
SRP, or the student resource package — whether it is
the basic package or a needs-based component on top
of that; I imagine there would still be some
component — actually follows those children no matter
where they go. There is not a lot of saving in the actual
running costs when schools are merged and then one is
closed down. It is not in the millions; it is only in the
thousands. That sort of saving is not there, and it is not
an immediate saving for us that we can put into capital
funding.
The capital costs of $7.5 million have been met by the
federal government. That sum is a bit more than what is
usually used in relation to two schools. That sum of
money was put together and was welcomed. We have a
litany of school BER projects, and because of the
management of those projects we have had incredible
cost overruns. Schools have been left with projects that
are different to what was set out; they are projects that
schools did not agree to. That has been felt in relation to
cuts to resources for fitting out the inside of new
buildings, landscaping, joinery, demolition and the
restoration of playgrounds — a whole range of issues.
A whole range of cuts had to be made to original
projects because of mismanagement and cost overruns.
I am afraid that Lalor Gardens Primary School has been
caught up in that as well.
I know we have been negotiating and talking to the
school community about this. My understanding is that
an agreement was made in good faith — and I will
confirm this — that we would contribute $80 000 from
state funds to make up the shortfall in BER funding and
the school council would undertake the landscaping.
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Obviously school representatives are now saying they
still require $200 000. I will go to the department and
investigate that.

The action he seeks is for the Premier to visit Ararat to
speak to his local community. I will refer that matter to
the Premier for his attention and direct response.

There are lots of schools — as I said, dozens and
dozens of schools — at any one time that have BER
cost overruns and need more money to finish projects.
We just have not been able to do it because we are not
in a budgetary situation to do that. I will investigate that
issue and see whether my understanding is correct and
if there is any more that can be done.

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

The member for Bellarine raised an issue, and she
talked about the history of it. The issue has been raised
before and responded to in a letter. The issue relates to
ongoing reviews we do of all conveyance allowance
situations at schools. They are audited. The reason we
audit them is to ensure that any changes that have been
made in transport provisions are reflected in those who
collect the conveyance allowance ensuring that eligible
students collect the allowance. There is a great need for
the conveyance allowance; there is a great draw on it.
We have to make sure that the money we put into the
conveyance allowance is given to those who are
eligible.
Nothing is black and white in relation to this issue.
There are grey areas, and one of them is the provision
of public transport; that can weigh on the decisions
made regarding the conveyance allowance. If there is
not a common-sense public transport service — there
may have been public transport there, but it may not
have been a realistic service that would meet the needs
of the families concerned — then we make exceptions.
The member is asking for a review of that decision. I
will certainly follow that up and get back to her about
that.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — The member for Bendigo West
raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Roads. The action she seeks is for the minister to
request that VicRoads relocate a pedestrian crossing in
her electorate. I will refer that matter to the minister for
his attention.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Health. The action she
seeks is for the minister to intervene to assist a
constituent to secure hip and knee replacements. I will
refer that smatter to the minister for his relevant
response.
The member for Ripon, assuming the member for
Ripon is still the member for Ripon in a few weeks
time, raised a matter for the attention of the Premier.

House adjourned 10.46 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
Ms Hennessy — I wish to raise a point of order,
Speaker, with respect to questions on notice that have
been filed by members of the Legislative Assembly.
There are currently over 1600 questions on notice that
have not yet been answered. Almost 300 of those are in
my name. There are even 15 questions from
government members which ministers have not felt the
need to answer. I would ask that you raise this
unacceptable delay in responding to questions with
government ministers in the hope that members on both
sides of the house may have their questions answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member has raised
an issue, and members and ministers of the house
should take note of it.
Mr McGuire — Speaker, I also wish to raise a point
of order regarding responses to questions on notice.
There are currently 63 unanswered questions on notice
in my name in this place. These include questions to the
Minister for Planning on the important issue of the
government’s amendments to the growth areas
infrastructure contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no need to go
into details. In fact, those of the member for
Broadmeadows would be amongst the 1600 the
member for Altona raised. The issue in regard to
questions on notice has been raised, so it does not have
to be gone into again.
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Sunbury’s town centre. Residents, ratepayers and businesses
in Sunbury have been campaigning for CCTV for many years
and are disappointed in the lack of progress since this
announcement by both the state government and Hume City
Council. The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria commit fully to the installation,
maintenance and ongoing operation of a comprehensive
CCTV network in the Sunbury town centre to protect public
and private assets and increase personal safety.

By Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (113 signatures).

Higher education: TAFE funding
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the state
government’s plans to cut hundreds of millions of dollars
from TAFE funding.
In particular we note:
1.

the TAFE association has estimated up to 1500 jobs
could be lost as a result of these cuts;

2.

many courses will be dropped or scaled back and several
TAFE campuses face the possibility of closure;

3.

with 49 000 full-time jobs already lost in this term of
government, skills training has never been more
important for Victorians.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu state government to abandon the
planned funding cuts and guarantee no further cuts will be
made.

By Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) (1306 signatures).

Buses: Hallam service
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 1 and
12 to 21 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

The petitioners below, who are residents of Saffron Grove
retirement village in Saffron Grove, Hallam, draw to the
attention of the house that bus 827 that used to stop near the
village and travel on to Dandenong has ceased.
Elderly residents must now walk at least 15 minutes to reach
the closest stop on Princes Highway in Hallam to catch bus
828 that takes them to Dandenong. Many residents use
walking sticks and frames and we must cross a dangerous
four-lane highway to get to the bus stop. Dandenong is our
community of interest where we can access government
offices, doctors, the hospital, solicitors et cetera and do our
shopping. The return journey is difficult if we have shopping
to carry.

Following petitions presented to house:

Sunbury: closed-circuit television cameras
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of the Sunbury region draws to the
attention of the house the Victorian government’s
commitment to fund closed-circuit television (CCTV)
cameras in the Sunbury town centre. On 23 September 2011
the Minister for Crime Prevention announced $200 000 to
Hume City Council to install closed-circuit television in

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria divert bus 828 to include Tinks
Road/Fitzgerald Road, which would allow residents to walk
only a short distance to access the bus.

By Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North)
(38 signatures).
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Planning: Paine Street, Newport

2.

the Baillieu government’s 2011–12 bus review was done
in secret and in the shadow of budget cuts and has
resulted in many service losses, overcrowding and
massively increased travel times, including
Greensborough losing 561 weekly services and Doreen
commuters’ journey times blowing out by over 26 per
cent;

3.

the Baillieu government’s review is in stark contrast to
the 2008–09 review of bus services by the former Labor
government, where there was extensive community
consultation and delivered over 1000 extra weekly
services for the north;

4.

these cancellations are causing great distress to locals in
Melbourne’s north, who use bus services to access
employment, shopping, health and education.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to be attention of the house the need for the Baillieu
government to support the Hobsons Bay City Council’s
decision to reject a new multistorey, high-density
development at Paine Street, Newport.
In particular we note:
1.

2.

3.

the Baillieu government’s statement that local councils
should have more power to exercise control over
planning;
three hundred and sixty local residents have objected to
the developer’s proposal to build 42 new apartments at
the Paine Street site in Newport;
Hobsons Bay council planners assessed the proposal and
refused it in 2010 (upheld by VCAT) and refused it
again in 2011.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu government to support the
Hobsons Bay City Council’s decision to reject a proposal to
build more than 40 new multistorey apartments on the old
Newport timberyard site.

By Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (244 signatures).

Rail: Epping line extension
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The petition of the residents of the city of Whittlesea, their
families and friends draws to the attention of the house, the
need for the Epping rail line to be extended to Mernda by
2014 in recognition of the city’s booming population.
There are growing fears that without the extension, car
dependency, social isolation, pollution and a lack of job
opportunities will rise, and road networks within developing
suburbs will become unworkable.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (4624 signatures).

Buses: northern suburbs

Thursday, 21 June 2012

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the Baillieu government to
reinstate these services and deliver better public transport for
our growing community including increased number of bus
services and commitments to upgrade our public transport
infrastructure.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (148 signatures).

Country Fire Authority: north-eastern suburbs
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the need for new CFA stations in
Whittlesea and Nillumbik. In particular we note:
1.

the vital work of local firefighters in protecting our
communities;

2.

since 1999 Victorian Labor has built or upgraded
14 CFA stations in this area;

3.

in 2010 Victorian Labor committed to build and upgrade
250 CFA stations across the state by 2014. The
Baillieu-Ryan government has promised to build or
upgrade just 60 CFA stations.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu-Ryan government to build new
CFA stations for Eden Park, Eltham, Kangaroo Ground,
Plenty and Wattle Glen.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (4 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Tabled.

This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria calls on
the Baillieu government to reverse its recent cuts to bus
services.

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

In particular we note:
1.

the localities of Greensborough, Plenty, Mill Park,
Bundoora, Yarrambat, Whittlesea and beyond have all
been hit hard by cuts to services. Many bus stops at
schools, aged-care and sporting facilities have been
removed altogether;

Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Essendon on 20 June be considered
next day on motion of Mr MADDEN (Essendon).

VICTORIAN CHILD DEATH REVIEW COMMITTEE
Thursday, 21 June 2012
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mulgrave be considered next day on
motion of Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Macedon on 20 June be considered next
day on motion of Ms DUNCAN (Macedon).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Yan Yean be considered next day on
motion of Ms GREEN (Yan Yean).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Narre Warren North be considered
next day on motion of Mr DONNELLAN (Narre
Warren North).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Williamstown be considered next day
on motion of Mr NOONAN (Williamstown).

VICTORIAN CHILD DEATH REVIEW
COMMITTEE
Report 2012
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Parliamentary Committees Act 2003:
Government response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the Review of the
Auditor-General’s Report on Access to Public Hospitals:
Measuring Performance
Government response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the Review of the
Auditor-General’s Report on Preparedness to Respond
to Terrorism Incidents: Essential Services and Critical
Infrastructure
Police Integrity, Office of — Victoria Police: Recurring
themes in the management of high profile investigations —
Ordered to be printed.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 42, 43.

PLANNING: URBAN GROWTH
BOUNDARY AMENDMENTS
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That under section 46AH of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987, the following amendments to modify the urban
growth boundary be ratified:

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services), by leave, presented report.

Cardinia planning scheme — no. C190

Tabled.

Hume planning scheme — no. C166

Casey planning scheme — no. C170

Melton planning scheme — no. C128

AUDITOR-GENERAL
Reports 2010–11
Mr CLARK (Minister for Finance), by leave,
presented government response.

Mitchell planning scheme — no. C100
Wyndham planning scheme — no. C180
Whittlesea planning scheme — no. C167.

Motion agreed to.

Tabled.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Agricultural Industry Development Act 1990 — Order under
s8
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations notified between 22 May 2012 and
20 June 2012 — Ordered to be printed.

Adjournment
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until a day and hour to be
fixed by the Speaker, which time of meeting shall be notified
in writing to each member of the house.

Motion agreed to.
Multicultural Victoria Act 2011 — Victorian Government
Initiatives and Reporting in Multicultural Affairs Report
2010–11
Ombudsman — Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001:
Investigation into allegations of detrimental action involving
Victoria Police — Ordered to be printed.
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funded by over $50 million, which was announced in
this year’s budget.

Werribee Mercy Hospital: short-stay units
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — Over a year ago, in
April 2011, the Minister for Health, Mr Davis,
officially opened a short-stay unit at the Werribee
Mercy Hospital emergency department. Short-stay
units are attached to emergency departments. They
provide up to 24 hours of inpatient care and have been
shown to reduce the length of a stay at hospital and take
a load off the emergency department.
I have had various members of the local community
provide feedback to me expressing concern that those
10 short-stay beds are not all operational and that at
varying points of time only four or five of those
short-stay beds have been utilised. If this is in fact the
case, there is an urgent need to increase the health
funding so that these greatly needed short-stay beds can
be made fully operational. I am also concerned about
the impact a reduced health budget will have out in the
west, and these beds are just one example. What I
would like is for the minister to take steps to assure
himself that these 10 short-stay beds, announced as part
of the short-stay facility, are actually available for use
by local community members and staff of the hospital.
The minister issued a media release on 27 April 2012 in
which he claimed this would enable the hospital to
enhance the emergency department’s efficiency,
capacity and patient flow and reduce emergency
department waiting times for patients. Surely all
10 beds have to be in use to achieve the increased
performance of the emergency department as claimed.
Otherwise the $1.2 million provided to build this
facility is not being utilised in the way that it was
intended.

Schools: capital works funding
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — Last week I
enjoyed travelling to a number of schools around the
state. In country Victoria I inspected the plans for
Golden Square Primary School’s new facility at the
Maple Street site. I then visited Castlemaine Secondary
College to speak at the assembly and look at the master
plan for the school’s redevelopment. I also enjoyed an
intense interview with the student reporters from their
school newspaper. At Gisborne Secondary College I
met with the school to discuss stage 4 of its
redevelopment, hopefully in partnership with Macedon
Ranges shire, and then announced a feasibility study for
secondary school provision in the Romsey and
Macedon Ranges area. All these projects have been

Around Melbourne I opened a brilliant renovation and
extension of Hartwell Primary School, which included
a non-template Building the Education Revolution
project, which is always refreshing to see — that is, a
school building a facility that it wants, where it wants it
and what it wants it to look like. At Valkstone Primary
School I saw the great work being done on cybersafety
with the students of this great school.
On Friday night I opened the Emerson School’s new
middle school. John Mooney has led an incredible
transformation of a derelict site through astute planning,
community partnerships, clever purchasing and plain
hard work. John, his team and his school are a model
for all Victorian schools.

Dromana Bay Life Saving Club:
15th anniversary
Mr DIXON — On another matter, it was a privilege
to join Dromana Bay Life Saving Club’s 15th birthday
celebrations on the weekend in their brand-new
clubrooms on Dromana foreshore. This new
community facility is a great asset to many local
groups, with the state government contributing over
$700 000 to the project.

Arthur Sweatman
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — Arthur Sweatman was
an exceptional person, and all of us who knew him are
deeply saddened by his recent passing. Arthur really did
fit the description ‘a pillar of the community’. He was a
great family man, a TAFE teacher for many years, an
internationally acknowledged Vauxhall car expert and
an outstanding community volunteer. Arthur was
involved in a range of organisations in Portarlington,
Indented Head and the region, and he gave generously
of his time, his experience and his considerable talents.
Arthur had a deep commitment to environmental
sustainability. For 38 consecutive years he made an
outstanding voluntary contribution to the Bellarine
Bayside Foreshore Committee of Management and its
predecessor, including during the two major
amalgamations that led to the committee’s
establishment. He was the treasurer for many of those
years, and he also contributed in practical ways, most
notably with the invention of removable power head
technology, which is now widely used across Victoria
and is being marketed worldwide. His interest in the
environment extended to wildlife and animal protection
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issues, and that is reflected in his contribution to
Geelong Animal Welfare Services.
Arthur was also a central figure in Rotary’s
Portarlington Miniature Railway. Though not a
Rotarian, he gave of his expertise and ingenuity. Arthur
was a keeper of our local history, and he generously
shared his extensive knowledge, particularly in
including and encouraging new people as they joined in
the life of the community’s groups and organisations.
I join with many others in offering my sincere
sympathy to Arthur’s wife, Monica, his children,
Carole, Allison and Andrew, and their families.

Warrandyte electorate: Ride2Rescue team
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Youth Affairs) — I
rise to highlight the outstanding achievements of four
young people from my electorate — Tim Holman,
Daniel Seehusen, John Clark and Aaron Turner. I met
with Tim and Aaron in March last year before they
departed to London to commence the Ride2Rescue.
The Ride2Rescue team highlights the fact that more
than 1.2 million children around the world are being
tricked, forced or sold into slavery, child labour, combat
and prostitution through no fault of their own. To put
that into perspective, that is more than the entire
Victorian youth population. Every member of this
house would agree that all young people have the right
to a childhood that is free from fear.
On Sunday, with Scott McGrory and Tim Costello, I
will be welcoming home these young gentlemen at
Federation Square as they conclude their
25 000-kilometre ride from London to Melbourne.
They have cycled through some of the toughest
climates and terrains — through Europe to the Middle
East, Pakistan, India, South-East Asia and back to
Australia. I am delighted to have been able to support
and follow the journey of these passionate young
Victorians.
More than 1 million young people aged between 12 and
25 reside in Victoria. They make up about 20 per cent
of the state’s population, which is Australia’s highest
youth population. The Victorian coalition government
is committed to providing opportunities for these young
Victorians to participate as fully as possible in their
communities. It is an opportunity that many across the
globe do not have.
We should all be proud that young Victorians like the
Ride2Rescue team — Tim, Aaron, Daniel and John —
are willing to invest so much of themselves in order to
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raise awareness about the scourge of child trafficking. I
commend them for their efforts.

Yallambie Park Preschool: facilities
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — The Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development came out
to my electorate last week to open a renovated
Yallambie Park Preschool. The renovation occurred
because of the hard work of the preschool community
and funding from the Labor government.
I took the opportunity to present the minister with a
symbolic invoice for $31 000, which is the amount the
Baillieu government has ripped away from Watsonia
Occasional Child Care Centre in my electorate, which
was part of the Take a Break program. The minister’s
response was to blame the federal government and the
previous state government and then to blame me for
raising this matter with her as she was about to get in
her chauffeur-driven car and leave the electorate. The
fact is that the Take a Break program was axed by the
Baillieu government. I place on the record my intention
to politely confront the minister by raising this issue
every time she sets foot in my electorate until she
reinstates the funding the government decided to cut
from Watsonia Occasional Child Care Centre.
On top of this the Baillieu government has provided not
one cent in this year’s budget for capital improvements
in Victoria’s preschools at a time when significant
investment is required to meet the need for extra space
created by the move to 15 hours preschool for
four-year-olds. This government does not understand
the importance of investing in early years education or
the pressures faced by volunteer kindergarten
committees across the state. This is just another
example of Victorian families losing out because of this
government’s dithering and uncaring attitude.

Australian Labor Party: performance
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — The question is: what
does Labor stand for? The answer is absolutely
nothing — zilch, zero, nought, nil. It is time Labor
joined the coalition in speaking up for Victoria.
Labor has sold out Victoria on the cost of construction.
This government has fought hard for an inquiry into the
cost of construction, but there has been silence from the
opposition. It is time for Labor to speak up for Victoria.
Labor has sold out Victoria on the carbon tax. This
government has fought hard against the job-killing tax,
but there has been silence from the opposition. It is time
for Labor to speak up for Victoria.
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Labor has sold out Victoria on infrastructure funding.
This government has fought hard to get funding from
Canberra, but there has been silence from the
opposition. It is time for Labor to speak up for Victoria.
Labor has sold out Victoria on cuts of billions of dollars
in GST revenue. This government has fought hard to
get Victoria’s fair share of GST funding, but there has
been deafening silence from the opposition. It is time
for Labor to speak up for Victoria.
The coalition will continue to fight for a better deal for
Victoria in every sphere. The opposition sits on its
hands, with no policies and no defence — just
deafening silence. It stands for nothing. It stands up to
no-one. It is time for the opposition to speak up for
Victoria. What is Labor’s position on the carbon tax?
Who would know? What is Labor’s position on the
unfair GST cuts? Who would know? What is Labor’s
position on infrastructure funding? Who would know?
It is time for Labor members to tell Victorians what
they stand for. It is time for Labor to speak up for
Victorian families, speak up for the economy and speak
up for Victoria.

Burwyn Davidson
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to express my
condolences on the death of Burwyn Eric Davidson,
who was a member for Chelsea Province in the
Legislative Council. For many who knew Burwyn, he
was the funny man; he was certainly the funny man of
the Parliament. There was many a witty interjection and
statement made by him in the Parliament that members
on both sides of the house would sit and listen to and
laugh at and enjoy.
He was a man who was very committed to his family.
His wife, June, was always by his side. His sons were
always around. We always knew what was happening
with Burwyn’s family, and he was always proud to talk
about what his family was up to. In this life we tend to
forget that every member of Parliament has a family
and has people at home whom they love and need to
support. With Burwyn, you never forgot. His family
was his first priority.
Burwyn will be sadly missed by the people in his
community. He will be very sadly missed by the people
of the Labor Party, and he will be most sadly missed by
his very dedicated and beautiful wife, June; his sons,
John, Jason and Robert; his daughter-in-law, Marlene;
and his granddaughters, Kylie and Jessica. He will be
remembered by the Labor Party. He was one of the first
people I met in the Labor Party when I joined at a very
young age, and he will be very much missed.
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Rodney electorate: tourism events
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — Over the Queen’s
Birthday long weekend in the Rodney electorate we
were grateful for a host of fantastic regional tourism
events to choose from as well as fantastic weather for
our many visitors to enjoy. The Echuca visitor
information centre showed that visitor figures were up
on previous years, with accommodation bookings up as
well.
Thousands attended the 49th annual steam rally in
Echuca, a well-known regional tourism event that
attracts huge visitor numbers each year, bringing
much-needed tourism dollars to the area. Thousands
flocked through the gates to enjoy the fine wines, food
and hospitality of the Heathcote on Show event, which
recently received a boost in funding from the Victorian
state government to help with marketing.
There is no doubt that support and funding for tourism
events in our region have flow-on effects to the local
accommodation, retail and hospitality industries and
give local small businesses a boost. The coalition
government fully supports tourism across the state and
recognises and values the importance of tourism to our
rural and regional areas. Through funding for tourism
events the government is working to build a stronger
and more vibrant future for regional and rural areas by
growing Victoria’s regional events calendar.
I welcome all members to the Rodney electorate at any
time of the year to attend our fantastic tourism events. I
suggest they mark 27–29 July in their diaries; that is
when the next major tourism event in our region is
on — the hugely popular free Echuca-Moama winter
blues festival.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
run out.

Parks Victoria: industrial action
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — The iconic
1000 steps at the foothills of the Dandenongs is well
known as an important commemoration of the Kokoda
campaign and is important to those who access the
venue for fitness training. Unfortunately the critical
importance of the role played by Parks Victoria staff in
maintaining this site and parks across the state is lost on
the Baillieu government.
These workers, the majority of whom are on an annual
base salary of between $43 000 and $56 000, are in
effect being asked to take a pay cut of up to 19 per cent.
The government, which claims not to be able to offer an
increase of more than 2.5 per cent, is seeking
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concessions from these workers such as the removal of
progression payments and allowances that would lead
to a cut in take-home pay of up to 19 per cent.
These workers have participated in good faith in
numerous meetings since July last year with Parks
Victoria, including at Fair Work Australia. They have
been left out in the cold by the Baillieu government.
They have been forced to take industrial action such as
the closure of the car park at the 1000 steps on the
Queen’s Birthday long weekend. Members of the
Victorian public are supportive of these workers, unlike
the government, and together with the union they
demand justice for the guardians of our parks.

Peter Marke
Mr MERLINO — I want to take this opportunity to
congratulate a great community leader, Peter Marke, on
being awarded the Australian Fire Service Medal in the
recent Queen’s Birthday honours list. An absolute
champion of the community, Peter was captain of the
Upwey fire brigade for 35 years and continues to serve
the brigade in many ways. The award citation refers to
Peter as an ‘outstanding leader and volunteer
firefighter’, and it highlights his ‘exceptional and
practical zeal’ and ‘exceptional leadership qualities’.
For more than five decades Peter has dedicated himself
to the Upwey community, not only as a firefighter but
also as a councillor and as the greatest advocate for
community banking you will ever see. Well done,
Peter.

Opposition members: performance
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I recently heard about
some Labor Party MPs conducting jobs forums around
the state. ‘What a good idea’, I thought, but then I learnt
who was involved and the whole idea quickly lost
credibility. ‘Why?’, members may well ask. Well, the
member for Lyndhurst seems to be a key player in these
forums. This is the same man who, as Minister for
Water, conceived and had constructed his own massive
white elephant — the desalination plant. In doing so he
single-handedly pushed up construction costs by 40 per
cent. This one act has made Victoria uncompetitive
with other states and other countries when it comes to
major infrastructure projects. This has massively
depressed job opportunities for Victorian workers. The
member for Lyndhurst has also saddled Melbourne
water customers with a $2 million per day bill for the
next three decades. This $2 million per day Holding tax
would pay for 10 000 to 20 000 jobs for Victorians.
On Tuesday of this week we debated the carbon tax.
Only three Labor MPs attempted to defend the tax, and
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the member for Lyndhurst was not one of them. When
the motion was put to the vote neither the member for
Lyndhurst nor any of his colleagues called for a
division to place on record their support for Julia
Gillard’s job-wrecking carbon tax. In spite of the
job-wrecking actions of the member for Lyndhurst and
Julia Gillard, the Baillieu-Ryan government will get on
with the job of fixing the mess.

Jennifer Kanis
Mr LIM (Clayton) — Last Friday evening I
attended the Pop Up Chinatown Treats market in
Heffernan Lane off Little Bourke Street with Labor’s
candidate for the seat of Melbourne, Cr Jennifer Kanis,
who greeted the crowds after work with dozens of her
supporters. As the chair of the People and Creative City
segment of the Future Melbourne Committee, Jennifer
has been actively involved in community events that
move the city towards becoming a vibrant and
culturally diverse metropolis. The Pop Up Chinatown
Treats market is held every third Friday evening of the
month, and it attracts thousands of visitors. The market
has hawker-style stalls that offer an enjoyable food
experience. Jennifer’s appearance with her supporters
in red T-shirts handing out balloons to the passers-by
created a pleasant sensation in the already crowded
Chinatown lane. She was followed everywhere by a
small contingent of Chinese media representatives.
The Melbourne electorate’s Chinese community is
quickly growing, with around 2500 voters who are
savvy about the Liberal state government’s budget cuts,
particularly the cuts to education and health, and many
voiced their concerns. I would like to thank Danny
Doon and Eng Lim of the Chinatown precinct and the
Chinese Restaurateurs Association, who made
Jennifer’s presence on this occasion possible. Jennifer
will make an excellent member for Melbourne. I urge
all electors, and especially Chinese electors, to back her
on Saturday, 21 July.

Parkdale Secondary College: elite athlete
funding
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — Last week I was
pleased to announce that Parkdale Secondary College is
to receive $100 000 to expand its elite sports program.
This program already includes AFL, golf, triathlon and
soccer, but the new funding allows it to expand to
include netball, basketball and cricket under this
initiative. People who have performed at the highest
level instruct the students in a program that runs parallel
to normal studies.
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Mornington Peninsula Freeway: extension
Ms WREFORD — This week I was pleased to
announce, along with the member for Carrum, the
delivery of an election promise to study the feasibility
of extending the Mornington Peninsula Freeway from
Springvale Road, Aspendale Gardens, to the Dingley
bypass in Heatherton.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Ms WREFORD — The opposition’s silence on the
carbon tax is shameful. This tax, which its supporters
admit will probably only drop temperatures by
0.02 degrees in 1000 years time, will do massive
damage to the state’s manufacturing sector. That sector
is a huge part of my electorate. The job losses that
result from this tax will be enormous. It is a shameful
tax that is going to hurt all families.

Rail: Frankston line
Ms WREFORD — In May 2012 there were
11.1 per cent more trains running on the Frankston line,
and 89.3 per cent of them were on time. That is a
significant improvement on the 72 per cent a year
earlier and the 65.5 per cent under Labor.

Member for Mount Waverley: letter to
constituents
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to draw the
attention of the house to a serious case of misleading
information being distributed that involves the member
for Mount Waverley. The member for Mount Waverley
has been distributing a letter throughout his electorate
that spruiks the government’s supposed assistance to
households in meeting day-to-day living expenses. The
letter says that the government has:
… reintroduced student fee concessions for those aged 25 and
under who have a health care card and are studying diploma
or advanced diploma qualifications at Victorian TAFEs.

This information is clearly wrong, and worse, it is
cruelly misleading to potential students and their
families who would have thought that they could access
student fee concessions. The truth is that this
government is abolishing student concessions for
diploma and advanced diploma students who are aged
25 and under. Along with the abolition of these fee
concessions, students will cop a massive fee rise from
the start of the next financial year as a direct result of
the slashing of funding to TAFEs and the slashing of
subsidies down to as little as $1.50 per hour.
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This misleading information is another example of spin
from this dishonest and incompetent government. Only
today we read that its solution to the mire of problems it
has created in education and training is to sack teachers.
The only people who should be sacked in this state are
the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession
and those opposite who peddle their disgraceful spin
and misinformation to the constituents they have
pledged to serve.

Balnarring Tennis Club: new courts
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I was pleased to be
invited to the official opening of the new grass tennis
courts at the Balnarring Tennis Club on 26 May.
Quality sporting facilities are critical in providing
Balnarring and its surrounding communities with
important recreational opportunities, and these new
facilities will provide enormous enjoyment for the
hundreds of people who will use them. I congratulate
the Balnarring Tennis Club on this achievement.

Country Fire Authority: Somerville brigade
Mr BURGESS — On the evening of Thursday,
7 June, I attended a community meeting at the
Somerville fire station. The meeting was called by the
Somerville Country Fire Authority brigade to establish
a Somerville fire brigade auxiliary — a very important
initiative. Local community members were encouraged
to attend and meet with brigade members and
supporters to form a fire brigade auxiliary. The purpose
of the meeting was to encourage people to become
auxiliary members and enjoy the personal reward of
assisting their local volunteer fire brigade. I wish the
Somerville fire brigade well with this new initiative and
would also like to acknowledge the important work its
members do in protecting our community.

Somerville Kindergarten: trivia night
Mr BURGESS — Last Saturday evening I attended
the Somerville preschool’s trivia night. A raffle and an
auction were also held to raise funds to purchase new
and additional resources for the preschool. It is always a
pleasure to spend time with people who are so
obviously dedicated to their children and the
community. I am very pleased the Victorian coalition
government was recently able to provide a grant of
$300 000 for this important facility.

Merinda Park Learning and Community
Centre: 20th anniversary
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Merinda
Park Learning and Community Centre recently held a
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week-long celebration for its 20th birthday that
culminated in a lovely dinner on Saturday night. It was
such a great pleasure to attend this happy occasion with
my husband to celebrate 20 years of outstanding work
for the Cranbourne community.
In March 1991 the Labor Premier, Joan Kirner,
announced funding for the establishment of four pilot
service and coordination and integration projects in
rapidly growing outer urban areas. Merinda Park
Learning and Community Centre was one of those pilot
programs, and it commenced operation in June 1992.
This wonderful organisation provides family support
and educational and vocational training, as well as
recreational and personal developmental activities, for
the local community. In fact it now offers in excess of
70 courses, a range of child-care services and a
counsellor funded through the City of Casey. In
attendance on the night was the first ever president,
Gary Edwards, as well the current president, Kevin
Harris, and chief executive officer, the enthusiastic Jan
Gilchrist.
Since its establishment Merinda Park Learning and
Community Centre has been exceptionally well led at
both the executive and committee levels. Jan Gilchrist
and her incredible team include treasurer Frank
Kauhausen, secretary and public officer Hayley
Robinson, Helen Datson, Ferdinand Anciano, Lindy
Tuffnel, Heather Evers, Senthil Kumar Dharmalingam
and Nev Blackley. They are all kind, generous and
hardworking people, and they take to heart the centre’s
motto — Serving the Community. I would like to make
special mention of Athena Jones and Coreena Bron,
who were recognised for their long and dedicated
service to the local community. Thank you, ladies.
As the night drew to a close we lit the candles on the
cake and sang a rousing rendition of Happy Birthday,
all under the watchful eye of the indefatigable Jan.

Gembrook electorate: community projects
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — In the Gembrook
electorate we have some of the fastest growing
communities in Australia, and as these communities
grow we will face many issues along the way. The
government can offer some solutions, others can be
handled by the local council and yet others by local
schools and community groups. We are lucky to have
many groups in our area that are willing to assist and
put their hands up. These include but are not limited to
both the City of Casey and the Cardinia Shire Council,
the 4Cs in Pakenham, Windermere, the Cardinia
Foundation, ECHO Youth and Family Services and the
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Emerald community house, as well as the many other
sports clubs and day clubs that help out.
On occasion issues arise that no individual or
government can resolve. It is not a simple matter of
putting them in the too-hard basket; it is a matter of
asking, ‘What is the solution?’. If that could be
answered, then issues like youth suicide could be
resolved. The conversation is starting in our local area,
and we are hearing more talk about what needs to be
done. I have spoken to many people who ask, ‘What
are you doing about it?’. The answer to this is as
previously stated: there is no individual answer. The
answer is that it is a whole-of-community issue that will
take a whole-of-community approach to establish ideas
and solutions.
I would like to congratulate some young people in the
community for taking a stance and getting the
conversation happening. Jessica, who turns 18 today,
and Thom started the Facebook site ‘Coming together
to prevent youth suicide’. While they got people
talking, they also arranged meetings with support from
many in the group to raise awareness, saying, ‘It’s okay
to ask for help’ and ‘Always look out for a friend’. If
everyone in this chamber could get one message out
this week, they should take the lead from these young
people and point young people in the right direction.
There are great sites like headspace.org.au, and I ask all
members to never give up on tomorrow, never give up
on the future.

Travis Berketa
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to congratulate
Travis Berketa, a constituent of mine. Travis has written
and published his third book, Jack Majors: SuperHero,
which I will have the pleasure of launching tonight at a
function at St Bernard’s College in Essendon. I have
known Travis for many years. I had the good fortune of
attending St Christopher’s Primary School in Airport West
and St Bernard’s College with him.
Travis is a father, a teacher and a passionate writer, who
hopes to share his many and varied stories with the
world. Travis is currently teaching at Brunswick North
Primary School. Jack Majors: SuperHero is Travis’s
third book; however, it is his first book aimed at young
people. His first two books were adult crime fiction
thrillers. In 2007 Travis published his first book, Dark
Heart — Images of a City, which he wrote while
teaching at Stawell West Primary School. This was
followed in 2010 by Dark Heart — Angels in the City.
I was pleased when our paths crossed recently and
Travis advised me of the latest book he had written and
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published. Over the past week of state Parliament I
have managed to read Jack Majors: SuperHero, and it
is a real page-turner aimed at teenagers and young
people. I recommend the book to any students who
want some entertaining reading dealing with interesting
subjects such as growing up, a boyhood crush or just
feeling like you do not fit it. I congratulate and
commend Travis on his third book, and I wish him
every success in his writing and teaching in the future.
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Primary School with the Minister for Education, and
Georgie Crozier, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, to tour the school and watch
a Cybersafety Project video, the Australian Centre for
the Moving Image’s award-winning film, Respect the
Internet. It Is a creative, informative and fun video.
Congratulations to the students.

Tucker Road Bentleigh Primary School:
parliamentary role-play

Carbon tax: community forum
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — Last week I co-hosted
a community forum on the federal Labor government’s
carbon tax with the member for Caulfield. The Minister
for Energy and Resources, in addition to a panel of
small businesses, local government and a not-for-profit
organisation, discussed the massive impact the carbon
tax will have on business and Victorian families. The
opposition refused to speak up and oppose the tax on
behalf of all Victorians. Shame!

Bentleigh Secondary College: debutante ball
Ms MILLER — Last month I was delighted to
attend the year 10 debutante ball at Bentleigh
Secondary College. The women looked gorgeous and
the men handsome in their suits. It really was a
beautiful night, and one I hope they will remember.

Bentleigh Secondary College: specialisation
grant
Ms MILLER — At the school assembly last week I
presented the college with a school specialisation grant
of $100 000 which will go towards their wellness
centre. This is another step towards the sustainability
goals of the school that the previous government failed
to take.

Cyberbullying: P-Rock Online
Ms MILLER — It was a privilege to launch the
P-Rock Online anti-cyberbullying and leadership
e-learning program at McKinnon Secondary College.
The program is designed to educate, motivate and teach
strategies to combat bullying. The program is run for
young people by young people in schools, community
groups and university settings. Congratulations to Lucy
and Rosie Thomas on their initiative to address this
important issue, which the previous government failed
to do.

National Cybersecurity Awareness Week
Ms MILLER — Coinciding with National
Cybersecurity Awareness Week, I attended Valkstone

Ms MILLER — The Victorian Parliament came to
Tucker Road Bentleigh Primary School last week,
when students participated in role-plays. The students
presented some strong ideas to debate, and it was
terrific to see them get real experience of how a
politician would debate a point of view. Well done.

K. G. Putt Senior Citizens Centre
Ms MILLER — Last week I attended the K. G. Putt
Senior Citizens Centre in Bentleigh, where we listened
and danced to the songs of Liza Minelli and Shirley
Bassey. It was a wonderful afternoon and lovely to chat
to locals.

Bethany Community Support: funding
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Monday I met with
representatives of Bethany Community Support, an
organisation in Geelong that has delivered effective and
efficient child and family care for more than a century,
as well as other services in recent years, including
housing services. On Monday Bethany representatives
expressed to me their serious concerns with the
significant funding cuts for the social housing advocacy
and support program announced by Ms Lovell, the
Minister for Housing, in May this year. Funding for this
important program has been reduced across the state by
$2.8 million this financial year and a further
$1.1 million next year. It is estimated that this will be a
funding cut to Bethany’s program of 32 per cent this
year, growing to 44 per cent in 2013–14.
These significant cuts will mean the loss of two
front-line staff at Bethany and a reduction in services to
the most vulnerable people in our community who rely
on public housing. These are front-line staff cuts that
this heartless government had assured us would not
occur. The effects will include a reduction in the
number of clients who will receive the service, an
increase in eviction breach notices and rental arrears, an
increase in antisocial behaviours and neighbourhood
disputes, and a questionable ability to service Colac on
that reduced funding. These effects are another example
of the Baillieu government not giving a stuff about the
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needy within our community. I call on the minister to
reinstate full funding to the social housing advocacy
and support programs across this state.

Emergency services: earthquake response
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — The earthquake tremor
that hit Victoria on Tuesday evening was a concerning
event for many residents and businesses in the
Gippsland region. Thankfully the earthquake, which
had a magnitude of 5.3, does not appear to have caused
any major structural damage. Unfortunately our region
has had to endure a number of disasters in recent times,
including floods, fires, land and road slips, and now
tremors, amongst other emergencies, including serious
accidents and incidents that occur on a regular basis. On
behalf of the Gippsland community I wish to pay
tribute to all the emergency service personnel and
volunteers who play such a significant role in response
and recovery during those sorts of events.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr NORTHE — On another note, the Gillard
government’s carbon tax is only days away from being
enacted, and it appears that the federal government does
not understand some of the prospective local
implications of this tax, nor does it appear to have a
plan to tackle these challenges.
For example, the Energy Brix power station in Morwell
will become unviable post 1 July, due to the carbon tax.
If this facility were to cease operations, many other
businesses across Gippsland and Victoria would
likewise be threatened. That is because steam is taken
from the Energy Brix power generation process and
used to manufacture briquettes. These briquettes are in
turn utilised by a number of Gippsland businesses for
their operations, including large employers like
Auschar and Murray Goulburn. Quite simply, if there
are no briquettes available, then these and many other
businesses will be under severe pressure and therefore
hundreds of jobs will potentially be jeopardised.
Labor just does not seem to get it or does not care!

WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 June; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the Working with
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Children Amendment Bill 2012. I spoke in previous
debates on the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2010 when Labor introduced it during its time in office.
We have a proud record because we believe as a society
we should rightly be judged on how effectively we
protect our most vulnerable, and this includes our
children. We can see, with the tabling in Parliament this
morning of the report on child deaths, why it is
absolutely crucial to ensure that we have a legislative
and regulatory regime that protects our most precious
assets: our children.
As part of Labor’s comprehensive approach to child
safety it introduced the Working with Children Bill in
2005 to assist in protecting children from sexual or
physical harm by ensuring that people who work with,
volunteer with or care for children have their suitability
to do so checked by a government body. This was not
an easy thing to do; there was quite a bit of opposition
at the time in this place. But sometimes, when it is the
right thing to do to protect the most vulnerable, it is
important to nail your colours to the mast. At the time it
was disappointing that those on the other side raised
questions about that proposition, and I am pleased that
the minister has now supported the earlier bill and is
going further.
It should never be forgotten that The Nationals opposed
the Working with Children Bill in 2005 and voted
against it at its second reading. Their main concern at
the time was supposedly the burden on volunteers. The
Liberal Party attempt to stall the legislation to put in
place an independent child commissioner in addition to
the child safety commissioner this government had
introduced to oversee the implementation of the
legislation; however, that was not supported by the
government at that time and the Liberals did not oppose
the passage of the legislation.
In the past the Liberals also advocated a streamlined
scheme where all people who work with or volunteer
with vulnerable people, including the elderly or people
with a disability, would be brought into the one scheme.
However, now that they are in government, they no
longer talk of expanding the system in that way.
The principal act commenced operation in 2006 and
was phased in over a period of five years. Since that
time there have been two amending bills, on which I
have spoken, whose aim was to further improve the
safety of children and enhance the clarity and efficiency
of the act by addressing practical and legal issues that
had arisen during the operation of the scheme. Those
amending bills were introduced in 2007 and 2010.
Members on this side welcome the changes being made
by the bill before the house.
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Since 2010 information has obviously been fed in from
the Department of Justice and those administering the
Working with Children Act 2005, and so we see the
additional amendments to the principal act in the bill
before the house. Labor supports the changes that are
proposed by the bill because they address practical and
technical issues. We do not oppose the amendments
and encourage the government to continue to monitor
the scheme to improve it, because that is what the
community wants.
The current test applied by the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and VCAT (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal) for assessing the suitability of
an applicant is whether, having regard to a number of
factors, they pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of
children. The bill adds some additional criteria. The
secretary must also be satisfied that a reasonable person
would allow his or her child to have direct contact with
the applicant that was not directly supervised by
another person and that the applicant’s engagement in
any type of child-related work would not pose an
unjustifiable risk to the safety of children.
The second criterion is intended to address cases where
VCAT has decided to grant a card after consideration of
the purpose for which the applicant has applied for the
check. VCAT may not have given significant weight to
the fact that the card is portable and, once obtained,
permits the cardholder to engage in any type of
child-related work. This is an important change.
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to a campaign by acknowledging that decisions made
by VCAT are not always in the interests of children and
their parents. For example, the secretary refused a
working-with-children card to an applicant who had
stabbed a man to death, and VCAT overturned that
decision.
Currently there are four cases in the Supreme Court in
which the Department of Justice is appealing VCAT’s
decision to overturn the original decision to deny a
working-with-children card. VCAT can consider
in-depth submissions, references from employers and
psychologists reports and the like in determining
whether issuing a card to an applicant poses an
unjustifiable risk to the safety of children. The new test
requires VCAT to consider what a reasonable parent
would think about the applicant having direct and
unsupervised contact with their child.
Under the current legislation the secretary is able to
suspend a working-with-children check for up to six
months if she becomes aware that the cardholder has
been charged with, convicted of or found guilty of a
serious offence. The bill provides that the secretary may
revoke the card if the suspended person fails to provide
the secretary with requested information. That will
prevent applicants from stalling the reassessment
process when the department is advised of a change in
circumstances — namely, a conviction or being
detected via ongoing monitoring of the applicant.

Currently an application is in category 1 if an applicant
is subject to the sex offenders register or the Serious
Sex Offenders Monitoring Act 2005 and they have no
appeal rights or have been convicted of a sexual offence
against a child, including child pornography.
Category 2 applications are those where the applicant
has committed an offence such as a sexual offence
against an adult; a serious violent crime, including
murder or intentionally causing serious injury; or a
serious drug offence. There is a presumption that a
category 2 application will be refused a card unless the
secretary is satisfied that there is not an unjustifiable
risk to the safety of children. The applicant may then
appeal to VCAT.

Another change is the removal of the right to work
while having only an application receipt. Currently
applicants who begin a job can show an employer their
receipt and are permitted to engage in child-related
work. This ensures that an applicant’s job prospects are
not unfairly affected while the department processes
their application. The bill removes that automatic right
to work when in possession of a receipt if a person has
been charged with, has a conviction for or has been
found guilty of a serious sexual, drug or violent
offence — that is, a category 2 offence. The onus is on
the applicant. It will be an offence if the applicant
commences work before being issued with a
working-with-children card if they knew or ought to
have known their category offence had to be assessed.

The bill moves murder from category 2 to category 1,
which in effect means that the secretary has no
discretion to issue a working-with-children card. An
applicant may still apply to VCAT for review under the
new test. The strengthened test and moving murder to
category 1 are responses to cases where VCAT has
overturned the secretary’s decision not to issue a
working-with-children card to certain applicants. The
Herald Sun reported that the government is responding

In practice currently many employer and volunteer
organisations wait for the assessment to be completed
before allowing the applicant to commence work. The
opposition does not oppose this measure but expects
that the department will ensure that there are no
unreasonable delays in assessing applications. I urge the
Attorney-General and other ministers responsible for
justice matters to ensure that this is considered a
front-line service, not a back-office service. The
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government’s efficiency cuts involve public sector jobs
being reduced by 4200, so to say that the section within
the Department of Justice that issues these very
important checks and monitors the operation of the
system should be exempt from staff reductions has
absolute merit.
Finally, I acknowledge that I have a fantastic young
work experience student working with me this week.
Jacinta Abandowitz-Lee is from Warrandyte High
School. It is always fantastic and inspirational to have a
young person with an interest in politics and the welfare
of our society working with you. When I am speaking
on a bill like this and when I am working with a young
person, as I am this week, I fully understand the
importance of having a regime of legislation and
regulation that supports the development and safety of
young people. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
speak in favour of the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. This bill is very important, as
previous speakers have outlined, in relation to the
protection of children, who are the most vulnerable
people in our community. That any child should be
abused is appalling, and as we have seen time and
again, such abuse can inflict a lifetime of pain and
suffering on victims. This bill improves the protective
measures in the Working with Children Act 2005. One
of the most important changes is the removal of the
ability of a person to engage in child-related work once
that person has received an application receipt or during
a period when their application is being reassessed
when a non-child-related offence is being investigated.
To have a receipt for a working-with-children
application or to be going through a further assessment
process in relation to a criminal charge should
absolutely not, in any circumstance, provide a window
of opportunity for an applicant to start working with
children. Under the bill it is an offence for a person who
has been charged with an offence, has a conviction or in
respect of whom there has been a finding of guilt to
engage in child-related work while their application is
being further assessed. Quite rightly there is a very
strong public expectation that people with a criminal
history should not be able to engage in activities and
jobs — whether they be on a volunteer or employment
basis — with children while such investigations and
assessments are under way.
Prior to being elected to Parliament, I worked at the
Australian Sports Commission. My work involved
training coaches to work in around 40 primary schools
throughout my electorate of East Gippsland. Before
coaches could work in those primary schools, they had
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to undertake training courses. This involved putting
thousands of people through the working-with-children
checking process, and they clearly understood it was an
important step in protecting the most vulnerable people
in our community. During my seven years of working
at the sports commission only a handful of people were
critical of the process. Those people said it was red tape
and was unnecessary. When it was explained to them
why this process takes place, however, and why it was
in existence and how it protects our children, people
were far more appreciative of the process and the
reality that they had to go through it.
How this check is a vast improvement on the old police
check processes is certainly something worth visiting
and acknowledging. After an applicant has undertaken
the police check process the check lists offences only
up until the date of issue of the check, so hypothetically
an individual could get a police check done and go
away and offend within the following weeks or months
and that would not be flagged. Given that police checks
only record offences up until the time of their issue, it
was incumbent on volunteer organisations or
employees to determine how often they would request
police checks to be undertaken.
As I have said, under the police check system, if a
police check holder was subsequently charged with,
convicted of or found guilty of a relevant offence, that
is not flagged, but under the working-with-children
check system there is an automatic flagging if there is
an offence falling within the concerns relating to
working with children. As we have heard from previous
speakers, 910 000 applications have been made for
working-with-children checks, and we have also heard
that 1000 people have failed them. It could be argued
that is good proof that the system is working
effectively.
Another amendment relates to making murder a
category 1 offence. I found it quite amazing that murder
was rated as a category 2 offence. The difference
between those two categories is that a category 1
offence means an instant failure of the
working-with-children check, while a category 2
offence requires further investigation to be undertaken
before a working-with-children assessment notice can
be granted. I certainly would not want someone who
has been found guilty of murdering another person
looking after my children.
Ms Duncan interjected.
Mr BULL — And I think the member for Macedon
agrees with me. I do not think any member in the house
would want somebody who has been convicted of
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murder working with their children. I dare say this was
an oversight in the previous legislation, one I am sure
members on both sides of the house would support
addressing.
The bill also provides the power to revoke a
working-with-children assessment notice in cases
where the holder has failed to provide requested
information. Currently under the working-with-children
check process, as the holder is going through the
assessment further information can be requested that
may be to allay a concern that has arisen during their
assessment process. The Secretary of the Department of
Justice has the opportunity to suspend an assessment
notice should that situation of concern arise. The
anomaly that occurs, however, is that if in the
six-month time frame the applicant has not provided the
information required, the working-with-children
assessment notice becomes valid again.
If the person has not provided the required information
to supposedly clear their name, how could their
working-with-children assessment notice be made valid
again? You would think their non-preparedness to
supply the information required would certainly raise
further question marks about the original issue of the
document. The amendment will make it possible to
revoke a working-with-children assessment notice if the
suspension period expires and the additional
information has not been provided. People who find
themselves in this situation will still have the right to
follow the normal course of action and reapply in the
usual manner if they wish.
Finally, the bill will streamline the process for moving
from a volunteer working-with-children check to an
employee working-with-children check. The process
will not involve reviewing any of the offences that were
already considered in the original check and so will be
more efficient and timely. Speaking as someone who
had to move from having a volunteer
working-with-children check for weekend football
coaching to having an employee working-with-children
check when I took up employment with the sports
commission, I can say that the process I went through
was certainly not streamlined.
The move between checks can be needed by people
who may be in volunteer capacities such as weekend
sporting coaching or scout volunteering and who may
have needed only a volunteer working-with-children
check and who may then transition into employment
such as working as a lifeguard in one of our swimming
centres or something along those lines where they are
generating an income in a position where a
working-with-children check is required.
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These changes will certainly streamline that transition
and make sure that any aspects that were considered in
the original working-with-children check application
will be taken into account and that people will not have
to jump through those hoops again when they are going
through their employee check process.
This is a common-sense bill. It further tightens
elements of protecting our children — the most
vulnerable people in our community. I note it has
support on both sides of the house, and I am very
pleased to commend it to the house.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. As other speakers have noted,
the bill will make a number of changes to the Working
with Children Act 2005. It will amend the act to alter
the test that the secretary and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal must apply in deciding
whether or not an applicant should be issued with a
working-with-children assessment notice. It will also
make murder a category 1 offence, as it should have
been in the first instance, and it will remove the right to
work in child-related work whilst an application is
being considered, which of course makes common
sense. The secretary will also be given the power to
revoke any working-with-children check card following
any sort of suspension that has been issued. The bill
will also clarify the various provisions of the act and
streamline the administrative support provided for the
working-with-children checks.
We on this side of the house are very proud of the
measures we undertook in introducing this initiative in
the first place in 2005. As I think all members of the
house do, we believe working with children and
protecting children in every situation possible has to be
a priority we have in this place. The measures that were
put in place in 2005 were designed to protect children
from people who posed a risk in a working or voluntary
capacity and ensure that any person who was engaged
with children in any way, shape, or form would conduct
themselves with the children in a way that was at all
times in the children’s best interests. The
working-with-children check is different from the
normal police check, because those who pass the check
are monitored on an ongoing basis with respect to any
offences that may arise in the future. Obviously that has
an impact on the working-with-children check.
The legislation Labor initiated had the primary aim of
protecting our most precious asset — that is, our
children. At the time it was of great concern to us that
members of The Nationals had some reservations about
the legislation and some concerns about the burden
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being placed on volunteers. Liberal members at the
time also sought to stall the legislation to see that it, in a
sense, got bogged down in this place. I am pleased that
since that time government members have determined
that this is a worthy initiative that Labor undertook and
that it should be strengthened and enhanced into the
future.
With the new tests the bill is proposing through the
amendments to the working-with-children check an
additional criterion that must be considered is whether a
reasonable person would form the view that they would
allow their child to have direct contact with the
applicant while not being supervised by another person.
The other additional criterion is that the applicant’s
engagement in any type of child-related activity would
not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children.
These amendments have been introduced to deal with
some Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) decisions that have had an impact on the
working-with-children check. These are important
additional criteria.
The bill also moves murder from a category 2 to a
category 1 offence, which is of course a common-sense
approach. It relates to cases where VCAT has dealt
with decisions that have been made by the secretary and
there has been an attempt to overturn those decisions.
This measure makes it abundantly clear that that will
not be acceptable in the future.
In conclusion, we on this side of the house obviously do
not oppose the amendments being put forward. We take
this opportunity to encourage the government to
consider further improvements and to have an ongoing
monitoring role in how the working-with-children
checks are being administered. Given our proud record
in this area and having come forward with the initiative
in the first place, the opposition would like to work
closely with the government on ways and means to see
the working-with-children check improved in the
future. With those brief words I commend the bill to the
house.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — It is a pleasure to rise to
make a contribution on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. This is certainly an important
bill, as it will improve the safety of our children and
make changes to strengthen the act as it relates to
working-with-children checks.
As we have heard, the working-with-children check
legislation was passed in 2006. Since then 910 000
applications have been accepted and just over 1000
have been rejected. This is an indication that the system
is working well. Over the past five years the program
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has been rolled out to over 20 different occupational
categories. They include people who are working with
children in child care and people who are volunteers in
schools. For example, working-with-children checks
are necessary for people from volunteer angling clubs
who come to the local area to teach fishing programs,
as they are for artists in residence in local schools. They
are just a couple of examples.
I am pleased to say that the program has been widely
accepted in the general community. However, since its
inception the members of the now government have
recognised some weaknesses in the legislation which
have become evident, and this bill aims to address
those. We need to address them in order for the
program to continue to run successfully.
Throughout the past 18 years my four sons have been
taught, coached and cared for by a variety of wonderful
organisations, community groups and clubs in my local
area. When I was thinking about the
working-with-children legislation and the impact that
volunteers, coaches and teachers have had during the
last 18 years of my four sons’ lives, I realised that
volunteers and others involved with more than
30 different community groups would have had to have
working-with-children checks. I am pleased to say that
my sons’ experiences have generally been positive.
Over the years they have built strong bonds with their
mentors, their coaches and their leaders, and those
bonds continue today.
People working with our children have positions of
trust in our society, and it is important that, as parents,
we are confident that our children are safe and are not at
risk from the people who are there to help and care for
them. Every volunteer who works directly with children
is now required to have a working-with-children check.
Prior to being elected to Parliament I was engaged in
several forms of volunteer work. I am proud to say that
I have undergone a working-with-children check. This
was required for me to work on a committee of
management at our local kindergarten and to assist as a
volunteer in the school community as well as with our
local basketball club.
Mr Battin interjected.
Mrs BAUER — Yes, I am pleased to say that I had
a smooth transition and received approval after my
check; it all went very well. Although not a guarantee,
the check assists in providing this level of reassurance
to us as parents. I found that completing the
working-with-children check was a simple process;
only a small amount of paperwork was involved. In the
weeks leading up to this parliamentary session I spoke
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to people in my electorate of Carrum about the check.
Generally they are quite happy with the process. They
are surprised at how quickly their applications have
been processed and their cards have been sent out. The
procedure seems to be working well.
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alone with a person. It is as simple as that, and that is
certainly the key to this program.

Many times in this house I have mentioned the
wonderful community facilities in my electorate. We
have an exceptional range of child-care facilities in the
electorate of Carrum that are run by both the council
and privately. For example, the City of Kingston has
24 kindergartens, which are managed by voluntary
parent committees. In the family day care sector the
City of Kingston has 60 educators alone, who provide
child care for 550 children, which equates to over
500 local families.

I also welcome other amendments, including that 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 adds a new level of efficiency to the
process so that the working-with-children check is
portable for someone moving from a volunteer position
to an employer-based position and vice versa. It is a
common-sense change that should help reduce
paperwork and wait times. For example, a volunteer at
one of our local scouts or lifesaving clubs may end up
in paid employment, such as a teaching position. This is
certainly a very common-sense amendment to the bill.

Similar numbers use the family day care program of the
City of Frankston, in which 55 educators look after
870 children for 590 local families. All the providers
have had working-with-children checks. Also in my
electorate are 15 primary schools and two secondary
schools, thriving community programs, sporting
groups, lifesaving clubs and churches. This legislation
impacts on them all. All these organisations run
wonderful programs for local children, and for some
time now they have required their volunteers and staff
to have working-with-children checks. Initially there
was some resistance from some members of the
community, but it has now been widely accepted and
embraced. Fortunately it has not been as onerous as
some people anticipated and feared when the program
was first introduced.

In closing I would like to take this opportunity to
acknowledge the efforts and dedication of many people
in my local community of Carrum who hold
working-with-children cards and who generously and
regularly donate their time, often on a daily basis, to
local children in many different contexts — from
coming in and reading with little preppies at our local
schools to working on weekends at lifesaving clubs or
service club organisations. I have seen firsthand the
wonderful work that our volunteers do to train, teach,
mentor and care for our children. They provide a great
service to our community, one that I certainly
appreciate. It makes my job as a local member of
Parliament so much more enjoyable being able to
engage and interact with all of our terrific volunteers
from close to 200 organisations within my electorate.

The primary purpose of the working-with-children
check is to protect our children. However, in practice
the approval process has focused on protecting the
rights of the individual applying for the check. We need
to strengthen the testing and the procedures so that the
focus stays firmly on our children. I welcome the
proposed amendments in this bill that will strengthen
the test.

I see this bill and the amendments that this bill makes
as necessary for the continued success of the process. It
will certainly improve the current criteria and
strengthen the processes to ensure that the
working-with-children check focuses first on children,
children’s safety and the protection of our children. I
am also very pleased to see that the opposition is
supporting the bill, and for this reason I commend the
bill to the house.

The bill strengthens the unjustifiable risk test so that
now the Secretary of the Department of Justice and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
must be satisfied that a reasonable person would allow
his or her child to have direct contact with the applicant
that was not directly supervised by another person
while the applicant is engaged in any type of
child-related work — that is, would a reasonable
person, a parent or guardian, agree to their child being
cared for by the applicant in an unsupervised capacity?
I really like this test because every parent wants
authorising bodies to ask whether you would be
comfortable as a parent to have your child supervised

Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise to support the
Working with Children’s Amendment Bill 2012. This
bill continues the work started when the previous Labor
government introduced the original bill in 2005 and
passed it in 2006. A number of other amendments were
made in 2007 and 2010. The bill before the house today
continues that work and makes some other relatively
minor amendments in the scheme of things. I am very
pleased to support these amendments. They continue
the good work.
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At the time this bill was introduced it was unique, and it
generated a lot of opposition at the time. I remember
some of the debates that were generated, which were
mostly started, from memory, by members of The
Nationals, who tried to suggest that this bill would
prevent grandparents from having their grandkids come
up to the farm and collect eggs during the holidays. So
the original bill that this bill seeks to amend was quite
groundbreaking at the time.
This bill makes a number of other amendments to
continue that initial work, mostly to streamline
processes around the working-with-children checks for
people who are transitioning from volunteer work to
paid work. The process was always designed to have a
long phase-in period, somewhere in the order of five
years. The legislation initially addressed volunteers, and
it imposed no costs on volunteer groups, which we
considered to be an important aspect of the original bill.
We did not want to create financial burdens on
volunteer groups, as we know many of them struggle to
fund their activities. We know the amount of work they
do in our communities. We would be completely lost
without them. But this bill tries to get the balance right
between supporting volunteer groups and at the same
time protecting our children. No-one would argue with
that.
The merit of this bill is that it is in addition to the
ordinary police check that people need to go through
for other purposes. This is specifically about people
who are planning to work with children. Unfortunately
we know, and one only has to spend time in any of our
criminal courts to understand, that many perpetrators of
crimes against children come from organisations and
work in capacities that put them into contact with
children. In fact I remember some years ago a situation
occurring in my electorate where someone who had
been released from jail in Western Australia, and who
had committed offences against children many years
earlier, moved into the electorate. He was a very old
man by that time, but members of the community were
naturally very distraught to hear that this man, someone
who had a record of criminal and offending behaviour,
was living in their community.
I remember spending many hours on phones with
distressed parents trying to explain to them that in this
man’s situation and in many situations — in fact by far
the majority of situations — when children are at risk it
is from people who are known to them and who have
contact with them through legitimate means. The
tragedy in this case, as is the case for many families, is
that this man was working with children. I will not go
into what areas he was working in, but parents were
voluntarily giving their children over to the care of this
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man and those offences were then occurring. The
principal act was specifically aimed at ensuring that
anyone who was in that position of working with
children unsupervised would have to go through this
check.
As I said, this bill continues that work. It extends
checks to people working in paid employment, and it
makes a number of other amendments. For example, it
alters the test that the secretary and the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal must apply in deciding
whether to issue an applicant with a
working-with-children check. It makes murder a
category 1 offence; it is currently a category 2 offence. I
remember there was some debate about that at the time.
When you look back now it does seem common sense
that it should be category 1, but at the time the
discussion was around trying to identify offences that
were specifically against children. Murdering someone
other than a child, at that stage, was seen as not
necessarily a direct threat.
A lot of new laws, particularly groundbreaking laws,
develop over time and through practice after they have
been in place for some time. We all look back and say,
‘Yes, murder should always have been category 1’.
This bill makes that change. It also removes a person’s
right to work in child-related work whilst an application
is being considered in certain circumstances, it provides
the secretary with powers to revoke a card following a
suspension, it clarifies the application of the provisions
of the act and it streamlines the administration of the
act.
It is for these reasons that the opposition does not
oppose the bill. Why would we? It is based on our bill,
which was a good piece of legislation at the time. It has
been tweaked a number of times since then. This is a
further tweaking of it, which continues the primary
purpose of protecting children. With those few words I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise today to support
the Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012. We
talk about it being a common-sense bill. It is
common-sense legislation, and it contains
common-sense amendments. This is an area that is very
important not just to my electorate of Gembrook but to
the entirety of Victoria. It is about people working with
our most vulnerable citizens, it is about people in
counselling positions, it is about people in councils and
it is about people in sports clubs and other volunteer
clubs, such as scouts. Many volunteers work in those
areas.
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The idea behind these amendments is to improve the
protective measures that are in place for young people.
That is what the entire bill is about — making sure we
have the best facilities in place and the best practices in
place to protect young people across Victoria. To do
that, we are moving murder from category 2 to
category 1. There are other items that are
administrative.
When the bill for the principal act was first introduced,
in 2005, I read through it quite closely. In my previous
role as a Victorian police officer working in
Dandenong, I was approached in the station by many
people in relation to these issues. It was an interesting
time and an interesting topic. Someone mentioned
before that there was fear at the time in relation to how
this would affect grandparents and family members. I
believe a lot of those fears have been taken away over
time.
When the act was put in place, the idea was to protect
children. I believe that was the intention of the former
government when it introduced the bill — to protect
children who people were working with. It was not
about protecting the person working with children or
the person applying for the working-with-children card.
However, some of the issues that have arisen with this
legislation have led to these common-sense
amendments, which put in place some protections for
people wanting to work with children.
Some of those circumstances could involve a person
who has their working-with-children card suspended or
refused. Such a person will now have six months to
supply information to prove they are capable or are now
in a position that they should be able to work with
young people. According to the current provisions, if a
person does not provide that documentation within a
six-month period, their working-with-children card is
reinstated. This means that if a person who has been
accused of any of the crimes rated in category 1 or
category 2 — and category 2 includes the period of
investigation — does not provide paperwork to prove
that they should not be in that category, that person gets
their card reinstated without any further investigation.
These amendments put in place powers for the
secretary to refuse a working-with-children card for
such a person, which again takes into consideration the
best interests of the children who adults will be working
with. This is what these amendments are primarily
based around.
Many volunteers in Victoria work with children and
young people. There are a range of issues in this area. I
spoke about one of the issues earlier today in relation to
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youth suicide. Youth suicide is a big issue throughout
the state, and it is something we need to take on board
and get a conversation going about. We need to ensure
that we have best practice guidelines in place for people
in roles of working with young people who are
contemplating anything along the lines of suicide.
Sometimes we assume that people are all super
qualified. We assume that if someone is called a
counsellor or a youth worker, therefore they must be in
the best position to offer help. The amendments in this
bill are one way of making sure that people working
with children are safe. That is what we want to try to
put in place. We want to put in place a system that
ensures that people who work with children are safe.
I want to put out a bit of caution: just because a person
has a working-with-children card does not actually
make that person qualified in the area that a parent may
need them to be to work with their young person. If
someone out there has a mental health issue and they
have a working-with-children card, that person might
have a working-with-children card because they are
very good local footy coach; however, that does not
make them a counsellor. It is important that we get that
message out to all the parents: do not think that because
a person carries a card that automatically makes them a
person who is qualified to work with your child. It is
still a parent’s or a school’s responsibility to make sure
that people working with children are the best people
for the circumstances.
We know there are many young people throughout
Victoria who have many issues. There are young
people in Victoria who are volunteers themselves.
Young people regularly go on tours, and they always go
with someone like a scout leader or a teacher. Today we
have young people in the gallery who are here with the
teachers; this happens regularly at Parliament House. It
is very important that they understand that their
teachers and the people they work with have safety in
mind. When parents drop their kids off at school they
want the teachers not only to be the best people to work
with their children but also to have their
working-with-children cards so that they can know they
have dropped their children off in a safe environment. I
am sure that all the children in the gallery today are
aware of that. They know that the teachers here with
them today are fantastic people to work with, and it is
very important that they get that opportunity.
I want to reaffirm the government’s support for
community groups in the Gembrook electorate. I notice
the Minister for Sport and Recreation is at the table.
With the minister I have visited many community
groups and sporting clubs in my electorate. Many
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volunteer coaches and support staff for these
organisations go out of their way to get their
working-with-children cards. The application can be
time consuming; it is not an easy thing to do. You have
to fill in a form, and there is a bit of red tape around
getting it, but all of them do it for one reason — they
want to support young people in our community and
make sure they have a bright future. They want them to
have somebody in the community they can work with
and be safe with, someone who can help them get the
best out of life.
In conclusion, I support the amendments made by the
bill 100 per cent. As I said before, I think there were
some issues with the original bill. It was not the
intention of the former government, but it gave people
the opportunity to slip through the cracks. In the best
interests of children in Victoria we want to make sure
that we close those gaps and that the people working
with children in Victoria are the best people and also
the highest qualified et cetera to do that.
We are sick of seeing headlines like those in the Herald
Sun of 12 March, ‘Kids checks farcical’, and
8 February, ‘Killer beats ban’. It is important to make
sure that these headlines go away and that people have
faith in the system that is put in place to protect their
children.
I go back to the caution I expressed at the start of my
contribution: when you are looking for someone to
work with your young person — whether it is a son, a
daughter, a nephew, a niece or a friend — do not just
rely on that person having a working-with-children
card; make sure that the person is qualified in the area
you need them to be. You can always go back to
sporting clubs and other groups to get further advice.
On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
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sport and all those sorts of activities that we rely so
heavily on to encourage activity, social development
and basic socialisation of young people in the
community.
What has become more and more noticeable over the
last decade or so — and I know this from my previous
involvement in a range of portfolio areas — is that
families these days need to be organised, particularly if
both parents are working to try to pay a substantial
mortgage, which seems to be the case across most of
Victoria these days in one form or another. Even if one
parent is not working, the lives of families are
increasingly regimented.
This was very noticeable in the sports portfolio, and I
am looking at the Minister for Sport and Recreation,
who is at the table. When I first became Minister for
Sport and Recreation there was a general perception —
and maybe the figures indicated it as well — that
children’s participation in sports was lower than it
should have been. Then participation rose quite
substantially over a period of time — and I would like
to claim credit for that, but I do not necessarily think I
can, although if the minister opposite is happy to offer
that credit, I am happy to take it — but what we were
really seeing was many families organising their kids to
undertake multiple activities. Families that could afford
to do so, and that might have had two cars, organised
the structure of the family so that they could take their
kids to football, tennis, swimming and basketball, rather
than having their kids just playing football or just
playing netball.
I know from my own community and my own kids that
you spend a lot of the weekend driving around, and
there is not much left — —
An honourable member — Ever-increasing circles.

Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I rise to speak on the
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012. The
approach that has been taken with this bill is about
making sure that the working-with-children legislation
is administered with more rigour, improving the various
categories and administrative arrangements, ensuring
that the legislation works effectively and overcoming
some of the glitches that have developed, have been
perceived or could potentially develop in terms of
people being able to challenge or seek to challenge a
ban on their working with children or even slip through
the net entirely.

Mr MADDEN — Ever-increasing circles. What we
had was a significant increase in participation rates in
all these activities, but while you could not necessarily
tell this from the statistics, what you could find or you
could suspect was that it was generally the same cohort.
Then you had people excluded from that cohort for
whatever reason — they did not have the financial
ability, they did not have the second car that the family
might have needed, they did not have a general interest
in those sorts of activities or they may have lived some
distance from those facilities.

This is important for parents, who want to feel
confident about the arrangements that are made for
their children when they are alongside adults in various
organisations, particularly when it comes to dancing,

On top of that, some of those children — and this also
tends to be a recurring theme which you can see if you
try to look for it in the community — might have
started sport or other activities late and did not have the
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skill development that they needed to achieve a
particular standard. Because they started a bit late, they
did not feel terribly capable in that field, so they
dropped out.
One of the things about organised families and
activities is that kids are starting earlier and earlier so
their skill acquisition is greater. Once upon a time kids
started a sport at grades 4, 5 or 6, but now with all those
junior programs — —
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr MADDEN — That is right; they all start earlier.
Because they start earlier, if you start a couple of years
later — early in adolescence or just prior to
adolescence — you almost miss the boat. What
happens with some of those kids is that they choose not
to participate.
The reason I am discussing this in some detail is that
what you are really seeing is high demand for multiple
activities from some families and other groups who are
excluded or exclude themselves from those activities.
That is why what we seem to find is an unusual
imbalance. We have high demand for activities, high
demand for facilities and lots of pressure on volunteers
to deliver these activities because there are so many
families demanding them or paying for them, and then
at the other end of the scale we have concerns about the
activity levels and obesity of those who have excluded
themselves.
You have two great challenges. One is getting people
engaged, but if you get them engaged, you will create
more pressure and demand at the other end, where
delivery is already quite substantially absorbed. I look
across to the Minister for Sport and Recreation, who is
here today, who has the great challenge ahead of him of
securing more funds from his colleagues to see more
facilities developed.
The other great challenge I think is to encourage
sporting groups and volunteers to run a second or third
tier of activity for those who need to participate later in
their development, because they are the kids who
sometimes feel they are not quite up to it — —
Mr Delahunty — They need a little bit more
assistance.
Mr MADDEN — They need a bit more assistance
but also a bit more enthusiasm and encouragement,
because if they did not participate in the Netta program
or the Auskick program or one of those sorts of early
sports programs, they feel like they are not quite up to it
and they do not become engaged. I am not telling the
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minister how to do his job, although I am always happy
to do that, but one of the great challenges is to provide
more facilities and encourage sporting codes to have
additional tiers — from D grade down through E and F
to G grade — because there are kids who want to come
in, and they need to play with kids of similar ability so
they do not feel that they are not much chop or are not
up to it.
If we can get the kids who for one reason or another are
a little bit behind the eight ball engaged in those
sports — we have got surplus capacity in the
facilities — and encourage volunteers of a particular
ilk, those who are enthusiastic to just get kids involved
rather than wanting to ensure that the teams or the clubs
are highly successful, then I think we can achieve a lot
as a community. We can achieve a lot as a community
if we can just tweak that and finetune it a bit. I hope the
sports minister takes something from that.
The great challenge, though, is of course to make it
easier, not more difficult, for people to become
volunteers, while at the same time giving parents and
the people who administer these clubs confidence in
volunteers’ ability to do what they need to do and in
their trustworthiness. That is why the
working-with-children legislation and the background
checks and all the administrative process that goes with
it are so vitally important.
I also want to remind the house that, as I think the
statistics would show, incidents of abuse of any sort —
I notice that the legislation refers to murder as well —
predominantly do not happen in sports clubs, although
there have been high-profile situations where there has
been abuse in clubs and where the coverage appears in
the media, but basically happen within family groups. I
do not have the answers as to how you fix that, but the
vast majority of abuse in any shape or form occurs
within a family grouping or a household grouping and
comes from particular dysfunctions associated with that
grouping.
The key here is not to undermine our confidence and
our enthusiasm for activity and sport and not to
undermine the enthusiasm of individuals who want to
participate as volunteers. We want to ensure that we
can trust them and that we have systems that ensure that
trust in those organisations and those individuals is well
founded, but at the same time we want to ensure that
the systems do not in any sense demean or chip away at
our confidence in the structures we have that deliver
such important services and benefits to the community.
We do not want to scare people. It is important that this
process is used in a way that is considered and that is
also well thought through — not in a way that scares
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people away from involvement or from participating in
volunteering, but rather encourages people to do so
more and more often and in greater numbers.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to the
debate on the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2012, and I wish to start my contribution by
commending the Attorney-General for another
initiative that addresses the legislative reform program
he has embarked on since coming into government. It is
a clear example of the way the Attorney-General goes
about things, in that he has, firstly, established a clear
set of principles, which in this case is putting children’s
interests first. Secondly, he seeks to apply a
common-sense test to ensure that the principles are
being achieved by the most direct and simple method
available within the legislative constraints, and thirdly,
he seeks to improve existing legislation. It is not about
reinventing the wheel; it is about improving the
legislation that is in place if it is in a general sense
appropriate.
What this bill does is address in part the issue of ensuring
the safety of our children, in that it provides an improved,
more efficient mechanism for identifying people with
known criminal records who may present an
unsatisfactory risk to the wellbeing of our children. As I
understand it, about 900 000 working-with-children tests
have been done and there have been about 1000 negative
results recorded.
To put that in context, the people with criminal records
relevant to this form of testing number only a few
thousand — 3000 or maybe a few more now that the
categories have been broadened — but the majority of
offences committed against our children, as was
mentioned by the member for Essendon and the member
for Macedon, are committed by family members or people
known to the family, and very often those people do not
have criminal records. Therefore we are presented with
the significant challenge of doing what we can to
reduce the risk. In this case it is the rapid identification
of people with criminal records, but there is still a very
large risk factor out there — that is, those who are
family members and those who are close to family who
do not have criminal records but who present a risk to
the safety of our children.
Previous speakers have made some commentary about
The Nationals expressing reservations about the
implementation of this bill when it first came to
Parliament. I was one of those people who expressed
their reservations. I was not concerned about the intent
of the bill but about the mechanisms for achieving the
outcome. It is interesting that the concerns we had were
aired in the public arena and addressed; they were about
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the likelihood of the bill being interpreted in a way that
would have stopped young people coming up to
country farms and working with grandma and grandpa.
Our concerns were picked up by publications such as
the Weekly Times — which is not always the best friend
of The Nationals, but journalists such as Peter Hunt,
who writes for the Weekly Times, have a fairly good
ability to drill down into the issues. That publication
identified some potential concerns.
As I said, most of those concerns have been addressed
over time. Some common sense has prevailed, and I am
pleased that the previous government took those
concerns on board.
Ms Duncan interjected.
Dr SYKES — For the benefit of the member for
Macedon, I am pleased that the previous government
took those concerns on board and addressed them. We
spoke on behalf of people and ensured that those
concerns were considered.
I was also interested to hear the contribution of the
member for Gembrook, who made the very salient
point that the all-clear card provides an assurance that a
person has no criminal record but it does not
necessarily confirm that a person has the appropriate
skill set to deliver to a child whatever they might be in
that forum for, whether it is football coaching or some
other activity. From my previous role in junior football
coaching, I am very aware of the real challenges of
getting appropriately skilled people to come together
and work with children and deliver the skills training
they needed as well as the right role modelling. A clear
check test is a start, but there are other criteria that need
to be ticked off on to ensure that children are getting the
appropriate experience when going along to an event
where others are providing guidance.
It was interesting to listen to the member for Essendon.
It has been quite interesting over this parliamentary
sitting week to follow the threads in the contributions of
the member for Essendon. A thread I picked up on on
this occasion was that in many cases our children are
participating in multiple sporting activities. Often that
results in less direct parental involvement at a particular
sporting activity because those parents are taking
another child on to another event. There is a greater
reliance by parents on others to look after their children
for a period of time, and therefore there is a greater
reliance on the system providing an assurance that a
child is safe in the hands of another person when the
parent is not nearby.
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I want to send a message back to parents to say that
they should remember that they are the parent and they
have the primary responsibility for the wellbeing of
their child or children. Whilst the government and
enforcing agencies are putting in place a system that
will increase parents’ level of comfort about the
environment in which their child is living and enjoying
life, the primary responsibility rests with them. There
can never be a 100 per cent guarantee or assurance of
safety, and they — the parents — must continue to
keep that watchful eye on their children.
I will also speak about one of the great things about
living in regional or country Victoria — that is, what I
refer to as the 10-metre rule. In the city, if a child is
more than 10 metres away from their parent, that parent
generally freaks out because they are deadset concerned
that something might go wrong. In country Victoria,
when you go to a country footy game or when I go
along to a polocrosse game that my daughter is
participating in, the 10-metre rule does not apply,
because country communities still have sufficient
confidence in others around them and they have
sufficient traditional values of the village keeping an
eye on the child. There is a very high level of
confidence that there are many sets of eyes watching
out, looking after the wellbeing of that child. That is
one of the reasons people come to country Victoria to
raise their children; it is because that
village-raising-a-child approach is still a strongly held
ethos. We must continue to maintain that so our young
children can have a good upbringing and feel safe in
many environments while they enjoy life.
This legislation is about detecting the minority of
people who are offenders and who put children at risk.
However, as other speakers have said, the vast majority
of people working with our children — whether they be
in paid employment, such as our teachers, or whether
they be volunteers, such as our sporting coaches or our
dance instructors — do their job to the best of their
ability. They do an excellent job. They do it with our
full support, and I certainly have an enormous sense of
gratitude for what they do so willingly in helping our
children grow into contributing fine young people.
It is my pleasure to support this bill because it is
another logical step towards improving the safety of our
children and it is a more practical way of doing that. I
congratulate the Attorney-General on his application of
common-sense principles, and I wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
in the debate on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. As has been said by previous

Thursday, 21 June 2012

speakers, this bill contains amendments to the Working
with Children Act 2005, which was introduced by the
previous Labor government. At the time it was
groundbreaking legislation and part of an overall
strategy of Labor to ensure that children in our society
are protected, nurtured and given the respect and love
they deserve so much. They are our future.
As I understand it, at the time the Working with
Children Act 2005 was introduced the members of The
Nationals actually opposed that legislation.
Dr Sykes interjected.
Ms HALFPENNY — I note the member for
Benalla giving his explanation or justification for why
he opposed the legislation. He said changes were made
because there were a number of concerns about the bill.
That is just not true. As I understand it, The Nationals
voted against the second-reading motion of the
legislation, which was brought in by Labor. As
members know, you can look at Hansard and learn
about history.
This is another piece of groundbreaking legislation that
was introduced by the Labor government at the time,
and this amendment will improve the principal act and
tidy up loose ends. In a lot of ways a piece of legislation
is a living document. As the community changes,
community attitudes change, and as situations and cases
arise that were unforeseen at the time of the passage of
the legislation, it is important that we are flexible and
able to amend legislation to ensure that those
unexpected consequences or circumstances are
addressed and that we can do things that accord with
community attitudes and beliefs.
What is the working-with-children legislation? As I
said, it is about protecting our children and ensuring
that there is government checking of people who work
with children, whether it is in a paid working capacity
or a voluntary capacity. I myself have had a
working-with-children check because I was a team
manager of the Northern Rebels basketball team that
my young son played in. I never knew how to play
basketball, but I was able to be its team manager if not
its coach.
As I understand it, there were concerns about the
bureaucracy and what sorts of things would occur once
this legislation was introduced. Members on the other
side are very good at scare tactics and the blame game
and they tried to stir up all sorts of stuff around this
legislation, but application has been shown to be a
speedy and easy process; I know that has been the case
from my own direct experience. From talking to

WORKING WITH CHILDREN AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Thursday, 21 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

constituents in my area it is evident that this is a piece
of legislation that has been welcomed and embraced by
the community. It is ingrained in the community.
People have more confidence to leave their children
with others, and those others are doing a great service to
the community by looking after and working with our
children to provide support and activities, both in a
voluntary capacity and a paid capacity.
In the electorate of Thomastown there are a number of
Macedonian groups that are teaching children about the
Macedonian culture, and part of that is the fantastic
Macedonian dancing. There are also many junior
sporting clubs. I was very lucky to be at the annual
president’s event of the Keon Park Stars junior football
club, and whilst that club is not currently located in the
Thomastown seat it has a number of members,
including children, who live in the Thomastown
electorate. The Keon Park sporting club does so much
good work in terms of encouraging young children to
have fun and to understand what teamwork,
cooperation, caring and support are all about, both in
the junior football club and junior cricket club.
I will move on to the amendments that we are talking
about today. As I said, some of them are substantial
amendments while others are more inconsequential, but
all of them are housekeeping items that are important to
moving the legislation on and making sure that it is in
tune with community attitudes and beliefs.
The bill seeks to alter the test that the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and VCAT (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal) must apply in deciding
whether to issue an applicant with a
working-with-children check. At the moment if a
working-with-children check is refused, the applicant
can go to VCAT to have that decision reviewed, and if
they argue their case, the decision can be overturned.
The idea of this amendment is to strengthen the rights
of the child and put the onus on the applicant to
demonstrate their suitability to receive a
working-with-children card rather than looking at the
fairness of whether they should or should not receive
one. That test is now what a reasonable person would
think about whether an applicant should have a
working-with-children card or not, rather than focusing
on the fairness or otherwise of an applicant getting a
working-with-children card.
Clause 3 of the bill makes murder a category 1 offence
because at the moment it is a category 2 offence, and a
category 1 offence means an automatic disqualification
from obtaining a working-with-children check.
Previously if it was a non-child-related murder, it was
in a lower category, but that has been moved up so that
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there is now an automatic exclusion in that case.
Further amendments allow for the removal in certain
circumstances of the right to undertake child-related
work while an application is being considered and
provide the secretary with power to revoke a
working-with-children card following a suspension.
The bill also clarifies the application of revisions of the
act and streamlines administration. It is a
comprehensive amendment bill with some
housekeeping and tidying up and some quite substantial
provisions, such as those dealing with the
recategorisation of murder and the introduction of the
reasonable person test when it comes to VCAT.
One of the concerns that has been raised with me in
terms of the working-with-children processes relates to
the fact that at the moment the Department of Justice
processes these applications and it is a seamless and
speedy process — or it was in my experience. But there
is a concern when we are looking at the public sector
job cuts that are occurring across the board that we may
see a situation in which this great initiative of the
working-with-children checks is hindered or there will
be less effort, emphasis and resources put into the
background checking of applicants because of
understaffing or the fact that there are not enough staff
because of redundancies and cuts in the Department of
Justice area. I hope that is not going to happen, because
we do not want to see this important area bearing the
brunt of government cuts.
I recall a comment that was made by an audience
member of the ABC’s Q&A program that it takes a
whole community to raise a child, not just the parents.
What they said was very true, and we as members of
Parliament and the community play a significant role in
ensuring that only the most qualified and suitable
members of our community have the right to work with
children, whether it is paid or unpaid work. We have a
responsibility to oversee our children’s place in society,
and we must ensure that they are protected and that
they get the best possible support, treatment, love and
care from their parents, from our community and from
those who work with them on a paid and unpaid basis.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012. I do
not think there is anything more important we as
legislators in this house can do than to make our
children safe. We all get the opportunity to come in
here and talk about different forms of legislation, but,
for me, ensuring that our young people have a safe
environment is absolutely paramount, first and
foremost. I commend the Attorney-General on the
legislation that has been brought before the house, and I
think members from both sides would agree that this is
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an area we must continually look at to see how we can
improve and how we can ensure that we do everything
possible to ensure that children are protected. This bill
strengthens the working-with-children checks as part of
the Victorian government’s commitment to protect
children and ensure that they have a safe environment.
The safety of children, as I said, is paramount, and that
is what this bill seeks to address.
In my contribution today I want to talk briefly about
some of the groups in my area that are doing a fantastic
job. However, I want to spend most of my time talking
about some of the issues I think we need to be mindful
of in this important area. Firstly, the Victorian
government has received more than 910 000
applications for working-with-children checks since
2006, and some 1024 applicants have been issued with
negative notices — that is, 1024 people have applied
and have not been successful. That has been without the
amendments that are before the house today. Think
about the number of volunteers and groups that do a
wonderful job. I commend those more than
900 000 people who are out there in volunteer
organisations, sporting clubs, youth clubs, schools and
other education providers doing a fantastic job working
with our young people, providing mentorship and being
role models, and teaching life skills. They are very
important.
I had a working-with-children check when I was
involved with Big Brothers Big Sisters, Ardoch Youth
Foundation and Try Youth and Community Services.
Those organisations play a paramount role in ensuring
that the volunteers who work with them go through the
proper processes. In fact, those organisations —
particularly Ardoch and Try Youth and Community
Services — went a step further and actually instigated
the Safeguarding Children program, which allowed
voluntary accreditation for organisations that ensured
that they had gone through a series of additional checks
alongside the working-with-children checks to ensure
that their staff, volunteers and other relevant individuals
had all the necessary cover.
What I wanted to say on this matter is that it is really
important that a piece of paper, the
working-with-children check, alone is not seen as the
be-all and end-all. It is important to have this check, but
we need to understand that a lot of people who work in
these areas seek to do so because they are trying to
infiltrate organisations to get to those who are most
vulnerable. A National Child Protection Clearinghouse
issues paper devoted exclusively to the topic of child
abuse in organisations, produced by Irenyi, Bromfield,
Beyer and Higgins in 2007, highlighted that there has
been a litany of recent inquiries and research into child
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abuse that have demonstrated that organisations can be
vulnerable to subversion by adults intent on harming
children. Between 1988 and 1996 the Victoria Police
child exploitation squad found that 43 per cent of sex
offenders gained access to child victims through
children’s organisations.
A lot of work on this has been done by the Australian
Childhood Foundation. In New South Wales in 2010
the Ombudsman reported that of 101 sexual offences
against school students by school employees, 92 per
cent involved grooming prior to sexual offences. In
31 per cent, grooming behaviour had been reported
prior to the conduct escalating to a sexual offence. Of
those reports, 39 per cent were not acted upon at all,
and some action took place in 42 per cent of matters.
That shows that a lot of these people had access to
young people and it was felt that they had the right
prerequisites to be working with young people. To me
this is absolutely deplorable. We must do everything we
possibly can to ensure that this sort of thing does not
happen.
I will give a couple of additional examples of this. One
of Australia’s biggest child pornography rings was
infiltrated by police, with three Victorians amongst
those charged. The charged individuals were reported
to have had direct access to children on a daily basis.
They included a teacher, an IT specialist and a security
worker, as reported in the Herald Sun of 15 June 2011.
In another example, Cricket Victoria was forced to
introduce mandatory police checks on umpires after
discovering that a 56-year-old umpire had recently
received a suspended jail sentence for sending teenage
girls lewd pornographic messages on chat sites.
By talking about these things I do not mean to be
alarmist. The member for Thomastown suggested in
her contribution that some of the comments we are
making in carrying out these reforms are alarmist. I
think that suggestion is absolutely deplorable. That is
not what this legislation is about. It is not about being
alarmist; it is about ensuring that our kids are safe. I am
sure that every person here — certainly on this side of
the house and, I would expect, on the other side of the
house — would want to pass legislation that does these
things.
The sorts of things done in the amendments we are
passing today include strengthening the tests that the
secretary and the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal must apply in determining whether or not a
person is ultimately allowed to get a
working-with-children check and removing the
automatic right to a check application receipt for
suitability for reassessment if a person has a charge,
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conviction or finding of guilt in relation to serious
sexual offences, drug offences, assault or violence.
Another element of this legislation clarifies that a
person on a supervision order, on detention or under an
order for serious sex offences is unable to apply to
VCAT to have the decision removed so they can
engage in working with children. You would think that
a lot of these sorts of things would be matters of
common sense, but we need to ensure that the
legislation is tightened and that there are absolutely no
questions and there is no wriggle room when it comes
to this sort of issue.
The other element in this bill is a streamlining of the
process to remove a person from volunteer work for an
employee check. The bill enables the secretary to issue
a new check without having to reconsider offences
which were previously considered for the original
check. These sorts of things are of paramount
importance. This is good legislation. I know I have
spoken about some of the negative elements, but I
commend the organisations that are doing a wonderful
job and continue to provide a safe environment for our
young people.
People in organisations in my electorate such as the
Jewish Community Council of Victoria, Wings of Care,
Big Brothers Big Sisters, the Ajax football and sporting
clubs, the schools, and Maccabi with some
32 organisations involved in sport, all do whatever they
possibly can. In most instances organisations have the
best of intentions; they go out there and want to work
with young people and get themselves set up. We have
an organisation called Ccare, which provides cooking
in homes for kids and families. These are great
initiatives. In most instances people have the best of
intentions in terms of what they are trying to do.
This bill ensures that when people are looking at doing
things with the best possible intentions there is tight
legislation to ensure that we do whatever we can to
make sure our young people are safe and our most
vulnerable do not have to worry about a potential risk.
Whatever we can do, we should do. I commend the
Attorney-General, and I commend the government.
This is important legislation. We all need to be doing
whatever we can to ensure our kids are safe.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
to support the Working with Children Amendment Bill
2012. I echo the comments of the member for
Caulfield. I also commend the Attorney-General on the
work he is doing, because these amendments are very
much about strengthening the framework we already
have in place for the protection of children.
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This bill amends the principal act and puts in place
stronger tests that must be gone through before an
assessment notice can be issued. The bill also makes
some changes in terms of offence categories. For
example, it brings murder back to a category 1 offence,
which is the permit-will-not-be-considered category,
which is entirely appropriate. It also makes some
changes to the older categories of offences that perhaps
were not current offences when the principal act was
considered by Parliament. The bill makes some
changes which will ensure that permits will be either
suspended or not issued if a person is charged or
convicted, and in the case of charges until those charges
are dealt with. It also makes some changes to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal application
process.
I listened with interest to the debate both this morning
and when the bill was before the house earlier this
week, and unfortunately a number of members have
chosen to focus not on the current legislation and not on
the amendments made to the principal act in more
recent years, but on the passage of the initial bill. They
have chosen to attack the views expressed and the
process that was undertaken by members at that time,
some of whom are no longer members of this house.
That was a different debate and took place at a different
time, and I think it is unfortunate that perhaps it is
easier to attack others than to work through the issues in
the bill and to develop an argument of substance and
conviction. It is important when we are considering
legislation that concerns be aired, if there are concerns,
and when the initial legislation was considered there
certainly were concerns in the community about the
impact of the bill. I hasten to add that while I was not a
member of this place at that time, I did not share those
concerns. I was supportive of the bill out there in the
community, and I am very supportive now. But it is
important for those concerns to be aired.
As members know, the process in this house tends to be
that we have the second-reading debate, and although
issues rarely get to the consideration-in-detail stage —
sometimes that occurs in the other place — we have the
opportunity to air our concerns. We know that
governments of both persuasions are prepared to take
on board issues raised by members of both sides. The
issues raised may not require changes to the legislation
or amendments and all the detailed consideration that
process entails but may be concerns that are often dealt
with in regulations associated with the legislation or the
manner in which the guidelines for the public sector are
prepared for tribunals and so on.
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It is unfortunate that some members are critical of
views that were taken some time ago. As I recall, the
concern expressed was not about the concept of
protecting children — I believe that concept was
universally shared then, as it is today — but related to
the impact the legislation might have on community
organisations. It needs to be remembered and put into
context that at that time a rising tide of legislation
placed a considerable burden on voluntary
organisations, and the bill was then seen by some as
simply another manifestation of that burden.
As I indicated at the time, I did not share that concern.
It has proved to be the case that the community has
embraced the concept, and that is very important.
However, it has to be said that now many community
organisations have to buy expertise to deal with
particular matters, often not working-with-children
matters but other matters. To my knowledge, and I am
sure the knowledge of all members, many more
community organisations have people who, rather then
being engaged in directly supporting the activities of
the organisation, are engaged in supporting the
organisation in meeting the necessary bureaucratic and
other requirements. I commend them for their work.
A modern society requires very much a balancing act.
The principal act and the amendments are not only
necessary but also absolutely desirable. We do need to
guard against red tape — that is an important
consideration when preparing any legislation — but as
a Parliament, as a government and as a community we
cannot afford to shirk our responsibilities either, and
pretend that red tape is a barrier when in fact we need to
take a difficult position.
Anyone who reads the papers, listens to the radio,
watches the TV news or looks at the internet might
form the view — from exposure to media organisations
of all characters and types across all forms — that the
state and the nation are going to the dogs and that we
are in dire straits. I suggest that anyone who looks at
any newspaper from any decade since white settlement
in this state would find criticism of that same sort. I do
not think anything is very different. What that point
highlights is that debate is very important. It enjoins us
to see how we can do better, not just in government or
in a particular aspect of the community.
I am sure that anyone who knows anything about a
particular subject, and that would include all members,
has had the experience of realising that sometimes the
truth is unfortunately absent and sometimes it is
overlooked. Regardless of that, debate enjoins us all to
improve and to see how as a community we can do
things better. Too often it is easy to say, ‘They should

Thursday, 21 June 2012

be doing things. It’s their responsibility’. The fact is
that we all have an obligation to improve society
together. I must say that overall I am optimistic about
the human condition.
The Working with Children Act and the amendments
made by the bill before the house today are evidence of
that continuous move towards establishing a civilised
society. If members think of the anti-child labour
movement of the early 19th century, they will be
reminded that that led to a significant cultural shift so
that now child labour is absolutely unacceptable to any
of the Western democracies, and of course we seek to
impose that view on those who supply us as well. The
act and the amendments before us today will also have
a cultural impact, and they include a notion of duty of
care.
There is a suggestion — and there has been some
element of this in the debate — that perhaps things are
far worse now than they ever have been before.
Certainly there is more reporting. Perhaps the internet
has had an impact; who really knows? I suspect that the
incidence of child abuse is no higher now than it ever
has been. There is no doubt, though, that it is less
acceptable and that it is more frequently exposed. That
is absolutely a good thing. We need to keep the
pressure on. It is not good enough that it is just less
acceptable; we need to make it absolutely and
completely unacceptable. We need to achieve the
cultural shift that was achieved with child labour.
I commend the reforms. I am pleased that the
opposition is not opposing the bill and that in fact much
of the rhetoric from opposition members has been
supportive. We need to send a very strong, clear
message that any abuse of children is simply not
acceptable.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution in the public interest to the debate on the
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012. I want
to take up some of the points raised by the member for
Mornington. He framed this debate well in saying that
it is beyond partisanship and criticism. Life has an
evolutionary aspect to it, as does legislation, and
community views also evolve. That is the proposition
the bill brings to the house, and in that context Labor
will not be opposing it.
I want to make a brief contribution to the debate on the
bill but also speak in my role as the deputy chair of the
Family and Community Development Committee,
whose members are looking at issues concerning how
we take care of what has happened in the past. I will not
go into anything that is before the committee; I am
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conscious of that. I want to frame my contribution with
the idea of how we evolve as a community and better
protect our children. That is what we all want to do, as
MPs and as parents: take care of the most vulnerable in
our community and give them the best opportunities
and chances in life. I commend the member for
Mornington on phrasing his contribution as he did.
The bill is non-controversial and makes minor
amendments, but I like the fact that the legislation is
evolving and that we are moving towards better
covering some of the issues that need to be addressed.
Just to give the bill a historical background and context,
Labor took a comprehensive approach to child safety in
2005 when the working-with-children legislation was
introduced. The purpose of the Working with Children
Bill 2005 was:
… to assist in protecting children from sexual or physical
harm by ensuring that people who work with, or care for,
them have their suitability to do so checked by a government
body.

That was a good frame of reference to move on from.
Labor’s legislation had the primary aim of protecting
children, and now we will have a new test for
applications to work with children. The current test
applied by the Secretary of the Department of Justice
and the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal for
assessing the suitability of any applicant is whether they
pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children,
having regard to a number of factors. The bill adds
additional criteria, and I support those criteria. The
secretary and VCAT must also be satisfied that:
… a reasonable person would allow his or her child to have
direct contact with the applicant that was not directly
supervised by another person …

That is a sort of common-sense test. We are saying, ‘If
you as a parent would feel safe’, and that is not a bad
starting point. They must also be satisfied that:
… the applicant’s engagement in any type of child-related
work would not pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of
children.

The second criterion is intended to address cases where
VCAT has decided to grant a card after consideration of
the purpose for which the applicant has applied for the
check. However, VCAT may not have given weight to
the fact that the card is portable and that, once obtained,
permits the cardholder to engage in any type of
child-related work.
As I said, the opposition does not oppose the measures
introduced by this bill but expects that the department
will ensure that there is no unreasonable application
delay. I think that is fair enough, that we are supporting
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the changes and we want them to be implemented —
and I presume that is what the government wants as
well. Let us get on with this; let us make it happen.
The bill has been introduced at a time when we are
looking at the different ways that we can protect our
children. The member for Mornington mentioned the
internet. As a father I am glad that the federal
government is looking at the ratings on games and the
different things we can get easy access to, literally at a
click. These days our children are regarded as digital
natives. They probably know how to do things in the
digital world better than most of us in this house.
Certainly from my experience I can confirm that. We
need to consider the level of their exposure to
influences in a sexual or violent context that we did not
have to face when we were in their age brackets,
including adolescence, but that are now freely
available.
This bill fits in the context of governments trying to
grapple with emerging social issues, including the jump
point that we are at now with the internet. It can be seen
that it totally changes how businesses can work. We
have seen that most dramatically this week, with what
has happened with newspapers and journalism, one of
my former careers. We must consider how we can do
our best at either a state or federal level to get a
coordinated strategy and approach to deal with the
issues so as to best protect our children. With those
words, I commend the bipartisanship of the
contributions and commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012. I note
the words of the member for Broadmeadows — and I
think the member for Mornington made this point as
well — that this bill has bipartisan support. I do not
think any member would come into this house and not
be interested in the safety of our children and the
benefits we can provide to them.
One reason I wanted to be a member of this place was
about what we can do for children, how we can provide
benefits to children and how we can work to help them
during their lives. One way we can do that is through
protecting them. The Working with Children
Amendment Bill will do a part of that.
I will provide a background to some of the reasons I
came into this Parliament. I firmly believe one of the
best things governments can do is to help children excel
and progress in life. I note my particular circumstances.
I was lucky as a child, and I grew up in an area where
most people came from low socioeconomic
backgrounds. I grew up in public housing with
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10 sisters. I was the only one in my family to have
achieved in the sport arena at a high level. I was the
only one in my family who went to university. I put a
lot of that down to my schooling circumstances and
junior sport.
I am a member of Parliament and a part of the
government, and I think we should try to enhance
pathways so that children can bring themselves out of
the circumstances they find themselves in. I had a
particularly good set of teachers in primary school who
identified the ability I had as a student to be able to
progress further. My pathways led to a school that I
otherwise would not have gone to. When I was doing
junior athletics I had a good coach. He identified what
he thought were particular talents and skills. He tried to
harness those. It is important to have the best people
dealing with children and to make sure that they are
available. We have to make sure that those people who
help children are suitable.
The member for Gembrook in his contribution made
the comment that just because somebody can pass a
working-with-children check does not necessarily mean
they are suitable for the particular roles which parents
would have them do. When people pass this
working-with-children mechanism, it is incumbent on
parents to make sure that those people who are looking
after their kids are suitable in relation to safety concerns
and are able to make children flourish and be the best
they can be.
I can talk about my circumstances. I attended a school
which was 30 kilometres away from where I lived. I
can reflect on an Education and Training Committee
report that was tabled yesterday which was about gifted
and talented students and some of the things we can do
for those students to put them on a better pathway in
life. That is one of the reasons I find myself in this
place — I want to make sure that children in Victoria
have the same opportunities to follow pathways that I
had. I was able to enter certain fields. I do not want to
talk too highly of myself, but bringing myself out of a
situation led me to being able to travel overseas to do
sport, get a university degree and be in this place.
As a government — and I said this earlier — we should
aspire to be doing that and we should be looking to do
that for the children of Victoria. In some ways this
particular bill helps us do that by enabling us to ensure
that people who are allowed to be in the position of
looking after our children and helping them excel are
suitable for that role. There is a caveat in place to make
sure that those people have particular skill sets.
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When I was 13 years of age working in a hardware
store I would not necessarily have wanted John
Mazzega to be my athletics coach. As nice as John
Mazzega was, I am not sure he would have been a good
athletics coach, and I am not sure I would have wanted
Stan Jones to have been a primary school teacher, even
though he was a fantastic coach.
There are some good things in this bill. I will go
through some of the clauses. In addition to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal having to
consider existing criteria under section 26(2) of the
Working with Children Act 2005, VCAT must also be
satisfied, under new section 26(2A)(a) proposed by
clause 12(2) of the bill, that:
a reasonable person would allow his or her child to have
direct contact with the applicant that was not directly
supervised by another person …

This amendment to the act is reasonable. Most people
would think that a reasonable person’s view of who can
supervise a child is appropriate.
I will quickly say that it is good to see good people in
my community dealing and working with children.
There are parents who help out at great schools in my
electorate, such as Glen Iris Primary School, Solway
Primary School, Ashburton Primary School,
St Michael’s Parish School, Parkhill Primary School,
Ashwood School, Ashwood College, Hartwell Primary
School, St Dominic’s Primary School, St Benedict’s
Primary School, St Scholastica’s Primary School,
St Mary Magdalen’s Primary School, Roberts
McCubbin Primary School, Our Lady’s Primary
School, Kingswood College, Presbyterian Ladies
College, Mount Scopus Memorial College, Salesian
College and Wattle Park Primary School.
We have some good schools in the electorate, and this
amendment in the bill before the house will certainly
help them. It will also help some of the sporting groups
in my electorate, such as the Camberwell Sharks, the
Ashy Redbacks and the Camberwell Lacrosse Club. All
of these clubs, including the Waverley District Netball
Association and the Ashburton United Soccer Club,
will appreciate some of the sentiments behind this bill. I
look forward to its speedy passage.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I will make just a few
points as part of my contribution to the debate on the
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012. It is
really pleasing to see that those on the other side have
finally come on board with this great Labor initiative
and are supporting it. It is good to see that the niggling
questions and measly-mouthed words they had when
we brought in this bill in 2005 have been transformed
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into praise for the success the legislation has had. We
on this side of the house absolutely support strong
provisions for working with children, and, as I say, this
is legislation that we originally introduced.
I listened to the speech of the member for Burwood,
who praised his primary school teachers. I think most
people in this chamber and in Victoria would recognise
that Victoria has some of the best teachers in Australia
and probably some of the best in the world. You will
not get a better school than any one of the schools in
my electorate of Eltham, and you will not get better
teachers than the teachers there either. Perhaps that is
why the government promised to make Victorian
teachers the highest paid in the country at the last
election at each level, and that was in relation to every
teacher.
What a shame it is that on the day we are debating this
important piece of legislation about working with
children — the day we are debating a
working-with-children bill that will strengthen the
checks in relation to those who work with children in
our schools, clubs et cetera — we read on the front
page of the Age that rather than making our teachers the
highest paid in the country, the government has a hit list
and wants to sack 5 per cent of teachers, the same
teachers that this legislation — —
Mrs Powell — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is straying widely from the content of the
bill we are debating. It is called the Working with
Children Amendment Bill 2012; it is not about what is
on the front page of the Herald Sun. I ask you to bring
him back to the debate.
Mr HERBERT — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, this bill is about people who work with
children. The teachers in our schools — all 60 000 of
them — are the ones this bill applies to, as well as
others, and this check is an absolutely central part of
their employment conditions. I would have thought that
the government’s plan for a hit list to sack teachers
rather than pay them would be central to this issue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Northe) — Order!
I believe the member for Eltham is digressing from the
content of the bill, and I ask him to come back to the
bill.
Mr HERBERT — I am happy to come back to the
bill. As I was saying, teachers are very important in this
state. Members on this side of the house value and
praise the work they do, and we want to ensure that
they have these working-with-children provisions,
which are strong provisions, because they help them in
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their jobs. The approach to teachers had been
bipartisan, but now we see that when it comes to
schools and when it comes to teachers working with
children — or trying to work with children — 5 per
cent of them will not be working with children. If you
took the same approach to the front and back benches
of the government, you could probably go a bit further
than 5 per cent!
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is clearly defying your ruling, and I ask
you to bring him back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Northe) — Order!
I uphold the point of order, and I ask the member for
Eltham to come back to the bill.
Mr HERBERT — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
Listening to the contributions of those opposite is
sometimes a bit like working with children.
I will not say much more than what I have said. This is
a good bill. It was a fantastic Labor initiative. We
believe in working with professionals and with
volunteers, whether they be in schools right across the
state or elsewhere. We believe in proper remuneration,
and we believe this bill will help strengthen the relevant
provisions — whilst government policy seems to be
made up on a daily basis.
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I rise to contribute to
the debate on the Working with Children Amendment
Bill 2012. This is a very important bill for which I
would like to commend the Baillieu government. I also
commend the Attorney-General, who happens to be in
the house, for the good contribution he has made to
amending the principal act. People in my electorate of
Bentleigh and members of the wider Victorian
community embrace the amendments this bill offers.
The main objective of this working-with-children bill is
to strengthen the working-with-children check scheme
to enhance the protection of children from potential
physical and sexual abuse, to clarify the application of
the provisions of the act and to streamline those
provisions.
Children are our future, and as members of Parliament
we have a responsibility to do what we can to the best
of our ability in this area. This bill is another step
towards ensuring that children are not physically,
sexually or mentally abused in any shape or form. It is a
real privilege to be in the position of looking after
children, whether that be in the kindergarten, in the
primary school, in the local sporting community group
or in whatever community group it may be. When I was
younger my mother used to volunteer at the East
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Bentleigh community centre; she was given the
responsibility of looking after children whilst mothers
were having a bit of time out or doing some part-time
work. She had to go through that process, and I
remember her telling me it was a real privilege. Often
when she came home she would share some funny
stories about the things those children had told her.
It is very important that we do this. Bentleigh is a
wonderful community; it is a growing community and a
very family-oriented community. Clearly there is a very
important need to have a working-with-children check
system in place for the volunteers who do the great
work they do. When parents drop children off at a
community group, kinder or school or in a sporting
environment it is important that the people in whose
care those children are left have had the appropriate
checks.
Importantly, the Victorian people are, as I said, very
supportive of this bill. I have seen numerous articles in
both the Age and the Herald Sun about it. The people of
Victoria are essentially welcoming the need for this
when they put their children into particular
environments. If they are in a school, quite often
volunteers will come in, and there may be contractors
who work around the school grounds doing such things
as removing waste, gardening and so on. It is important
that these people undergo police checks because they
too are in contact with children. Under Victorian law
people who have regular and direct unsupervised
contact with children are required to have a criminal
background check. The Working with Children Act
2005 defines direct contact with a child as being
physical contact or face-to-face oral communication or
physically being within eyeshot. That is really
important.
I refer to an article in the Herald Sun of 12 March. Its
headline is ‘Revealed: Killer, creeps free to work with
children — you must be kidding’. The local scout
group has been in existence for over 30 years, and these
checks have been in place for, as I said, over 30 years.
That is another group that — —
Mr Herbert — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
you ruled earlier on a point of order about my referring
to newspapers in this debate, and I am wondering
whether the same ruling should not apply to the
member for Bentleigh, who seems to be quoting from
newspapers also.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Northe) — Order!
I do not uphold the point of order. I think, in terms of
relevance, the member for Bentleigh is being relevant
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to the bill at this point in time. However, I will be
listening closely.
Ms MILLER — Thank you, Acting Speaker. As I
said, even the media has commented on the need for
this. That would certainly reflect the views of the
people of Bentleigh and of Victorians. This government
has listened to the people of Victoria and has taken the
step of ensuring that our children and the children of the
future who are in a potentially vulnerable environment
are going to be in a safer place. This government is
taking an accountable and responsible perspective,
unlike the opposition, which over 11 years really failed
to do something as important as this.
The bill addresses something that has been identified by
the Department of Justice and is designed to improve
the operation of the working-with-children check
scheme, clarify certain aspects of the Working with
Children Act 2005 and increase the protections afforded
to children. I am delighted that the opposition is
supportive of the bill. I commend the Attorney-General,
who is in the house at the moment, and the Baillieu
government. I too support the bill, and I commend it to
the house.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to rise to speak on the Working with Children
Amendment Bill 2012. For those in the house who
were not here when the bill for the principal act was
introduced — indeed, I was not here, but I remember
reading newspaper articles and speaking to people who
were in the Parliament at the time, and I was working
for a member of Parliament at the time — this was a
landmark piece of legislation. There were members
opposite, especially members of The Nationals, who
were issuing all sorts of dire warnings about what
would happen when the working-with-children checks
came in. I am pleased to see that everybody in the
Parliament today is supporting this bill. It is not before
time; it is time the whole Parliament supported our
continuing to go down this road and improve
working-with-children checks.
The working-with-children check is too important to
become a political football. I like to think that many
people in the community who have supported this sort
of legislation along the way have benefited greatly from
this sort of check in organisations with which they are
involved. It is not happening just with volunteers, who
do a remarkable job everywhere across Victoria. It is a
bit of a shame the volunteer grants have been cut. I
have noticed that the federal government is putting out
some grants and that communities represented by the
federal member for Forrest and down your way, Acting
Speaker, are claiming fantastic grants for volunteers.
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We support volunteers. For them to have this process of
going through working-with-children checks, which are
done in an efficient and responsible manner, has been a
good thing for local communities, especially those that
depend on volunteer services — services like those
provided by the mums and dads and grandads and
grandmas, who stand behind the goals on a cold
Sunday, waving the flags and doing a great job of
supporting everybody in the community.
I have a working-with-children check card myself. In
fact the other day I picked up my phone because it was
buzzing and there was a text message from the
department saying, ‘It is time to renew your
working-with-children check’. I thought, ‘How efficient
and responsive is that?’. What a good way of sending
people a reminder that the time is up and they need to
renew their working-with-children check. I am hopeful
that that sort of service will continue and that any cuts
the minister is making in his department will not impact
on the efficient and effective process for the
working-with-children check.
I appreciated that reminder. I keep the card in my
wallet, but I must admit I have not used it much
recently and I would not have thought to check it to see
whether it may be about to expire. I really appreciated
the hard work of the public servants in the department
that send out that reminder — to, I imagine, the
thousands of people across Victoria who have the
check. As I said, it is great to see that the whole
Parliament is supporting this bill. We are making brief
contributions at this stage, so I will commend the bill to
the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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In my opinion, the Criminal Procedure and Sentencing Acts
Amendment (Victims of Crime) Bill 2012, as introduced to
the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill will amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the
Sentencing Act 1991 to:
clarify that the court may refuse to give a sentence
indication if there is insufficient information before it
about the impact of the offence on the victim;
require magistrates and judges to ask whether a
compensation order relating to property damage, loss or
destruction under section 86 of the Sentencing Act 1991
will be sought once a person is found guilty or convicted
of the offence;
allow victims to provide a broader range of material to
the court as evidence of the quantum or particulars of
loss, damage or destruction of property;
provide that a court may of its own motion, make a
compensation order under section 86 of the Sentencing
Act 1991 relating to property damage, loss or
destruction, if there is sufficient evidence before it.
Charter act rights that are relevant to the bill
Under the new section 86(1B) of the Sentencing Act 1991
introduced by the bill, the court is able to order an accused
who has been found guilty or pleaded guilty to an offence to
compensate a victim whose property is damaged, lost or
destroyed as a result of the offence, without an application by
the victim or prosecutor. The fair hearing right in section 24
of the charter act is relevant to such an order.
The order is made by a court on the basis of evidential
findings of a court or admissions of the accused. Under this
provision, the offender must first be provided with a chance to
be heard, including as to any additional documentary
evidence about the loss or expense suffered, before any order
can be made. These safeguards ensure the provision is
compatible with the fair hearing right under the charter act.
I therefore conclude that the bill is compatible with the right.

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AND
SENTENCING ACTS AMENDMENT
(VICTIMS OF CRIME) 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 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Criminal
Procedure and Sentencing Acts Amendment (Victims of
Crime) Bill 2012.

Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General

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

The Victorian coalition government is committed to
improving the way Victoria’s justice system responds
to victims of crime, including providing victims with a
greater say and better enforcement of compensation
rights. The reforms in this bill are a further instalment
in delivering on the government’s commitment.
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The Criminal Procedure and Sentencing Acts
Amendment (Victims of Crime) Bill 2012 will amend
the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 to strengthen procedures for victims to be
consulted about sentence indications, and for offenders
to be ordered to compensate their victims for property
loss or damage.
Victim impact information and sentence indications
Part 2 of the bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act
2009 to promote consideration of the impact of a crime
on victims when a court is asked to give a sentence
indication.
Legislation permits the courts to give a defendant an
indication of the type of sentence that would be
imposed if the defendant pleads guilty at that time. For
example, the Magistrates Court can indicate whether it
would be likely to impose a fine, a community
correction order, or an immediate term of
imprisonment. The higher courts can indicate whether
or not an immediate term of imprisonment would be
imposed. If the defendant then pleads guilty at the first
opportunity, the court may not impose a more severe
sentence than indicated.
Sentence indications can help a defendant decide
whether or not to plead guilty, and can thus facilitate
earlier resolution of matters. This can benefit victims of
crime, sparing the stress of trials and the need for
victims to give evidence. However, because sentence
indications are usually given at an early stage in
criminal proceedings, they generally occur before the
court has heard detailed information from the victim
about the impact the offence has had on them.
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that a court will obtain and consider information about
the effect of a crime on the victim prior to giving a
sentence indication unless there is good reason to do
otherwise in a particular case.
Compensation for property loss and damage
Part 3 of the bill amends the Sentencing Act 1991 so
that, wherever possible, offenders will be ordered to
compensate their victims for the property damage and
loss they have caused.
Currently section 86 of the Sentencing Act 1991 allows
courts to order that an offender pay compensation to
persons suffering loss or destruction of, or damage to,
property as a result of the offence (not exceeding the
value of that property). The bill amends section 86 to:
require that courts ask whether a compensation order
relating to property loss or damage will be sought;
provide that in cases where evidence of property loss
or damage has been presented to a court, the court
may make a compensation order relating to property
damage or loss of its own motion; and
expand the range of materials that a court may
consider in determining the quantum or particulars
of the property damage or loss to include materials
not adduced during the trial, provided this evidence
is acceptable to the court.
The new power of the court to order compensation of
its own motion is in addition to the power of the
Director of Public Prosecutions or police prosecutor to
bring an application for compensation for property loss
or damage on behalf of the victim.

A crime’s impact on the victim is an important factor in
determining a sentence. Consideration of that impact is
required by the Sentencing Act 1991. By explicitly
providing that a court may refuse to give a sentence
indication if it has insufficient information regarding
the impact of the offence on any victim, the bill makes
clear to police and prosecutors that they need to consult
with victims and be able to provide the court with that
information whenever possible. This reinforces the
principles of the Victims’ Charter Act 2006.

The own motion power will not expect criminal courts
to consider complex compensation matters or claims
that are difficult to establish. These will need to be
settled in civil proceedings, as is currently the case.
However, where it is clear that an offender has caused a
victim to suffer readily quantifiable property loss or
damage as a result of their offending, it is common
sense to deal with such compensation matters as
ancillary to the criminal trial.

The bill does not limit the courts’ existing discretion to
refuse to give a sentence indication for any reason. Nor
does it prevent a court from providing an indication
even though it might not have detailed information
about the impact of the offence on a victim, if the court
feels that it has enough information to give an
appropriate sentence indication in all the circumstances.
However, the amendment reinforces the expectation

Currently, evidence of property loss or damage must
have been prepared for or admitted during the trial or
plea hearings or via the victim impact statement
process. However, where the quantum of property
damage was not relevant to an element of the offence,
the court may not have sufficient material before it to
determine what compensation to order. By expanding
the range of documents that the court can consider to
include material provided by the victim, such as
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valuations, receipts or quotes for repairs, the bill will
make it easier for relevant material to be available to
the court to make an appropriate compensation order.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HERBERT
(Eltham).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 July.

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 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 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Criminal
Procedure Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Criminal Procedure Amendment Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter act. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
This bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to:
(a) allow recorded evidence-in-chief under division 5 of
part 8.2 to be used in another proceeding before a court
or a tribunal;
(b) simplify the procedures that must be followed after the
execution of a warrant;
(c) enable the County Court and the Supreme Court to use
the power to impose aggregate sentences more
effectively;
(d) provide the Court of Appeal with a limited power to
correct an error in a sentence when refusing leave to
appeal.
The bill amends the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 to
simplify certain aspects of search warrant procedures. The bill
clarifies the existing aggregate sentencing powers under the
Sentencing Act 1991 to enable the County Court and
Supreme Court to more effectively use the power to impose
an aggregate sentence of imprisonment and to simplify the
task of a judge when imposing sentences reduced by virtue of
a plea of guilty. The bill also includes amendments that are
technical or consequential in nature.
Charter act rights that are relevant to the bill
Section 13: privacy and reputation
Clause 23 of the bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act to
provide that a court or tribunal may order the production of a
child or cognitively impaired witness’s recorded
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evidence-in-chief for use in a proceeding (other than the
original proceeding for which it was produced) before that
court or tribunal.
This amendment is compatible with the right to privacy
because it does not involve an unlawful or arbitrary
interference with a witness’s right to privacy or reputation.
This amendment will only allow the use of a child or
cognitively impaired witness’s recorded evidence at another
proceeding when the court determines that it is in the best
interests of the witness to do so, having regard to the need to
protect the privacy of the witness. The purpose of this
amendment is to prevent that witness from having to give
evidence more than once and thereby minimise the stress and
trauma that the witness is exposed to.
Section 24 — fair hearing and rights in criminal proceedings
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has a right to a fair and public hearing
and section 25(2)(g) provides that a person may examine, or
have examined, witnesses against him or her.
Clause 38 amends the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 in relation
to the procedural requirements that police must adhere to
following the execution of a search warrant. Clause 41 makes
the same change to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981.
Currently, an item that is seized by police pursuant to a
warrant must be brought physically before the court, except if
that item is deemed to be bulky or cumbersome. An item that
is ‘bulky or cumbersome’ may be brought before the court by
giving evidence on oath to the court as to the present location
of the items and by producing a photograph of the seized
item. The bill removes the condition that the item must be
bulky and cumbersome for this exception to apply. The
amendment will mean that the requirement to bring any item
before court may be satisfied by adducing evidence on oath as
to the physical location of the item as well as photographic
evidence of the item seized.
It may be argued that this is relevant to the right to a fair
hearing under the charter act because it may raise issues in
relation to the integrity of the seized item and possible
non-compliance with the terms of a search warrant.
However, these amendments simply extend the current
exception that applies to bulky or cumbersome items to all
items seized under a search warrant. The obligation on police
officers to adhere to the terms of a search warrant and the
relevant legislation is not affected. Once an item is brought
before the court by photograph and by evidence on oath, it
will still come under the direction of the court in the same
manner as if it had been physically produced to the court.
Furthermore, under current practice, items produced to the
court are generally returned immediately to the possession of
the police after being sighted by a magistrate. For these
reasons, these provisions in the bill are compatible with the
right to a fair hearing and rights in criminal proceedings.
Section 27: retrospective criminal laws
Section 27 of the charter act prohibits the retrospective
application of criminal liability.
Clause 46 of the bill inserts new section 145 in the Sentencing
Act 1991. New section 145 is a transitional provision which
clarifies the way the Supreme Court or County Court may
impose aggregate sentences of imprisonment. The transitional
arrangement established by this provision means that the new
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aggregate sentencing provisions will apply to sentences
imposed after the commencement of the relevant provisions,
irrespective of when the relevant offences (which are the
subject of the sentences of imprisonment) were committed.
I do not consider this clause to be relevant to section 27 of the
charter act because it does not alter the criminal liability of an
accused nor does it alter the penalty that may be applied in
respect of an offence committed prior to the commencement
of the provision. Rather it simply clarifies the sentencing
arrangements that may apply to a person who has been tried
and convicted of an offence.
Clause 32 of the bill inserts new section 442(1) into the
Criminal Procedure Act. New section 442(1) is a transitional
provision which enables a single judge of the Court of Appeal
to apply the new test for determining a leave application to all
pending applications for leave to appeal against sentence,
irrespective of when the sentence was imposed or when the
application was commenced. The new test ensures that errors
in sentences are corrected and should also assist the Court of
Appeal in managing its significant appeals workload. This
transitional arrangement does not limit section 27 of the
charter act.
Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General
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sentenced to imprisonment for a number of offences,
the court currently does not have the power to refuse
leave to appeal where there is an error in one of the
sentences imposed, even though that error may make
no difference to the overall total effective sentence
imposed on the offender.
Division 1 of part 2 of the bill introduces an
amendment to enable the Court of Appeal to refuse
leave where there is an error in an individual sentence
but there is no reasonable prospect that the Court of
Appeal would reduce the total effective sentence. If
leave to appeal is refused in that circumstance, the court
will be able to exercise a limited power to correct an
individual sentence. This power may also be exercised
where the Court of Appeal is constituted by a single
judge.
This approach will avoid court resources being tied up
in a full appeal where there is no reasonable prospect of
the court reducing the total effective sentence, while
still allowing the court to rectify errors in an individual
sentence that do not affect the total effective sentence.

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

The just and efficient operation of criminal procedure
laws is crucial for an effective criminal justice system.
This bill further delivers on the government’s election
commitment to tackle delays and inefficiencies in the
justice system.
The bill gives the courts greater flexibility in a range of
criminal procedures so that cases can be determined
more quickly. The bill will also simplify cumbersome
warrant procedures that unnecessarily take up the time
of police and magistrates.
Appeals by an offender against sentence
In February last year, the Court of Appeal introduced
far-reaching procedural reforms to reduce the backlog
of criminal appeals. In just one year, the Court of
Appeal was able to reduce the number of pending
appeals from 532 to 268. The government has
supported the Court of Appeal’s ongoing work to
reduce delays by providing ongoing additional funding
totalling $3.2 million over the next four years in this
year’s budget.
A crucial element of the court’s reforms is refusing
leave to appeal against sentence where there is no
reasonable prospect that the sentence will be reduced.
However, in cases where an offender has been

The bill also reforms the law relating to the imposition
of aggregate sentences in the trial court.
In recent years, the power of Victoria’s higher courts to
impose aggregate sentences of imprisonment in respect
of two or more offences has become a highly complex
and technical process. The general power to impose an
aggregate sentence of imprisonment under the
Sentencing Act 1991 was considered by the Court of
Appeal in DPP v. Felton [2007] VSCA 65 (Felton’s
case). In this decision, the Court of Appeal determined
that, when imposing aggregate sentences of
imprisonment, it is necessary for sentencing judges to
identify the separate events giving rise to specific
counts and to consider each separate sentence to be
imposed in respect of each offence. This effectively
required the court to do almost everything that is
required when imposing individual sentences except
formally make orders for concurrency or accumulation.
This requirement has placed an onerous burden on
sentencing judges. It has also diminished the overall
utility of aggregate sentences.
Division 3 of part 4 of this bill amends the Sentencing
Act to clarify the use of aggregate sentencing in the
County Court and the Supreme Court and to provide
that the technical requirements imposed by the Court of
Appeal in Felton’s case no longer apply. The
amendment will make clear that, in the course of
imposing an aggregate sentence of imprisonment, a
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sentencing judge is not required to identify the separate
events giving rise to specific offences, the individual
sentences that would have been imposed for each
specific offence or whether those sentences would have
been imposed concurrently. This change simplifies the
sentencing process, reduces the risk of technical appeal
points, and addresses the onerous limitations imposed
by the decision in Felton’s case. The bill also applies
these principles of aggregation to sentences involving
fines, as well as those involving imprisonment.
These amendments will simplify plea hearings and
enable judges to sentence more efficiently in cases
involving multiple offences, where at present orders as
to concurrency and cumulation can become very
complex. The effective use of aggregate sentencing is
also important for victims of crime and the broader
community, because it focuses on the total effective
sentence imposed in response to the offender’s overall
offending.
Sexual offence reforms
Clauses 21 to 23 of the bill will expand the use of
recorded evidence-in-chief of children and cognitively
impaired witnesses. Currently, this type of recorded
evidence can only be used in the prosecution of sexual
offences or specific indictable assault offences.
The bill will allow prerecorded evidence to be
admissible in proceedings for offences involving child
pornography and sexual performance involving a
minor, as well as for proceedings for summary assault
offences when they are related to the specified
indictable offences for which recorded evidence can be
used. The bill will also allow evidence that has been
recorded to be used in other proceedings in another
Victorian court or tribunal, for example in family
violence proceedings and hearings before VOCAT, if
the court or tribunal is satisfied that it is in the best
interests of the child to do so. The broader use of
recorded evidence will help avoid a child having to give
their evidence about a traumatic criminal offence on
multiple occasions.
Special hearings are an important process established
for taking evidence from children and cognitively
impaired complainants in sexual offence proceedings.
The special hearing provisions were introduced in 2006
to implement recommendations of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission in its 2004 final report, Sexual
Offences — Law and Procedure.
Currently, special hearings are conducted prior to the
commencement of the trial and the complainant’s
evidence is prerecorded, admitted into evidence at the
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trial and played before the jury. In 2011 the Sexual
Assault Reform Strategy evaluation found that the
conduct of special hearings as a separate pretrial
process has contributed to increased delays in the
prosecution of other sexual offence cases and has
placed an increasingly onerous burden on court
resources. It has also contributed to court delay by
effectively doubling the time that would be required if
the complainant were to give evidence during the trial.
This is because the special hearing must be recorded,
which will often take one to two days, and then the
recording is played to the jury once the trial has
commenced.
Over the six years that special hearings have been in
use, much has been learnt about how a special hearing
can best be conducted. The special hearing is not a
substitute for a committal proceeding. It is part of the
trial process. Counsel need to conduct the special
hearings accordingly and not as a ‘dry run’ in which the
evidence of a complainant can be later edited to ensure
admissibility.
To reduce the delay caused by this dual process, this
bill introduces an amendment to allow the court to
conduct special hearings either before a trial or during a
trial. Clause 24 sets out a number of factors to which
the court must have regard in determining whether to
conduct the special hearing before or during a trial.
These factors will enable the court to consider the needs
of complainants in each case to determine the best
approach to adopt.
Where a special hearing is conducted during the trial,
clause 26 of the bill will provide greater certainty for
complainants as to when they will need to give
evidence and will support the need for the
complainant’s evidence to be completed without
disruption if possible. This recognises that if a special
hearing is conducted during a trial, there will be other
factors that affect the conduct of the special hearing.
These requirements preserve key benefits of the pretrial
process while avoiding the duplication of time and
resources involved with conducting special hearings
before the trial.
This change will enable the courts to manage cases in a
more efficient manner while recognising the individual
needs of each case and each complainant.
Children’s Court appeals
The bill contains a number of amendments to appeal
processes, particularly in part 3 of the bill concerning
appeals from the Children’s Court. These reforms
include providing a new power to reserve a question of
law for consideration by the Court of Appeal where a
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difficult legal issue arises in an appeal from the
Children’s Court to the County Court or the trial
division of the Supreme Court. A similar power is
provided where an appeal from the Magistrates Court is
heard in the County Court. This and other reforms to
appeal processes in this bill will ensure that the same
processes are available whether a case commences in
the Children’s Court or the Magistrates Court.
Warrants
Search warrants are an important investigative tool for
Victoria Police. Divisions 1 and 2 of part 4 of this bill
amend provisions for warrants under both the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Act 1981. Under both acts,
once police have executed a search warrant they must
bring the items they have seized before the Magistrates
Court for the item to be dealt with according to the law.
In practice, this generally results in items being returned
immediately to the possession of the police after being
sighted by a magistrate. This is time consuming for
both police and magistrates. An exception to the current
requirements is provided under the Magistrates’ Court
Act where the item is bulky or cumbersome. In this
situation the police officer may provide evidence as to
where the item is and produce a photograph of the item.
The bill will enable this simple and practical approach
to be used for all items, irrespective of whether the item
is bulky or cumbersome. This will provide more
efficient processes for both police and magistrates.
The amendments made by this bill will introduce
important improvements to the criminal justice system
that will help reduce delays and better provide for the
needs of vulnerable victims of crime when giving
evidence before our courts.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HERBERT
(Eltham).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 July.

CIVIL PROCEDURE 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 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Civil Procedure
Amendment Bill 2012.
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In my opinion, the Civil Procedure Amendment Bill 2012, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The Civil Procedure Amendment Bill 2012 (‘the bill’)
amends the Civil Procedure Act 2010 (‘the act’) to introduce
specific powers and discretions for the courts in relation to
costs and expert evidence, to provide greater flexibility in the
overarching obligations and proper basis certification
requirements in the act and to make other technical
amendments.
The bill aims to reduce costs and delays for persons involved
in civil litigation and therefore improve the effectiveness of
the civil justice system.
Human rights issues
1.

Charter act rights that are relevant to the bill

Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. This right may be relevant to
clause 10 of the bill. This clause introduces a number of case
management powers for the courts in relation to expert
evidence in a civil proceeding, including specific powers for
the courts to place restrictions on the use of expert evidence
and expert witnesses in a proceeding. For example, a court
may require a joint experts report or take expert evidence
from a court-appointed expert.
Clause 10 will assist the courts to manage and reduce costs
and delay arising from the process of gathering expert
evidence. The clause thereby enhances access to the courts
and the right to a fair hearing for all persons in the civil
litigation system. The bill also provides a number of
safeguards for litigants, including requiring a court to
consider various factors before making orders which restrict
the use of expert witnesses by parties. A party will be able to
appeal the exercise of discretion by the court, including in
relation to the appointment of a court-appointed expert.
I therefore conclude that the bill is compatible with the right.
Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General

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

The Civil Procedure Amendment Bill 2012 (the bill)
will amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 (the act) to
improve the efficiency of the civil justice system, and
reduce the administrative burden on litigants and legal
practitioners.
The act commenced on 1 January 2011. It provides a
broad framework for the conduct of civil proceedings in
the Supreme, County and Magistrates courts. The
overarching purpose of the act is to facilitate the just,
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efficient, timely and cost-effective resolution of the real
issues in dispute in a proceeding. The act seeks to
achieve this by providing a range of discretionary case
management powers to strengthen the courts’ ability to
appropriately manage and control civil litigation, and
thereby reduce costs and delays.

estimated pretrial costs or the estimated costs they
would have to pay if unsuccessful at trial. The power
may be used by the courts in appropriate cases to
ensure that parties are fully informed about litigation
costs, for example, prior to significant events such as
mediations.

Building on this objective, the bill introduces further
case management powers for the courts in two key
areas: costs and expert evidence.

While courts currently have a broad discretion to make
costs awards in proceedings under the rules of court, the
usual order (that costs follow the event) can require the
parties to undergo a detailed and expensive assessment
of costs in order to determine the amount payable. The
bill makes clear that the court may make various types
of costs orders aside from the usual order. This might
include ordering that parties pay costs in specified
proportions or fixing or capping the amount of
recoverable costs in advance. Such orders can avoid the
need to proceed to a full assessment of costs. Other
jurisdictions, including New South Wales and the
Federal Court, have used a legislative power similar to
the provision in this bill to avoid the need for lengthy
assessments.

The desirability of reform in these areas was identified
by the Victorian Law Reform Commission (the
commission) in its 2008 review of the civil justice
system.
The civil procedure advisory group has considered the
commission’s recommendations at length. The advisory
group is chaired by the chief justice of the Supreme
Court and includes senior representatives of the
Supreme, County and Magistrates courts, VCAT, the
Victorian Bar, the Law Institute of Victoria, the
Federation of Community Legal Centres, Victoria
Legal Aid and the Australian Corporate Lawyers
Association. I thank the chief justice for her continued
leadership of the group, and the group members for
their input and significant contribution to the
development of these reforms.
The bill furthers the government’s commitment to
reducing the administrative burden for litigants and
legal practitioners. A key reform of the bill is to amend
the overarching obligations and proper basis
certification requirements in the act. Since the act
commenced last year, the government sought feedback
from the courts and profession about these
requirements. Suggestions to improve their practical
operation have been incorporated in the bill.
I turn now to the key aspects of the bill.
Costs reforms
The bill provides discretionary powers for the courts to
make orders for the disclosure of costs associated with
litigation by a lawyer to his or her client, and
discretionary powers in relation to costs orders. The
main objectives of these reforms are to increase parties’
access to information about litigation costs to
encourage the settlement of suitable cases, and to
promote flexibility in making costs orders that will
reduce the cost and time associated with costs disputes.
Information about litigation costs can play a significant
role in a party’s decision to settle appropriate cases. The
bill gives the courts a discretionary power to order that
a legal practitioner disclose to their own client actual or

Expert evidence reforms
Expert evidence plays a critical role in civil litigation
and is often essential to the just determination of an
issue. However, expert evidence can also be a source of
expense, complexity and delay in civil proceedings.
There are significant concerns about adversarial bias
and wastage of court resources caused by the misuse
and overuse of experts.
The courts currently have a general power to manage
certain aspects of expert evidence in civil proceedings.
The bill gives clearly defined powers to the courts in
relation to expert witnesses and their evidence, which
aim to improve the quality and integrity of expert
evidence and enhance its usefulness to judges and
magistrates.
To ensure that the parties and the courts are discussing
the management of expert evidence issues from an
early stage of a proceeding, parties in the higher courts
will generally be required to seek directions from the
court where they intend to adduce expert evidence at
trial. It is recognised that such a requirement may not be
appropriate for all types of litigation, and the bill
therefore allows the courts to exempt specific types of
litigation from this requirement. The requirement will
not apply in the Magistrates Court unless its rules
specify otherwise, reflecting the less complex nature of
proceedings in that court.
The bill clarifies that the court can give any direction it
considers appropriate in relation to expert evidence,
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including limiting expert evidence to specific issues or
limiting the number of experts who can give evidence
on an issue. A court may also direct that two or more
experts confer with one another and prepare a joint
report which sets out the key areas of agreement and
disagreement between them. The court may also direct
that two or more experts give evidence concurrently
and be allowed to ask each other questions, which is a
process that has been used to good effect in other
Australian jurisdictions, including New South Wales
and the Federal Court.

arrangements under which an expert witness has been
retained that could influence the impartiality of the
expert’s evidence or be perceived to do so. Any
information disclosed under the provision can only be
used at the trial where the court gives leave, ensuring
that the rules of evidence are not interfered with and
parties are not prejudiced by the disclosure. The power
to apply for an order for disclosure is subject to any
rules of court that may be made to prescribe the
circumstances in which such an application may be
made.

These are important powers that can produce significant
time and cost savings by enabling the real issues in
dispute between experts to be identified and narrowed
from an early stage, thereby avoiding lengthy
cross-examination, and allowing experts to more
effectively respond to the views of other experts.

Reforms to certification requirements

The bill gives discretionary powers to a court to order
that two or more parties jointly retain an expert, or that
a court appoint its own expert to assist the court in the
proceeding. Using a single joint expert or
court-appointed expert to give evidence on a particular
issue can reduce the time and costs associated with
expert evidence on that issue, and may assist in the
efficient conduct of the proceeding more generally.
These types of experts are used in other Australian
jurisdictions, including Queensland and the Family
Court, although the concept is relatively new to
litigation in Victoria. The bill therefore provides
guidance to the courts as to when it may be appropriate
and useful to appoint such an expert.
In addition, the bill requires parties to seek leave of the
court to adduce further evidence where a single joint or
court-appointed expert has given evidence on a
particular issue. This ensures that the benefits
associated with the appointment of a single joint or
court-appointed expert are not undermined by the
unnecessary presentation of further evidence, while also
ensuring that additional evidence can be presented if
required in the interests of justice, or to ensure that a
party is not prejudiced in the proceeding.
There are some arrangements which exist between
parties and experts which have the potential to create a
conflict of interest and which may compromise the
independence, or the perceived independence, of an
expert witness. To promote transparency and
accountability and reinforce an expert’s primary duty to
the court, the bill gives parties the power to apply to the
court for an order that an expert witness disclose to the
court and to all other parties the arrangements under
which they have been retained. A purpose of these
powers is to enable disclosure of any aspects of the

There are currently two certification requirements in the
act. The first of these requires a party to personally
certify that they have read and understood the
overarching obligations set out in the act (the
overarching obligations certification), while the second
requires a legal practitioner to certify that the claims
made in the proceeding have a proper basis in fact and
law (the proper basis certification).
The bill amends these certification requirements to
achieve three main goals: to provide greater flexibility
in the operation of the requirements; to reduce the
administrative burden on litigants and legal
practitioners; and to clarify the circumstances in which
certification must be given to promote certainty and
consistency and ensure that certification is required in
appropriate circumstances.
Under the act as it stands, the overarching obligations
certification must be made personally by a party.
Although the act allows a litigation guardian or similar
representative to make the certification in place of the
named party, similar allowances are not made for others
who may be in control of the litigation but who are not
named as parties. For example, an insurer who brings
litigation in the name of the insured party usually has
actual control over the conduct of the proceeding,
makes the key decisions and provides instructions to
the lawyers, and yet they are currently unable to
formally acknowledge their obligations to the court by
signing the certificate. The bill remedies this by giving
the person in control of civil proceedings by virtue of a
statute or contract of insurance the option to make the
certification instead of the named party. This will be
particularly useful where the insured cannot be found or
does not feel comfortable signing the certificate, as they
are the party in name only.
The act, as introduced by the previous government,
requires the overarching obligations certification to be
made in each proceeding commenced in the courts.
Such certification was intended to ensure that litigants
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fully understand and engage with their obligations.
However, sometimes the same litigant will be involved
in multiple civil proceedings each year. Repeat users
such as insurers or debt collection companies will be
well aware of their obligations, having made
certifications in previous proceedings. In these
circumstances, complying with the requirement each
time a proceeding is filed simply increases costs while
producing little benefit. The bill therefore amends this
poorly considered provision to relieve parties from the
pointless administrative burden of repeatedly having to
file the certification where the party is or has been
involved in more than one civil proceeding and has
already personally made the certification in other civil
proceedings in the same jurisdiction within the previous
two years or such other period as may be specified by
the rules of court.
The bill also relieves legal practitioners from the
administrative burden of complying with the proper
basis certification requirement where the document or
process concerned is considered by the courts to be
strictly administrative or procedural in nature. Some
court documents do not raise disputed issues and no
useful purpose is served by requiring a practitioner to
certify that there is a proper basis for the claim. For
example, the process of registering a judgement is
administrative as no significant contentions are
involved. To provide maximum flexibility, the courts
are tasked with determining what processes are
administrative in nature and therefore exempt.
Other amendments
In addition to these reforms, the bill makes a number of
consequential and technical amendments to ensure the
efficient operation of the act.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HERBERT
(Eltham).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 July.
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have been referred to and considered by the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee’.

Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I am pleased to rise
today in support of the Forests Amendment Bill 2012,
particularly because this bill reinforces the coalition
government’s commitment to making firewood
collection on public land simpler and more affordable.
There are three purposes of the act. The first is to
amend the Forests Act 1958 to provide for the cutting
and taking away of fallen or felled trees in areas of state
forest for the purposes of domestic use as firewood
without a licence or permit. We are talking about trees
that have fallen or been felled. The second purpose is
quite similar. It is to amend the Crown Land (Reserves)
Act 1978 in regard to the taking of fallen or felled trees
in certain regional parks for domestic use as firewood
without a permit. The first purpose relates to state
forests and the second one to regional parks. The third
purpose relates to consequential amendments to the
Land Act 1958, the National Parks Act 1975 and the
Wildlife Act 1975.
Being in a regional area I certainly understand a
reliance on firewood. My electorate in particular is a
large area of farmland with lots of small towns, and
there is no natural gas to a lot of those towns, so a lot of
people rely on fires to heat their homes during winter.
In some instances they will also cook with a wood
stove. When I grew up we had a wood-fired stove that
we not only cooked on and heated the house with but
also used as our source of hot water, and it was not a lot
of fun having to light the fire to ensure that we had hot
water in the middle of summer.
The situation now for people with wood fires who need
to kindle them is that there are several sources of
firewood. One is their own property. My family is
lucky enough that we have been able to have that
source on our farmland. We have been able to collect
the wood for ourselves, but not everybody has an
acreage on which they can do this. Many people who
rely on wood as a source of heating live in towns and
have to obtain it by other means. This can include
collecting it from public land.

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 June; motion of
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change); and Ms NEVILLE’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until the proposals contained in the bill

I am not so keen to say so, but sometimes people will
collect their firewood illegally. Certainly, though, there
are many legal options available. Those include
purchasing it from a trader — I am sure everybody has
seen bagged-up wood in shops — and many sporting
clubs and other organisations will sell cubic metres of
firewood to fundraise. I know that when I was younger
the football club would often go around to landowners
and collect firewood to sell as a fundraiser. That sort of
activity still happens.
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But there has also been the mechanism of purchasing a
permit so that you have the right to go and collect
firewood from the forest or from public land. Getting
this permit is not always easy. The places you have to
go to get the permit are not always close to home and
not everybody has access to the internet or a computer
on which to do it online, so some people have had to
travel distances to pay for a permit so that they could
then go and collect the firewood.
Our government said that it would make the collection
of firewood from public land for domestic purposes
more affordable by abolishing the need to obtain a
firewood collection permit, so people are not having to
go out and get the permit. The change means that you
no longer need the permit, you will no longer need to
travel to get that permit and you will be able to source
wood from your closest or favourite collection area.
I have heard some criticism that this new system is a
free-for-all, that it is open slather. Nothing could be
further from the truth. This is not a free-for-all. This
legislation is fairly straightforward. It is easy to follow,
and there are appropriate checks and balances in place.
Those checks and balances are around ensuring that
there is an ongoing and sustainable firewood source,
that there are appropriate environmental safeguards in
place and that there are strong deterrents to illegal
commercial operations. There are penalties as well.
Some of the penalties we are talking about relate to the
illegal taking of forest produce. The penalties could
involve amounts of up to $6000, which is fairly
substantial. There is also the possibility of an offender
being sentenced to a year in jail. These sorts of
penalties are being put in place to make sure that the
scheme is not exploited and that it is not a free-for-all,
which is a term that has been bandied around.
There are also limits on the amount of firewood that
can be taken. There is a limit per household of 2 cubic
metres per day and 16 cubic metres per year. That
means that you cannot stockpile firewood. It means one
or two enterprising families could not go out, load up
the ute or the trailer and bring back as much as they
liked to make sure they had enough not just for this
winter but for the next couple of winters as well. Those
limits are really to make sure that there is a reasonable
balance for everybody who wants to pop out and spend
the day in the open collecting firewood.
There are defined seasons when firewood collection
can actually occur — autumn and spring. We are not
talking about 5 minutes being available in each of those
seasons, we are talking about the full three months in
each season. The rules and regulations around this will
make sure that this scheme is not exploited and that it is
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certainly not a free-for-all. There are designated
firewood collection points, and information about these
firewood collection points is easily accessible on the
internet. Hard copies can also be obtained; people can
pop into my office and get a hard copy of that.
I have listened to a number of members of the
opposition speak about this legislation and their reasons
for opposing it. I must say I am a little bit perplexed
about some of the comments that have been made. I
heard the lead opposition speaker on this bill and the
member for Bendigo West talk about the mass
confusion out there. I ask: what mass confusion?
I live in an area in which people do have wood-fired
heaters. We have a lot of forest and a lot of country area
around us, yet only one person has contacted my office
about this with the concern that it will be open slather. I
was very pleased to tell that person that there are so
many checks and balances in place that this will not be
an open slather situation. I am not sure what message
they are sending out to their electorates that is making
everybody so confused, because I am certainly not
finding that to be the case at all. As I said, only one
person contacted my office about this. I went back and
double-checked to make sure that I was not wrong and
that two people had made contact. However, I have
confirmed that my office has only had contact about
this from one person.
In my area we also have domestic firewood agencies —
the Alexandra Ampol service station and the Eildon
service station. At the moment people can go to those
service stations to collect their permits. I am really
pleased that through this system we are making it
unnecessary for people to have a permit to collect wood
at a reasonable level to heat their homes. The abolition
of firewood permits reduces the burden of red tape. I
am quite surprised that the opposition is opposing this
legislation, knowing that it reduces that burden. I am
sure that, like us, members of the opposition have heard
that the red tape burden is something individuals and
organisations find quite strangling. This legislation is
going to ease that burden of red tape around personal
firewood collection, and it will make it easier for
households to actually access an annual supply of
firewood.
The bill creates clear legislatively defined rules for
collecting firewood from public land without a permit.
It includes checks and balances, as I have outlined
already, to ensure that there is a sustainable supply of
firewood for all Victorians and that there are
appropriate environmental safeguards. The bill creates a
strong deterrent for people who do not adhere to the
firewood collection rules or who want to undertake
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illegal commercial firewood collection. There is a
flexible component to ensure that the supply can be
managed sustainably over the long term and that local
needs and unforeseen circumstances can be dealt with.
This flexibility will be particularly important in areas of
the state where the firewood resource is limited.

Mr BAILLIEU — That matter has been under
consideration in the context of the development of the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
and wider integrity reforms — —

Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

Questions interrupted.

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

Honourable members interjecting.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Member for Altona

Whistleblowers: legislation

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Altona
has been warned. She can leave the chamber for half an
hour.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
Ombudsman’s report released today, particularly
page 31 of that report, where it says:
The disclosure also included an additional allegation of
detrimental action … but I am unable to report on in any way
because of provisions in the WPA —

that is, the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. The
report continues:
This issue was drawn to the government’s attention some
months ago, and I have suggested a legislative means of
resolution.
… no such legislative amendment has been effected to
date …

I ask the Premier: why has the government not acted on
the Ombudsman’s request to amend the Whistleblowers
Protection Act 2001 so that the public interest can be
served?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The Whistleblowers
Protection Act was introduced by the previous
government in 2001, and it is section 22, if I remember
rightly, that prevents the disclosure of those who make
a whistleblowers disclosure to the Ombudsman. That is
a fact, and that is the law under the legislation
introduced by the previous government.
The Ombudsman has sought a change to that, and that
change is a significant change to the fundamental
premise of the Whistleblowers Protection Act. We take
that seriously, and that matter is under consideration in
the context of the introduction of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order, particularly the member for Altona.

Honourable member for Altona withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Whistleblowers: legislation
Questions resumed.
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As I said, the matter
has been under consideration in the context of the
introduction of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission and wider integrity
reforms, and it has also been under consideration in the
context of there having been before the Ombudsman
matters on foot. The government is mindful of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act and the protections it
has provided to whistleblowers who made disclosures,
and that matter remains under consideration.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My question
is to the Premier. In light of the motion passed
unanimously by this house, will the Premier outline to
the house the impacts of federal Labor’s carbon tax on
Victoria?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — There are 10 days
until the commonwealth’s carbon tax is imposed on all
Australians — and it is worth remembering what the
tax is and what it will do to Victoria. We have said
from the start that we have been concerned about the
impact on jobs, the impact on regions and the impact on
the economy. We have been concerned about the
inadequacy of the compensation and the timing of the
carbon tax, and that remains. We remain concerned
about the impact, and we remain concerned that the
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compensation is inadequate. There could not be worse
timing for this change.
The commonwealth says that only 500 companies will
pay, but among the 500 are companies that produce
things used by all Australians, like electricity and gas.
Also among the 500 are major employers, investors and
businesses, which underpin this economy, particularly
in regional areas. We have spelt out before in this
chamber the impact on schools and hospitals in terms of
the increasing cost of energy — in other words, the
carbon tax will have an impact on all Victorians, and
we are concerned about that. Electricity bills are
expected to rise by up to $200 per year for an average
home and gas bills by up to $160 per year. There is no
doubt that the carbon tax will be felt across the board.
We were pleased that the resolution before this house
was passed without any dissent and with precious little
comment from members on the other side of the house.
The relative silence here — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! If he wants to see
question time out, I would be quiet if I were the Leader
of the Opposition.
Mr BAILLIEU — We were pleased that the
resolution of this house was passed without dissent, but
the silence in here from some is sadly also the case
outside. There is silence on this, silence about jobs,
silence about regions, silence about the economy and
silence about the impact on hospitals, on schools and on
so much of what government delivers by way of
services. We remain concerned about the thousands of
jobs that will go as a result and the extraordinary loss of
investment in this state.
At every opportunity that businesses have had to raise
these issues, they have done so. Industrial Energy’s
general manager, Tony Ferguson, said on 1 May this
year:
With the introduction of the carbon tax on 1 July the future of
Victoria’s only brown coal briquette manufacturer is expected
to be unsustainable under a business-as-usual scenario.

The BHP chairman, Jacques Nasser, said on 16 May:
I cannot overstate how the level of uncertainty about
Australia’s tax system is generating negative investor
reaction … People don’t know where it’s going.

Jeanne Pratt said on 1 April this year that:
This carbon tax is absolutely crazy.
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This will have an impact on Victorians, and it will have
an impact on Victorian businesses. The compensation is
not adequate, and the timing could not be worse. It is
just sad that the opposition and the Leader of the
Opposition are so silent on this issue.

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. I ask: was the Deputy
Premier advised by Simon Overland of his intention to
send Sir Ken Jones on ‘gardening leave’ before it
occurred?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I welcome the question from the Leader of
the Opposition. This is another phase, of course, in the
development of the bizarre conspiracy theory that the
Labor Party has persisted with over the course of the
last 12 months. I want to have regard to the report that
has been tabled today, because it is very pertinent to the
position to which the question relates.
Paragraph 114 of the report relates to the conversation
which the then Chief Commissioner of Police,
Mr Overland, had with Ms Helen Silver in her role as
the Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
on the morning of 6 May. Ms Silver said in her
commentary to the Ombudsman:
… I wish to clarify that, following my meeting with
Mr Overland on the morning of 6 May … I did not know it
was Mr Overland’s intention to direct Mr Jones to take leave
from that day.

She also said:
Therefore, I was shocked and deeply surprised when I
learnt in the early afternoon of 6 May 2011 that
Mr Overland had directed Mr Jones to immediately take
leave.

Insofar as my own position is concerned, as I reflected
in the commentary which is in turn in the Crossing the
Line report, I had a discussion with the then chief
commissioner on that morning about the general
principle — as I have said in the course of the
commentary in Crossing the Line — of people parting
company in circumstances where a decision is made
that they are not going to be working in the
environment that was there previously.
I gave the advice which is set out in response to the
request made of me by Mr Overland. He asked my
views, and I gave the opinion which is set out in the
course of the Crossing the Line report and reflected

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 21 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

again in paragraph 116. Therefore, as paragraph 117
says:
Mr Ryan’s response to my office states that Mr Overland did
not inform him ‘that he intended, later that day, to direct
Mr Jones to immediately take leave’.

And that is the fact — he did not.
For a third consideration in all this one need only have
regard to paragraph 118 of the report, which is the
commentary from Mr Overland himself. In the course
of that commentary Mr Overland says:

2953

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order because the answer was very relevant to the
question that was asked.
Mr RYAN — The fact here when you get down to
it is that the Leader of the Opposition over the course of
the past 12 months, aided and abetted by the member
for Monbulk and the member for Altona, has attempted
to construct this absolute fabrication of a bizarre
conspiracy theory. The real problem with this, as was
once famously said — —
Honourable members interjecting.

My discussions with the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, Ms Silver, and Deputy Premier Ryan
early on the morning of Friday, 6 May 2011, were concerned
with the general proposition of sending Mr Jones on leave
ahead of his resignation …

He concludes this paragraph — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader and
the Leader of the Opposition! Come to order!
Mr RYAN — And he — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition went out of the chamber yesterday and
he will go out again today.
Mr RYAN — He concludes his own comments by
saying:
My intention remained to require Mr Jones to take leave over
the next couple of weeks, until I was briefed about the Nick
McKenzie article for the Age concerning the murder of Carl
Williams and the roles of the Department of Justice and
Corrections Victoria in his management …

The SPEAKER — Order! Stop the clock.
Mr RYAN — Stop the clock!
Mr Andrews — I am happy to move an extension if
you want!
On a point of order on the issue of relevance, Speaker, I
am grateful for the Deputy Premier reading out other
parts of the report, but the question related very
specifically to whether he knew about the ‘gardening
leave’ before it occurred, and he should confine his
answer to that matter. I am delighted if he wants to keep
going, being clearer and clearer on that point. That
would be good, because that is what the question was
about.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. This is a serious matter. The Deputy Premier is
answering the question that was asked — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest that the
member listen in silence to the answer that is being
given.
Mr RYAN — The real problem, I say to the Leader
of the Opposition, as was once famously said — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! No more warnings. The
Leader of the Opposition will not be tolerated yelling
across the table to the other side. If he does it again, he
will be out.
Mr RYAN — The problem with the Leader of the
Opposition is, as was once famously said, ‘You can’t
handle the truth’.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
notwithstanding the very helpful Jack Nicholson quotes
from the Deputy Premier, I seek your guidance on
whether that sort of abuse is appropriate. Given that you
are happy to pull up, it would seem, almost everyone on
this side of the house, is that conduct appropriate for a
minister? Is that your view? The Deputy Premier can
behave like that — is that your view?
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not here to be
questioned on what my views are.

Carbon tax: regional and rural Victoria
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. In light of the motion passed
unanimously by this house, will the Deputy Premier
outline to the house the impacts of federal Labor’s
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carbon tax on regional and rural Victoria and its
economy?

by the carbon tax. The dairy industry alone estimates it
will add about 0.5 cents a litre to dairy processor costs.

Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Mildura for
his excellent question. As the house knows, the
Victorian government is investing very heavily in
regional and rural Victoria with the purpose of creating
prosperity, job opportunities and a better quality of life.
Since coming to government, through particularly the
use of the Regional Growth Fund (RGF), we have
invested in projects which have produced investments
totalling about $1.3 billion that have resulted directly in
the creation of another 1400 new jobs.

Because the dairy industry is so heavily export oriented
and because it has that particular exposure from the
perspective of its industry, the dairy companies will not
be able to pass on their costs, and it is going to be the
price takers, the farmers themselves, who are going to
have to wear this. The Department of Primary
Industries has considered the impact on individual dairy
farms. It has done a study of five particular farms it has
carefully considered, and it has come to the conclusion
that the average loss across those five farms is likely to
be over $18 000 every year, year upon year. Those
carbon tax policies are also going to react very
adversely on the forest and timber industries.

For example, in the Mildura region, the area
represented by the member who asked the question, we
are providing to the Mildura riverfront project and to
the airport redevelopment literally millions of dollars
which will ensure the creation of 54 direct jobs,
131 indirect jobs and another 57 jobs during the
construction phase. At Hazeldene’s Chicken Farms at
Lockwood a $2 million investment we have made from
the RGF will help facilitate 100 direct new jobs, over
1000 indirect new jobs and about 100 jobs in the
construction phase. We are making another
$1.5 million investment into the Latrobe Regional
Airport to facilitate the expansion of GippsAero, which
is going to be Australia’s largest aircraft manufacturing
business That will create another 100 new jobs.
Of course there are something of the order of 450-plus
projects that we are now running across the state of
Victoria resulting from the Regional Growth Fund. All
of this and more is going to be put at threat by Labor’s
carbon tax. It is going to undermine the work our
government has been engaged in, and it will impact
extraordinarily heavily upon the Latrobe Valley. The
valley is going to be the epicentre of the impact of this
tax. The government has been working with the
Latrobe Valley community to assist the region in the
diversification of its economy. As part of this, we have
established the Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund, and next month I will be launching
the Latrobe Valley Industry and Employment
Roadmap, which charts the future direction of the
Latrobe Valley, one of the great regions across our
state.
But of course there is going to be the impact of the
carbon tax to be contended with, particularly in the
Latrobe Valley. In the agriculture and food processing
industries, which are the foundation of the economy in
large parts of regional Victoria, intensive primary
industries and businesses associated with them,
especially the dairy industry, are all going to be hit hard

As we have seen over the past few days, the statistics
that have been released by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics show a very positive jobs growth trend in
Victoria — 47 600 additional jobs created over the last
12 months. The greatest threat to our economy is the
carbon tax. We are pleased to see today that the
Victorian Labor opposition agrees with us in our
estimate of that threat. The federal Labor government
should take heed of it also.

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
again direct my question to the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. It relates
to his previous answer and his reliance in that answer
on paragraph 118 of the Ombudsman’s report, wherein
Mr Overland in his evidence to the Ombudsman made
it clear that far from having a general conversation with
the Deputy Premier, he in fact had a conversation
relating to Sir Ken Jones. I ask: in light of this
contradiction, other contradictions with the member for
Benambra and countless others, how can any
Victorians believe a word you say?
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition has been in this Parliament for
a long time. Questions are to be directed through the
Chair, and I think in his question — and I ask you to
perhaps ask him to rephrase it — he asked why people
could believe what ‘you’ say. I suggest that he needs to
rephrase his question for that question to be a relevant
and eligible question in question time.
The SPEAKER — Order! I was giving
consideration to the question while it was being asked. I
think the Leader of the Opposition was in fact seeking
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an opinion, and I would ask him to just rephrase his
question.
Mr ANDREWS — I am delighted with the
opportunity to rephrase the question. It relates to the
minister’s previous answer. The question is to the
Deputy Premier. Would you like me to rephrase just the
end bit, perhaps?
The SPEAKER — I would like the Leader of the
Opposition to rephrase his question so that he is not
seeking an answer to an opinion.
Mr ANDREWS — Sorry, I am not following,
Speaker. So I am not seeking what?
The SPEAKER — The Leader of the Opposition,
in the way his question was asked previously, was
seeking an opinion, so I ask him to rephrase his
question. If he does not want to rephrase his question,
we will move on.
Mr ANDREWS — I am happy to rephrase the
question. My question is to the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. It relates
to his previous answer and his reliance in that answer
on paragraph 118 of the Ombudsman’s report, where
Simon Overland, in his contribution to the
Ombudsman, far from describing a general
conversation in fact details a conversation that was with
the Deputy Premier in relation to specifics about
Sir Ken Jones and the gardening leave. I ask the Deputy
Premier in his capacity as both the Deputy Premier and
a minister who has sworn an oath: in light of this
contradiction, contradictions with the member for
Benambra and countless others, how can any Victorian
believe a word he says?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — My evidence throughout this whole
process has been entirely consistent, and that is
reflected in this report. Paragraph 118 states:
My discussions with the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, Ms Silver, and Deputy Premier Ryan
early on the morning of Friday, 6 May 2011, were concerned
with the general proposition of sending Mr Jones on leave
ahead of his resignation taking effect.

The simple fact is that nothing was said about that day;
no reference was made about that day. Mr Overland
makes it very clear that there was no reference to that
day. The whole thesis that the opposition has tried to
build over the course of this last 12 months has been
that I incited Mr Overland to send Mr Jones on leave
that day. That is the proposition those opposite have
put. If you look at Hansard on — —
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Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker,
standing order 58 requires the Deputy Premier to be
factual and direct. The Deputy Premier has previously
said in this place that the conversation he had with
Simon Overland was not about Sir Ken Jones but about
the general proposition of someone leaving
employment. In the transcript of an interview on
9 May — —
The SPEAKER — Order! A point of order is not a
time for the member to debate the issue. The member’s
point of order should be in relation to what the Deputy
Premier is saying. I am saying that it is not up to me to
judge whether it is factual; it is not up to me to judge it.
Mr Merlino — The Deputy Premier is not telling
the truth, Speaker. That is the problem we are facing
today.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is the member’s
opinion, and he is debating the issue. I asked him for
his point of order. I do not uphold his point of order.
Mr RYAN — And so it is: a general proposition of
sending Mr Jones on leave ahead of his resignation.
The proposition that has been attempted to be
developed by members of the Labor opposition over
the course of these months has been founded on the
principle that I was purported to have directed
Mr Overland or given him to understand that I would
be comfortable with his sending Mr Jones on leave that
day. If you look at Hansard of 9 November last year,
there you will see it; if you look at Hansard of
10 November last year, there you will see it. That is the
proposition they were developing. They were wrong
then, and they are wrong now.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Treasurer. In light of the motion passed unanimously by
this house, will the Treasurer outline to the house the
impacts of federal Labor’s carbon tax on the Victorian
economy and Victorian jobs?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I would like to thank the
member for Bentleigh for her question and for her
concern about the carbon tax. The Victorian economy
and budget have faced many challenges since the
Baillieu government came to government: major cost
blow-outs left behind by the incompetent previous
Labor government — myki, Melbourne Markets, the
regional rail project and HealthSMART, just to name a
few — costing billions and billions of dollars; falling
productivity because the previous Labor government
would never stand up to the trade union movement; and

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
2956

ASSEMBLY

expenditure growth running at 7.3 per cent when
revenue was growing at only 6.9 per cent,
demonstrating that Labor could never manage money.
The Baillieu government is addressing these matters in
a responsible way. Despite inheriting these
circumstances, we are now faced with the Gillard Labor
government’s job-killing carbon tax. This will lay the
boots into every Victorian business, and it demonstrates
that Labor is held captive by the Greens. Access
Economics estimates that the per capita income of
Victorians will fall by $1050 by 2015. The Baillieu
government has always said that a carbon tax is bad
policy for Victoria, and it will be bad for the state
economy.
The budget update factors in the significant impact that
the carbon tax will be expected to have on Victorian
growth, employment and prices. The estimated growth
will be 0.25 per cent lower than was anticipated,
consumption will be deferred or reduced and
employment growth will be around 7000 jobs less
because of the carbon tax. With the carbon tax, it is also
expected that prices will rise by 0.7 per cent in
2012–13, and that increase will accelerate to 0.9 per
cent by 2015–16.
The Gillard government says a lot about its
compensation scheme. Let me say that this is a sham,
an absolute sham. Every time a Victorian school light
goes on, it will be hit by the carbon tax. Will there be
any compensation? There will be no compensation.
Every time a Victorian hospital performs an operation
or treats someone in an emergency department, it will
be hit by the carbon tax. And will there be any
compensation? No, there will be no compensation.
Every time a tram or a train moves in metropolitan
Melbourne, will there be any compensation for the
carbon tax? There will be no compensation.
To create jobs the Baillieu government has boosted
funding in agriculture, manufacturing and international
engagement. We have committed $5.8 billion in extra
infrastructure spending. But the Gillard Labor
government’s job-killing carbon tax has raised
uncertainty, especially in the manufacturing sector. Not
only is it faced with a high Australian dollar but it is
going to be hit with this unfair carbon tax through
higher power prices. This will be devastating, and jobs
will be lost. It is now time for state Labor to put aside
its mateship with the Gillard Labor government and
stand shoulder to shoulder with the Baillieu
government in opposing this carbon tax that is unfair
for Victorians.
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Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
questions is again for the Deputy Premier and Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, and it refers to his
last answer and indeed the one before that. I ask him
again: how is it that the Deputy Premier expects
Victorians to accept his reliance on Mr Overland’s
proposition and his testimony to the Ombudsman that
the conversation was not of a general nature but in fact
mentioned and related specifically to Sir Ken Jones?
How does the Deputy Premier explain yet another
inconsistency between his recollection and that of the
person he was talking to?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I again thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question. I was talking about a general principle;
Mr Overland was talking about a general proposition.
People will make of that what they will.

Carbon tax: local government
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Minister for Local Government. In light of the
motion passed unanimously by this house, will the
minister outline to the house the impacts of federal
Labor’s carbon tax on Victorian ratepayers and local
government?
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I thank the member for South Barwon for his question
and for his interest in this area, given that he knows
what the impacts of the carbon tax will be on the
Greater Geelong City Council. I know that every
resident in Geelong will be affected by this, because the
council will be hit hard by this great big new tax that
will be coming in shortly — the federal Labor
government’s carbon tax.
This complex, burdensome and expensive new tax is
just 11 days away. As the Minister for Local
Government I can confirm that our local councils are
starting to understand just how much the carbon tax is
going to cost councils and services across Victoria.
Earlier this year the Municipal Association of Victoria
released figures which estimated that the median impact
will be 1.5 per cent on Victorian councils.
When applying MAV’s estimate to the total rates
revenue of Victorian councils, the cost of this tax comes
out at almost $56 million. Those taxes have to be paid
by someone. It is possible we could see $56 million
pass straight through to the ratepayers of Victoria. What
we know is that this tax will impose additional hardship
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on Victorian families. While families are all ready
struggling under the pressure of the cost of living, this
$56 million hit is something Victorian families cannot
afford.
The Gillard tax is not just going to impose a
$56 million hit on councils, there will also be another
hit on council waste facilities. The Clean Energy
Regulator has recently released its list of
carbon-tax-exposed companies. The Hume, Geelong,
Wyndham and Bendigo councils will all be hit by a
$23-a-tonne carbon tax. Recent reports in the Herald
Sun and the Sydney Morning Herald show that the
Greater Bendigo City Council’s exposure will be the
equivalent of a 1.7 per cent rate increase as a result of
the carbon tax. For Bendigo council that is about
$1.2 million in new taxes.
Yesterday when the motion setting out how bad this
new carbon tax will be for the Victorian economy and
for hardworking Victorians was passed, it was without
division. While it is a relief to see that those members
opposite recognise just how damaging this carbon tax
is — and it will be for Victoria — it is a pity they did
nothing to stop their federal colleagues bringing in this
new tax. Our local councils are on the front line of
service delivery and on the front line in relation to the
impacts of this great big new carbon tax.
There are 79 councils in Victoria, and every single
council in Victoria will be impacted by this toxic
carbon tax, which means that ratepayers will be
impacted. Julia Gillard’s carbon tax will destroy
Victorian jobs and increase the cost of living for
hardworking Victorians and their families.

Premier: answers to questions without notice
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
refusal in some 27 question times this year to answer
questions relating to the conduct of the member for
Frankston, public sector job cuts, cuts to TAFE and the
education maintenance allowance, abolishing the
School Start bonus, teachers pay, the failure to protect
jobs, where new hospital beds will be and indeed the
dirty deeds of the Deputy Premier, and I ask: when will
the Premier stop treating this Parliament with contempt
or, let me guess, does he not accept the premise of the
question?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his very penetrating question at the
end of the session! The Leader of the Opposition is
wrong, and the only difference between this question
and almost every other question he has asked is that this
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time he obviously knows he is wrong. He is wrong in
every single way. His backbench should know it and
his frontbench knows it; the Leader of the Opposition
remains wrong. He remains silent on every significant
issue that affects Victoria. That is the way of the
opposition here: it is silent on the big issues and wrong
on the questions. The Leader of the Opposition is
wrong in the way he runs his frontbench and his
backbench, and they know it.

Carbon tax: energy prices
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — My question
is to the Minister for Energy and Resources. In light of
the motion that was passed unanimously by this house,
will the minister outline to the house the impacts of
federal Labor’s carbon tax on the cost of energy for
Victorians?
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Ferntree Gully
for his question, and can I say I accept the premise of
his question! He is absolutely right — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order so we can hear the answer.
Mr O’BRIEN — This is a very important question,
because the price of utilities is a crucial hip pocket issue
for Victorian families. We understand that the cost of
gas and the cost of electricity are major imposts on
Victorian households and Victorian businesses. Good
governments try to put downward pressure on utility
prices; bad governments jack up utility prices. We can
see the contrast between the Victorian state government
and the federal government. We have extended the
concession for electricity from six months of the year to
year round, and we have doubled the energy saver
incentive to get more energy efficient products out into
homes and out into business to try to reduce those cost
pressures. While the Victorian state government is
trying to put downward pressure on utility prices, by
contrast we are seeing the federal Labor government
jacking up utility prices, most importantly in relation to
electricity and gas.
The largest three energy retailers in Victoria recently
announced changes to their standing offer tariffs to take
effect on 1 July. TRUenergy is putting up electricity
prices by 8.6 per cent and gas prices by 9.2 per cent.
Origin is putting electricity prices up by 14 per cent and
gas prices up by 14 per cent. AGL is putting its prices
up by 14.6 per cent for electricity and 12 per cent for
gas. This is going to lead to an average annual
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household electricity bill increase of between $110 and
$200 a year. And what have we heard in this house?
We heard the member for Albert Park say the price
impacts would be modest. The member for Ballarat
East said in relation to the carbon pricing scheme that
there were false concerns. We have an opposition that
does not care about the impact of the carbon tax on
Victorian families.
Look at the business impact. Russell Zimmerman from
the Australian Retailers Association was quoted as
saying that shop owners face a big hit from the tax and
would pass much of the cost to customers. Toyota
Australia’s CEO, Max Yasuda, said, ‘We estimate that
the $23 per tonne tax on carbon will increase Toyota
Australia’s costs by up to $15 million a year’. Why
would you try to single out the manufacturing industry
for pain? In these tough economic times why would
you make it harder for manufacturing companies to
employ Victorians? Members should look at the
comments of Andrew Reitzer, the CEO of Australia’s
biggest grocery wholesaler, Metcash. He said, ‘It’s
almost a guarantee the consumer is going to pay more’.
That is as a result of the carbon tax.
This is a bad tax that is hurting Victorian families,
hurting Victorian workers and hurting Victorian
businesses. Members opposite squibbed it. They had
the chance to go on the record. They ran up the white
flag. They were cowards yesterday, but Victorians
know where members opposite stand — they stand
with their Labor mates, not with Victorian families and
not with Victorian businesses.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is our last question
time for this half of the year. Can I say that I found the
disgraceful behaviour today absolutely appalling. There
are people in the gallery who will leave today having
seen what the Victorian Parliament has done today —
the appalling behaviour, the lack of respect by members
for one another and the lack of respect for the traditions
of this Parliament. Members should think about it in the
break. Members should reflect a little on where they are
standing, what they are saying and what they are doing,
because the behaviour of members has been appalling.

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — Any bill that reduces
the cost pressures and red tape burdens on individuals
in Victoria is a good thing. This bill does both of those
things by making firewood collection on public land
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simpler and more affordable. As a result I have no
hesitation whatsoever in commending the bill to the
house and wishing it a speedy passage.
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I rise to speak on the
Forests Amendment Bill 2012. This is one of those bills
that is introduced in order to put in controls. It allows
for firewood collection in various locations, which may
have sounded like a tremendous idea at the onset of the
election campaign but when you have to organise and
implement it and see how cost effective it is, it starts to
present a number of challenges.
There is quite a contrast and a difference between
something being valueless and something being
priceless. The firewood that will be collected sits
somewhere in between. It has a value; that is why
people want to collect that firewood. If the government
wants to allow people to collect it at no cost, that is fair
enough, but it still has a value and somehow you have
to locate a value for that item because it is in demand. If
you do not locate a value for it, then it sits not as
priceless but maybe valueless when it in fact has a
value. The trouble with that is that if you do not allocate
a value, there is no transparency, and if you do not have
transparency in reporting on what the value of that
firewood is, you will get different and bizarre impacts
as an outcome of this legislation. That is why the
opposition has sought a reasoned amendment in order
to have this bill considered by the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee of the Parliament.
Basically the introduction of free firewood collection
means that there may be an impact on a range of
businesses in country communities, particularly some
of the smaller businesses. Some of those retailers might
sell firewood either packaged or unpackaged in various
locations, which might not earn them much but might
mean the difference between their business being viable
and not being viable or it might make it more viable by
bringing people to their business who will then spend
more money. That might be service stations that sell
bundles of firewood; if people go there and spend
money on petrol, they may buy the other add-ons as
well. The difficulty is that without consideration of
what the effects of free firewood collection will be,
there is no consideration of the impact on those various
small businesses, many of which are in regional areas.
I suspect that what may have sounded like a
tremendous election policy has presented a number of
concerns in those local communities, particularly to
some of those small business retailers who need every
dollar they can get and every person they can get
coming through the door to spend more dollars. The
issue here is that I suspect no business impact statement
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had been undertaken by the government when this
legislation was brought to the cabinet. If the
government had had a proper consultation period
around a business impact statement, I suspect it would
have found that whilst it wants to give the firewood
away for free, it is not really free; it is actually
inadvertently subsidised.
The people collecting the firewood may want to spend
the money and take the time and effort to go and collect
it, and that is a fair and reasonable thing. But if they are
collecting something of value to them, the government
should allocate that value. Somewhere in the great
scheme of things the value of that asset should be
transparent and it should be documented. That is not to
stop people from collecting it, but that asset, which is
being made free by this government through legislation
that provides for free firewood collection, also is a
value asset to those retailers who might sell the
equivalent asset. Giving the asset away for free is
actually undermining the value of the asset to the
retailers. They might have it in stock and try to sell it, or
they might use it as a mechanism to attract other people
to the retail business.
I am concerned about the broader impacts. There will
be a whole lot of reasons why there may be better or
worse environmental impacts — I am not saying one
way or the other — and I think that is worthy of
consideration by the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee of the Parliament. From what we
have heard, there will be some safeguards and
mechanisms in place to make sure people do not take
hollow logs or various trees that might harbour birds or
other wildlife, and that is very important.
I remind members of the cockatoo that was the
Commonwealth Games mascot. The reason that
cockatoo was selected was that it was an endangered
bird.
An honourable member — What was its name?
Mr MADDEN — Karak. I think it was a
red-crested — —
Dr Napthine — A red-tailed black cockatoo.
Mr MADDEN — A red-tailed black cockatoo;
thank you very much. One of the things about that
cockatoo is that its numbers were diminished because it
used to harbour and have its nest in the hollowed-out
sections of trees, many of them dead trees. As farmers
cleared those trees off their land, as they probably had
an entitlement to do, the trouble was that there was
nowhere for those birds to harbour and nest, so we saw
a diminished population of the red-tailed black
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cockatoo. The government needs to make sure there are
safeguard mechanisms in place so that people do not
take the older trees that are dead but are still used by
bird life and other wildlife to harbour or nest in. I hope
those mechanisms are put in place; I look forward to
them being put in place.
There is also a cost to that, and that is part of the
economic analysis or the cost-benefit analysis that
should have been — and I would hope has been —
undertaken as part of the considerations by this
government. If it has not been undertaken, there will be
perverse impacts as an outcome of this legislation. It
will impact retailers and small businesses in regional
areas, and it may have a significant and direct impact
on wildlife in some of the forest locations.
If there is a cost allocated to firewood — and I believe
there should be — that should be transparent. It should
be recognised as an asset, with a cost, and reported on.
Determinations can then be made in the future about the
cost of that asset and the pros and cons of providing it
in the way the government suggests it will through this
legislation. If there is not, the asset remains invisible
and the reporting on it is not transparent. It then
becomes harder to understand how you may or may not
regulate it or how you adjust that regulation in future,
because you become blind to the impact of it if it is not
reported on.
It is one thing to give things away or allow people to
have things for free; I am not saying you should not, but
you should know what the value of that asset is to the
government and to those individuals or businesses that
may feel the impact of decisions about that asset. It is
important that the government acknowledge that
firewood is in some way an asset, that a value must be
attributed to that asset and that it should be reported on.
That is not to stop what the government is doing;
however, unless it does that, it will never know the
value cost to the economy or to those businesses that
can no longer provide that asset to the same people who
may be accessing the firewood for free.
It is an important issue that this government has
ignored, much to its peril. We will see that this will
have an impact on small businesses in the regions that
sell firewood one way or another and on people who
cart firewood one way or another or provide other
services around firewood to other people in regional
areas. It is not to say it should not happen, but the
government should know that cost and the impact its
legislation will have before it makes such a decision,
instead of making a decision as a pre-election
commitment only to find that that decision is not
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without significant complexities when trying to
implement it.
The critical issue here is to do the background work so
that in years to come, when the government has to
reconsider or has to cost the impact, the regulation or
the monitoring of it, it knows not only the cost to
government by the personnel who have to work on it
but also the cost to government of the asset that in a
sense it is now disposing of freely. Firewood is
obviously not valueless and it is not priceless, so it does
have some sort of price or value. But the government
remains, and will remain, blind to it, and I believe that
is much to its peril.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to support the
Forests Amendment Bill 2012. I listened to the member
for Essendon talk about the value of firewood for the
area and how this measure will affect people. I will tell
you how people in my electorate have been affected. In
Powelltown people have no access to natural gas. They
have difficulty even getting liquefied petroleum gas up
there. On top of this, electricity costs are going to
escalate from 1 July when the carbon tax comes in.
People in Powelltown want to have the same access as
we do to fuel to heat their homes.
The member for Essendon also talked about our
election commitments; we committed to this in the
2010 election campaign. It is another commitment on
which the coalition government is delivering. We are
proud that we are delivering on all our commitments
from the 2010 election. We will deliver on our
commitments. I seem to remember the Leader of the
Opposition standing out the front of this place saying
that he was going to hold us to every one of those
commitments. This is a commitment that will benefit
the people in the electorate of Gembrook, particularly
those who do not have access to natural gas at the
moment.
However, in saying that I point out that we look
forward to getting natural gas up in Warburton as part
of the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund. Money from
that fund will be used to provide natural gas for the
Warburton area, and this will obviously alleviate the
issues associated with open fires. We will put in natural
gas in this term of government, and we look forward to
doing that.
The bill reinforces the government’s commitment to
making firewood collection on public land simpler and
more affordable. It will also cut red tape — another one
of our election commitments. We committed to cutting
red tape for Victorians to ensure that they have the
ability to access firewood, as well as government
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services, with ease and in the best possible way. The
abolition of firewood permits reduces the burden of red
tape associated with personal firewood collection and
makes it easier for households.
I spoke about Powelltown. A lot of people may know
that Powelltown, Yarra Junction and Warburton are all
timber towns. They are all built on the timber industry,
which is a very important employer in the Gembrook
electorate. It is an industry that we wholeheartedly
support and will continue to support. Even The
Nationals candidate for the seat of Gembrook at the last
election, Peter McConachy, has an involvement in the
timber industry. Peter McConachy still sells firewood
to locals; he has one of those small businesses to which
the member for Essendon referred. I can assure the
house that we have gone out and spoken to people like
Peter McConachy, and we understand how this
legislation will affect people like him who live in small
communities. We understand his views. His opinion is
that this legislation will not actually change his business
that much, because people enjoy supporting their local
businesses, which in his case is delivering firewood in
the local area.
The bill also creates strong deterrents for people who
do not adhere to the firewood collection rules and who
continue to undertake illegal commercial firewood
collection. It is very important that we put policies in
place to deter people from doing what they are not
supposed to do and that we protect the environment to
make sure that not too much firewood is taken out.
During the election campaign someone in the
Gembrook electorate said conservation was very
important. The Nationals and Liberals are all very good
at it. We are not into preservation; we are into
conservation. This is all part of the policies we are
putting in place in Victoria — to ensure the
conservation of Victoria so we make it a better and
more sustainable place.
We have a lot of industries that rely on natural
resources. Conservation is the key to keeping these
industries sustainable for the future. These industries
support many employment opportunities throughout
my electorate. Employers like Australian Paper support
employment opportunities, and many other industries
rely on the timber. They also support the firewood
collection regimes that are currently in place. I think it
is important that all those industries are involved. It is
also important that we protect those industries and the
timber industry in the Gembrook electorate.
Just this weekend I opened the trail from La La Falls to
Warburton on behalf of the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. La La Falls is another good
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example of an area that was associated with timber and
logging many years ago. There was also a trail between
Warburton and Powelltown along which a train moved
timber from Powelltown down to Launching Place. The
government, working with local communities, is
making sure that we do not forget the history of this
area; we are making sure that we do not forget the
timber industry that built these towns. We have
placards, photos and information describing how towns
like Gladysdale were built. Towns all the way through
to Yarra Junction were built on the back of the timber
industry. We now have these 100-year-old photos that
support and celebrate this fantastic industry in the
Gembrook electorate.
These photos encourage tourism. We now have tourism
throughout the Gembrook electorate thanks to these
fantastic photos that show the importance of the timber
industry — and we have a fantastic walk. Bridges have
been rebuilt; we have new brick bridges. Eventually
there will be a 32-kilometre track enabling people to
start in Yarra Junction and work their way down to
Powelltown. Along this trail people will be able to see
how these areas were built on the back of the timber
industry all those years ago.
Firewood may be collected in the designated areas
between 1 March and 30 June and 1 September and
30 November. Standing outside today — even here in
the city, not in Powelltown — it is freezing. If you are
in Powelltown, Gladysdale or Three Bridges in a house
that was built nearly 80 years ago, your only heating
choice is firewood. The government wants to make sure
that we support families so that they can get firewood at
no cost to enable them to continue to heat their homes,
as we would down here with natural gas. We want to
protect the rights of those families. We want to protect
the people who want to get out there, do the hard yards
and bring in firewood during these months. We want to
make sure they have enough wood for their everyday
use.
Some of the people with properties up there use wood
not only for heat but also for cooking. There is nothing
better than being at a potbelly stove and having a nice
cup of tea. People up there have some fantastic
opportunities to get those potbelly stoves going.
Dr Sykes — And scones and jam?
Mr BATTIN — We can have some scones and jam,
as the member for Benalla said. We are more than
happy to do that. Come up to Powelltown Football
Club; all The Nationals members are welcome to visit
and talk about scones and jam. We will organise that.
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An honourable member — And a wood raffle!
Mr BATTIN — And a wood raffle. The scones will
most likely be cooked in a stove heated with timber that
has been picked up between the months of March and
June. We are making sure people do not need a permit
to go out and collect that timber so that they can carry
on their everyday activities without any hassle at all.
With that short contribution, I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I also rise to address the
Forests Amendment Bill 2012. In so doing I want to
reaffirm the opposition’s position that this bill and its
implications should properly be considered through a
joint parliamentary process by the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee. The reason for this is
that we do not want to see a repeat of the sloppy
legislative efforts that have accompanied the
introduction of this initiative into Victoria.
The minister at the table, the Minister for Ports, has
been quite outspoken in the past about what he sees as
sloppy legislative initiatives; however, you could not
find a more dramatic demonstration of a very poor
approach to introducing public policy into the lawful
domain of this state than this bill. The initial legal
bungle was made when the government changed the
regulations and published arrangements for firewood
collection without a permit, failing to change the
legislation which in fact still held penalties for
collecting without a permit. Whilst the regulations
empowered people, the overriding principle of statutory
interpretation which holds that legislation prevails over
the regulation effectively made it impossible for the
lawful collection of firewood without in fact running
foul of the legislative prohibitions and the requirements
under which firewood could be lawfully collected.
This is a bungle, and it is a demonstration that this
government had not thought through either its policy or
the way that it sought to implement its policy. We on
this side of the chamber believe that if you are going to
go through the process of legislating in this place,
especially if you are going to change the very way in
which public policy is implemented and change the
process for the collection of firewood that was
established by Henry Bolte and his government back in
1958, then it might be useful to understand the full
implications of what you are doing. This is a clear
demonstration of a government that has not thought
through the implications of its policy and what it
means. Most notably, the government has not thought
through how it can give the requisite level of legal
assurance to those who seek to avail themselves of the
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increased capacity to access firewood under these
arrangements without the requirement for a permit.

are serious doubts in country Victoria about whether in
fact that is happening here.

Prior to the last election the coalition promised to scrap
firewood collection permits. That is the main purpose
of this bill — to abolish the need for a permit. The bill
establishes two collection seasons each financial year:
the autumn and spring. It designates areas in state
forests for the collection of firewood. The intention was
also to provide flexibility to ensure that firewood
supplies could be managed into the long term, and
provide safeguards around that, and to create a series of
offences to encourage appropriate behaviour and deter
illegal firewood collection.

The article goes on to say:

The question that has to be asked is: does this bill
achieve that objective? There are very serious questions
being asked in country Victoria about whether this bill
achieves that objective. For example, in the Weekly
Times of 2 May 2012, under the heading ‘Raids on
firewood — Open slather as traders abuse no-permit
collection’, there is an article which states:
Commercial operators from Melbourne have been accused of
‘cleaning out’ the free collection areas supposed to provide
winter warmth to country residents.
Even the homeowners are taking part in the illegal ‘firewood
free-for-all’, as the government policy has been dubbed by
environmentalists.

The article goes on to say, quoting a speaker on behalf
of a number of environmental groups:
‘The intentions were good but the result has been a disaster’,
angry Axedale resident Jeff Wallis said. ‘I’ve been out a few
weekends now to get my wood for the winter and there’s not
a scrap left’.
North Central Catchment Management Authority member
James Williams said the government no longer had staff to
patrol firewood-collection points.

Here is the basic principle that underpins the loss of the
permit arrangements. There is also a similar loss of
capacity to resource adequate enforcement around these
arrangements. As the North Central Catchment
Management Authority member said, merchants from
the city are going in and they are just taking everything.
The free system was always going to be open to abuse.
Where are the safeguards in this legislative scheme?
Where is the commitment to effectively resourcing it so
that country people can be assured that the opening up
of access to firewood on roadside areas is being
appropriately policed and that that policing is being
adequately made available for those who legitimately
seek to work within the confines, constraints and
safeguards incorporated within the legislation? There

Permits costing $20 to $30 were abolished last September by
the coalition government, which said the ‘new approach will
reduce the burden of red tape’ and ‘make it easier for
households to access an annual supply of firewood’.

Of course as we heard in the earlier part of that article,
it is only cheaper and it is only easier if there is wood to
access. If there is not, then in effect all you have is a
system where people are being severely compromised
in terms of access to a resource that is finite and that
ultimately is one that many households, particularly in
country Victoria, depend upon.
Similarly, in the Mildura Weekly of 4 May 2012 an
article under the heading ‘Firewood collection — The
burning question’ states:
According to the Victorian National Parks Association, when
Premier Ted Baillieu changed a system that had been
operating since 1958, he left it open for homeowners to be
liable for fines of up to $6000, or a year’s jail!

This is effectively confirming what the opposition is
saying: that this is a clear demonstration of the
miscalculation of this government. This is legislative
stupidity. The government has effectively put the
regulation before the legislation. It has failed to
recognise that and failed to put in place a legislative
scheme that appreciates not only the safeguards but also
the means by which you ensure available supplies of
firewood and environmental safeguards in terms of the
protection of flora and fauna that depend upon felled
timber as part of their ecosystem. The government has
also failed to recognise that country people deserve the
right to be protected from those who come into their
communities and actually clear out those communities.
That is an issue that has not been worked through.
The article goes on to talk about the need to amend the
bill ‘to align the legislation with the government’s
existing policy’. So here we are cleaning up in a
retrospective sense after an abject failure of legislative
effectiveness. The article continues:
The scrapping of the firewood permit system by the Baillieu
government was the biggest single change to a system that
had been introduced —

once again I refer to this —
by the Liberal Bolte government in 1958.

There are key issues of concern around the way this
legislation operates. The free-for-all that has existed
since last year has resulted in growing concern among
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country people that it is open to abuse. The impact of
private firewood organisations like the Northern United
Forestry Group and the potential for the loss of jobs in
Victoria have not been addressed. Some communities
are likely to be worse off, for example those in
Gippsland. There are unclear arrangements both in
compliance and monitoring. There are also unclear
arrangements for ensuring sustainable levels of
firewood collection. Finally, it is unclear what level of
environmental impact increased firewood collection
will have.
All these things demand a clear assessment of the
consequences of the legislation by the government. We
have seen regulation without legislation. The
government has not seen the forest for the trees in a
statutory sense. The opposition urges the government to
take up the opportunity the reasoned amendment
presents — that is, to enable a serious analysis of this
issue so that country people can have consistent, clear
access to a system that is appropriately enforced and
managed so as to preserve their resource for the future.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (VET SECTOR,
UNIVERSITIES AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 June; motion of
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education).
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to continue my contribution to this
debate, which I started yesterday. Members should
keep in mind the reason we are debating this piece of
legislation — to strengthen Victoria’s vocational
training system. That is key.
I will start by talking about the impact of this legislation
on apprenticeships and how it will play out. The bill
will transfer responsibility for the regulation of
apprentices from the Victorian Skills Commission to
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority.
The VRQA was set up in 2007 as the state’s regulator
for all educational sectors except apprenticeships and
traineeships, which were regulated by the commission.
If you think about how that separation plays out, you
see there is a split in the areas of responsibility. On one
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hand we have the commission determining and
regulating the training programs for apprentices and
trainees — and that covers both workplace training and
the educational course components — and on the other
hand we have the VRQA accrediting the courses and
regulating the institutions that provide them. This bill
will transfer the regulatory responsibilities from the
VSC to the VRQA. The commission also has the power
to recommend the removal of unsatisfactory directors,
and we know that from time to time that sort of thing is
required. That is now being altered to give the minister
that power.
I will reflect for a moment on the VSC and the VRQA.
When you have each organisation almost having a hand
in both apprenticeships and traineeships, there has to be
a duplication of services. Sometimes getting clarity
around roles and some of those trickier things by
putting all in the one spot is not a bad thing. If this is
what the opposition is opposing, I am a bit surprised by
the narrowness of its understanding.
In regard to the second area, the governance of the adult
education sector, Victoria has two major adult
education institutions, and they are very well known —
the Council of Adult Education (CAE) and Adult
Multicultural Education Services (AMES). Bringing
their governance into line with that of TAFE institutes
implements a recommendation arising from some work
done by the State Services Authority. If we think about
what the State Services Authority is there to do, we see
it is there to identify opportunities to improve the
delivery and integration of Victorian government
services. We are really talking about efficiencies and
the effectiveness of the way they run. The State
Services Authority would then make reports to the
government about these delivery outcomes.
The State Services Authority’s recommendation was to
bring the governance of the adult education institutions
in line with that of TAFE institutions. What does this
mean for the CAE and AMES? It means that they need
to prepare a long-term strategic plan — and that is what
you would think any business would do — and then to
present it to the minister. They will also need to prepare
annual statements of corporate intent, setting out what
they intend to do next year and what they have done in
the last year. Looking at that you would think that in
terms of regulation that is not out of the ordinary; it is
something you would expect could be done and
perhaps should be done.
Another requirement is that the organisations hold
annual general meetings which are open to the public
where they report on the previous year’s activities and
outline their plans for the next year. That will
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strengthen the governance of these institutions as they
move into line with the governance of TAFE institutes.
I believe that is a strong point.
When we think about governance of regional councils
of adult education, we realise there has been a bit of a
change of landscape. Things have altered in the state. A
lot of things have happened over time and governance
needs to be reflective of that change. We have seen a
change from their having to be incorporated entities to a
situation where the staff are now employed externally
by the department. With that change there need to be
some alterations. Regional councils still have an
advisory and planning role in the adult education and
further education community, and in their respective
regions this is important because it allows them to
consult with the adult and further education boards.
I turn now to regulation that applies when a provider is
not meeting its responsibilities. I think this is fairly
important as well, because there are times when this
does happen and penalties may be required, although
they are not what is always required. The bill provides
some options to the VRQA and the courts in regulating
providers and also provides a degree of flexibility. I am
always pleased to look at initiatives that incorporate a
component of flexibility because it allows people to
think outside of the box and come up with creative and
innovative solutions to problems.
Flexibility is important because regulating the providers
is not an all-or-nothing proposition. Sometimes a
provider might not be performing well in one way but
in a whole number of others is performing quite okay. I
think being able to come up with a plan — an
improvement plan, for example — that the provider can
work on to bring one or maybe two components up to
speed rather than penalising the entire operation is a
good thing. Having that flexibility lets the provider
undertake some positive action by which they may be
able to improve their performance or remedy the
situation. It could be argued that this change will put
additional compliance factors in place, but in fact it
does not increase the regulatory requirements placed on
educational training providers.
Another element of the bill is the facilitation of
cooperation between Victoria’s education regulator and
its commonwealth counterparts. There may be times
when information sharing is required, and the bill
contains provisions for that to occur should that be the
case. It may be that a provider operates across
educational sectors; sometimes they will have a foot in
each camp and be moving from the Victorian to the
national sector. The bill makes provision to facilitate
that so that we do not lose a lot of learnings and vital
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information that may be integral to what we need to go
forward. There is also clarification around the
long-established policy of full-time public sector
employees not being eligible for additional
remuneration as members of government boards, which
applies to the directors of TAFE institute boards.
As I said at the start of my contribution, these
amendments are intended to strengthen Victoria’s
training system. The training system is important for
the future. It is important to all our futures, to the
strength of the economy going forward and to the
provision of training for jobs. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I am
pleased to be speaking in this debate. It is unfortunate
that the opposition is in the position of having to oppose
this bill. The government clearly has not explained its
case for shifting responsibility for apprenticeships. It
has not been out there consulting and seeking
consensus on taking this function from the Victorian
Skills Commission and giving it to the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA),
which has inadequate resources to do its existing job,
let alone take on additional responsibilities.
The fact that we are opposing the bill is not to say we
do not think there are reasonable or good provisions in
it. Because the house is not going through the bill
clause by clause, if you are opposed to one thing in it,
you have by definition to vote against others. But we
acknowledge that there are some important things in
this bill, like more transparency and planning around
our multicultural education service and the Centre for
Adult Education. There are some very valuable
changes, including provision for the transfer of
information from the VRQA to the federal registration
body as part of the sharing of information and resources
aimed at helping strengthen the sector following some
of the issues we had around international students and
inappropriate practices among providers. That is aimed
at having a more uniform and coordinated federal
approach.
I want to focus my limited comments on what is
happening in the whole skills area. It is fair to say that
there are fundamental changes going on as part of
government policy that a lot of people do not support.
We have seen changes in the industry training advisory
boards, and we have seen the massive cutbacks in the
budget for the TAFE sector that we are still working
through to understand the implications of in terms of
the skills that are available in our community, and of
course now we have this bill, which takes this
important function out of the hands of the Victorian
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Skills Commission without consultation, and we clearly
have to wonder why there is all this secrecy about this
very important area of public policy.

future — whether they should enter the TAFE sector
and apprenticeships and whether government support
will be available.

The skill sets that we have in our community and how
we plan and coordinate those are really the future
fundamentals of the Victorian and Australian
economies. Apprenticeships are a very important part
of that, and I think they are very relevant to each and
every one of us as members of Parliament. They are
particularly relevant to me in an electorate like
Dandenong, where people see the apprenticeship
system as their opportunity of not only giving back to
society in a useful way but also getting a bit of a leg-up
in life. Many Dandenong people, being migrants and
refugees, see the apprenticeship system as their chance
to advance their life and contribute to Australia.

When you see that the Chisholm Institute of TAFE,
which is in my electorate and is the biggest TAFE
provider, is going to lose one-third of its budget, you
cannot tell me that areas like this will not be affected at
the end of the day. It is not only about whether they will
be affected by courses or apprenticeships being limited
or unavailable, it is also about where those courses
might be available. The reality is that Chisholm has six
campuses. The Acting Speaker would be aware of one
of them, which is very close to his electorate. My
understanding is that the Rosebud facility on the
Mornington Peninsula is being subsidised at the
moment, as is the Wonthaggi facility. As the third
smallest campus, Cranbourne is also likely to have to
be subsidised.

The lack of consultation on this bill highlights some of
the issues for us. We know, because it is in the public
arena, that there has been a KPMG report that
re-examines and re-projects policy in the skills and
training area in Victoria. It is a report that only the
government is privy to, a report that is not available in
the broad arena, so we cannot develop a clear
understanding from it of whether the changes and
direction the government wants to take the skills and
training sector in is an appropriate way to go. When
you deal with issues in a secret way it is not surprising
that there would be so many on the committee and so
many stakeholders that do not support what is
happening and are cynical about the changes. This is an
example of that.
The VRQA is a very important body. One would think
it would need additional resources to do its existing job.
We have an expanding private registered training
organisation (RTO) sector. We still need to improve our
competitiveness in the international education market
because student numbers have dropped. The VRQA
has a very important role in this sort of area, and it is
also involved in the apprenticeship area, which is a
strategic area. The reality is that if we do not have
apprentices, we do not have the skills of the future.
Therefore we need to build up broader support for the
processes around supporting apprentices. We see the
massive changes and cutbacks that are going on in the
TAFE sector, and we do not know what impact they
will have on either the apprenticeship area or the whole
skills area of the TAFE sector.
We know there is a lot of anxiety and concern around
confidence in our vocational training system in Victoria
because of the massive changes that are going on. As
students try to plan their enrolments for next year, many
would be wondering what is worth their while for the

There are issues about the courses that are available in
those communities for young people to access
directly — that is, local institutions. Are those young
people able to travel to gain access to the skills they
need? If they are at a geographical disadvantage, will it
mean that they simply are not able to gain access to the
skills they need? The good thing about the TAFE sector
is that it tries to match the job needs of the local
community. TAFE campuses try to deliver that
outcome; they look at the local demand from
employers. They try to match that with local demand
from applicants and deliver the appropriate course
outcomes. However, the cuts we are seeing are going to
force TAFE institutes to make drastic changes, which
will mean they will get rid of courses, and they will do
that in apprenticeship areas where there is not a huge
number of applicants, and this may be in very important
strategic industries, like boatbuilding, for example.
Mr Foley — Racing.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Absolutely — there is
also the racing industry and a few others. There are
some other areas that do not see a huge number of
applicants, but they are important in getting people
access to training for jobs and the careers they want to
develop, but just as importantly, those jobs are also
essential for the functionality and viability of those
industries. Clearly we are going to see big impacts as a
result of this.
Do not be surprised if we are quite cynical about these
very big changes that are occurring. The lack of
confidence is starting to impact. I would hope that the
government would give the VRQA more resources, the
resources it needs to be able to monitor and regulate its
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existing responsibilities. There are various RTOs out
there. Their numbers have increased in recent years.
There are a number of not-for-profit RTOs and a whole
lot of private ones. Even with the vocational reforms
that are going on, there is not only concern about some
private sector RTOs that currently exist, but even the
good private RTOs are concerned that we are going to
end up seeing an element of what occurred with the
international student market — a lot of fly-by-nighters
and a lot of courses that are not necessarily delivering
the outcomes industry needs or are not necessarily as
good for the applicants. The VRQA needs the right sort
of resources to deal with that, not to have something
taken out of the existing minimal resources it has.
The whole linkage around skills that leads a person into
an apprenticeship and getting a job is something that
historically has had tripartite involvement —
government, industry and trade unions. This is
something that all three elements of the community —
being workers, employers and government — have
needed to work on in a tripartite way and to coordinate.
In my view the Victorian Skills Commission has done
quite a reasonable job on that.
The government has provided no reason why this
function is being taken out, except for what we know
about: its paranoia about having to deal with any
workers representatives, any unions, as if they do not
have a legitimate role in a society or in a community.
At the end of the day the unions have large
memberships, and they want to contribute as they do
because it is their members who work on the job with
their apprentices. These things need to be aligned. That
is why it was appropriate that the skills commission
have that function.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — I rise in support of the
Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012. I agree with
the previous speaker, the member for Dandenong, that
there is anxiety in Frankston, where we also share a
TAFE, the Chisholm Institute of TAFE, but anxiety is
not always well founded. Some areas have been thrown
out there by the media — $25 million to $28 million
has been cut at Chisholm TAFE across the board.
When I went into it a bit further, I found that that does
not mean that the market-driven courses for apprentices
and others are going to be affected.
Education is a very important sector. Yesterday, when
the member for Benalla was talking on this bill, he
mentioned his trips to Cambodia. I have made three
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trips to Uganda. We were looking after children. Our
aim was to rescue children from being orphans, to
restore them to families, provide them with education
and rebuild the nation. That was being done through
families and education. The aim was to rebuild a nation
that had been destroyed and provide education to aid in
that rebuilding by educating the leaders. That is what
we want to do here with education. We want people to
lead fulfilled lives. We want them to be able to use the
skills and training they receive in gainful employment.
The previous speaker talked about travel and how we
want education to be accessible. It is very accessible.
When I was at university I studied in Frankston, and it
was good to study close to home. However, a friend of
mine was studying to be a pastry chef, and he had to go
to Holmesglen. It is many miles from Frankston to
Holmesglen. It is not just on the doorstep of Frankston.
I bet he would have loved it to be, but it was not.
My son did an apprenticeship at Chisholm TAFE in
Frankston, as did my wife many years ago. She
completed a legal secretary certificate. The travel is one
thing, and we tend to say that it would be great if
students could get there, but they can get there.
Frankston is right on the train line and Dandenong is
very similar. It is a matter of getting to that public
transport. If you want the education, sometimes you
have to put in and sometimes that means you have to
travel.
This bill will amend the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006. Basically it transfers the
responsibilities and certain functions for
apprenticeships from the Victorian Skills Commission
to either the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority or to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, as is appropriate. It also makes amendments to
the governance arrangements for the boards of adult
education institutions so that they are consistent with
the governance arrangements for TAFE institutes. It
provides for injunctions to be granted in respect of
registered training organisations. This is an area that has
really opened up in the private sector, allowing access
to education outside the TAFE system.
A lot of the RTOs work out of serviced offices and
some of them even go to hired halls or offices, which
gives further access to students and other people who
want to be trained up. It allows for the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority to maintain
records of registered training organisations and to give
those to the commonwealth vocational education and
training regulator and the higher education regulator.
The bill also amends eight university acts to enable the

EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (VET SECTOR, UNIVERSITIES AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2012
Thursday, 21 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

granting of leave of absence to university council
members.
Frankston is a terrific spot for education. We have the
Chisholm Institute of TAFE, Frankston campus, which
was formerly the Peninsula Institute of TAFE and
before that the State College of Victoria at Frankston.
We also have Monash University, Peninsula campus,
which was previously part of the Chisholm Institute of
TAFE, where I did my bachelor of business in
accounting course, and prior to that it was a teaching
college.
I turn to travel. When the Peninsula Institute of TAFE
merged with Gippsland TAFE a number of people went
from Frankston to Gippsland to do their accounting
degree. They included my mother, who travelled to
Gippsland to study part-time. It would be nice to have a
TAFE in your backyard, but that cannot always be the
case.
The bill also makes a number of amendments to the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 which are
basically technical corrections. It amends and clarifies
the long-established policy that full-time public sector
employees are not eligible for additional remuneration
if they are members of a university or TAFE board.
Opposition members have talked about the decrease in
funding for TAFE, but Chisholm Institute in Frankston
actually wants to increase its capacity by 50 per cent by
increasing its numbers from 14 000 students to
21 000 students. This is part of its Frankston TAFE to
Bay structure plan, which is supported by local council
and the state government and seeks to designate
Frankston as a central activities area. This plan will
bring massive employment to Frankston, and obviously
if there is a 50 per cent increase in students, there will
be a proportional increase in teachers as well.
We hear opposition members debating the cuts to
TAFE, but some sort of facts need to be acknowledged
in this debate. The forecast expenditure for the TAFE
sector was around $800 million a year following the
former government’s reforms. That has grown to
$900 million and is expected to increase to $1.3 billion
this year — another massive blow-out. We saw similar
massive blow-outs in the ICT sector and with the desal
plant, which just goes to show that maybe some of the
members of the opposition should have done a TAFE
course in basic accounting, budgeting and mathematics.
They are very good courses, and I would encourage all
opposition members to take one — accounting 101 or
budgeting or cash flow. Then they would see that an
increase from $800 million to $1.3 billion is
unbelievable, yet that is the way this was heading.
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Typically what happens is that when a conservative
government gets in its members say, ‘Oh my gosh, it’s
not only ICT that has blown out to $1.3 billion-odd and
it is not only the desal plant that has closed down
because it is raining, we also have a blow-out in the
TAFE sector as well!’. It interests me that the members
opposite cry, peddle their anxiety to their friends in the
media and say, ‘Listen, there are going to be massive
cuts to TAFE courses’.
It is interesting to note the many causes of this blow-out
in the TAFE sector. A classic example is the
certificate IV in fitness. In 2008 there were only
188 people enrolled in that course, but by 2011 demand
for it was so great that the number of people enrolled
had grown to nearly 4000. Was there a market for so
many fitness instructors? Were there all these gyms
popping up? In Frankston a terrific group called Core
Health opened three gyms, but is there really such a
demand for fitness trainers or is it more that people
said, ‘A fitness course would be good. I will get into
that and become a personal trainer’?
We have found that at the end of the day about 10 per
cent or fewer of the graduates of that course find jobs in
the sector. The government has rightly looked at that
and asked if we really need 4000 people completing a
fitness course when there are only about 400 or fewer
jobs. The simple answer is no. It is not a good use of
government resources, nor is it a good use of Victorian
taxpayers money. It is typical of our government to
look at what has been wasted in the past and try to fix
those problems. If they are fixable, we try to fix them.
We know that Labor cannot manage money. It is a
typical line that is used because it is true. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to make a few
brief comments in support of the opposition’s stance in
opposing the Education Legislation Amendment (VET
Sector, Universities and Other Matters) Bill 2012. It is
always an honour to follow the member for Frankston. I
am glad to hear that he got his accounting degree from
the reputable TAFE sector — it would be interesting to
test the veracity of that particular degree — and we
thank him very much for his lecture on accounting 101.
Perhaps the member for Frankston would like to do a
course on how to use a Landsat or how to understand
the difference in location between Adelaide and
Frankston. He might like to discover where Canberra is
in relation to downtown Young Street in Frankston or
find out how far Sale is located from the Frankston
railway station. To be lectured by the member for
Frankston is the height of hypocrisy from the
government benches, but we have come to expect that
from this mob.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (VET SECTOR, UNIVERSITIES AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2012
2968

ASSEMBLY

Of course what the member for Frankston and those on
the government benches who preceded him in speaking
in the debate have failed to say is that the government
has a strategy to destroy the TAFE sector — not, as
they say, to protect and enhance it. The government’s
position is that it is saving the village called TAFE by
destroying it. The government’s position is, ‘We will
fund TAFE by cutting $300 million from it’. The
government’s position takes Orwellian misuse of the
English language to new heights, and it should stand
condemned for its hypocrisy.
Whilst this bill does many things, the opposition’s
particular criticism of it focuses around the transfer of
governance arrangements for the Victorian Skills
Commission’s regulatory functions, particularly as they
apply to TAFEs and other apprenticeship arrangements.
The moving of apprenticeship regulation to the VRQA
(Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority) is
one example of what the government’s position has
forced us to object to, as we have heard from the
opposition’s lead speakers on this matter.
The government has a secret report on this issue that it
will not release. If it were to do so, the report might
well address many of the concerns that industry
stakeholders have raised in this area, but this
government will not close because it has track form in
taking secrecy to new depths. The fear, of course, is that
through its $300 million in cuts over the next few years
the government is strategically underresourcing the
sector and that this will also occur for the VRQA.
This comes on top of the fact that the government’s
broader changes, which extend to the TAFE, further
education and VET (vocational education and training)
sector and also apply to a large number of students in
secondary schools as we speak, will have an impact
right across all communities — regional, rural and
metropolitan — but they will have a disproportionate
effect in rural and regional communities. It is
particularly galling to those communities that their
champions — their pretend champions, who get up in
this place and argue that they, The Nationals, are
somehow or other the preordained leaders of the
interests of rural communities — in fact have the
minister who is responsible for this execution. They
have the minister who knows in his heart of hearts that
this is the end of the sector, who goes home and fires
off a letter to all the CEOs admitting the problems and
then has his toenails extracted and has to recant. It is
particularly galling that they should have The Nationals
out there leading the charge on this.
We could do with a bit of decisive action from The
Nationals to stand up for rural and regional
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communities. We have not seen that in the Department
of Primary Industries office closures, and we have not
seen it in the fast-tracking of the commitment on the
fire services levy. In a whole range of areas we have
seen The Nationals missing in action, but the TAFE
issue is probably the most significant for the future of
many young regional and rural Victorians. Perhaps
rather than worrying so much about focus group
outcomes on spin-driven phrases, the Leader of The
Nationals and the deputy leader in this place might
actually apply some decisive action to represent The
Nationals’ constituents and their sectors around the
cabinet table.
But that would be a hollow commitment from The
Nationals, because of course this bill — and the
government’s whole approach to the VET and further
education sector — reflects a fundamental values
agreement on why the government is doing what it is
doing in the TAFE and further education sector. It is
because, despite their mealy-mouthed commitments
and their attempts to clothe themselves in the language
of community, this government does not believe in the
life-building chances that the public sector can bring to
young people. It particularly takes objection to
state-based education as an opportunity the public
sector should provide for young people.
Whilst there is clearly a significant role for the market
in bringing efficiency and rigour to the operations of
government and its various services, particularly in the
vocational education and training sector, it is not the
be-all and end-all. Not everything in life can be
delivered through the operation of economic markets.
The market is not a magic wand and it will not fix all
perceived ills. The government in this approach seeks
to clothe its position as an excuse to rip away
$300 million and to put in place an unexplained
regulatory framework. That is fundamentally because
those on that side of the chamber agree that they have
no commitment to the role of the public sector
generally and of the public education sector in
particular. They see no role for the public sector. That is
the difference between that side of the house and this
side of the house. I will leave my comments there.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise this
afternoon to make a contribution on the Education
Legislation Amendment (VET Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012. I do this in the context of the
importance of education and training to my electorate,
which I believe in, and the great outcomes in education
and other areas not only in Mount Waverley but in
many other parts of our state. That is important because
education and training are two of those things which
provide people with opportunities whilst also benefiting
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our state. Education and training provide people with
opportunities to improve themselves, and that is
important in encouraging people to take initiatives to be
self-reliant and in building human and social capital. It
is good for the individual and very good for our state.
Secondly, education and training are important from an
economic perspective, because we know that if we do
not have the right skills, education and training, that not
only has an effect on the individual’s capital and social
capital but it also has an effect on our state’s economic
ability — its ability to operate and deliver the services
that we need to sustain our state and its ability to
compete.
In a globalised world where our competitors may have
been viewed a long time ago as other states, we know
that our competitors in this day and age, and even more
so into the future, are going to be other countries around
the world, particularly emerging countries. I say that in
the context of outlining to the house why education and
training from my perspective as the member for Mount
Waverley is so important and why, when you look at
the record of what the government is delivering, this is
so important.
I will give a couple of specific examples in my
electorate. There has never ever been more money
going into capital works in Mount Waverley for
education and training opportunities than under this
government, and I have talked about this in the past.
Whether it is the $7 million for Essex Heights Primary
School or the $10.5 million rebuild of Mount Waverley
Secondary College junior campus that the Minister for
Education, Minister Dixon, came out and opened,
which also has a training aspect to it, or whether it is
our plan to rebuild Pinewood Primary School at
$4.7 million or our plan — and it is happening — to
rebuild Mount Waverley North Primary School, there
has never been more money. That is a fact; you just
have to look at the budget papers.
That is why I was so pleased to see a number of the
elements in this bill. It builds on that investment and
provides better training and education opportunities for
our students of tomorrow — those students who are
going to benefit from that record investment in schools
in Mount Waverley coming through in terms of higher
education and the VET (vocational education and
training) sector. In the cities of Waverley and Monash
not only is education very important from the local
residents’ perspective but it is also very important from
an economic point of view for our state. I have a close
and ongoing relationship with Monash University as a
former student. I did my postgraduate studies at
Monash, and I take a great deal of interest in the critical
key strategic infrastructure that this tertiary and
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research institution and precinct delivers. As I said, it is
important not only from the local residents’ point of
view but from the international students’ point of view.
The aspects of this bill which specifically relate to
improving the quality of the student experience of
international students, whether that be in higher
education or in terms of changing the responsibilities of
the Victorian Skills Commission and transferring some
of them to the VRQA (Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority) and ensuring that the state of
Victoria can at appropriate times share information with
the commonwealth, are of particular importance. It has
sometimes been the case in the past, for example, that if
an RTO (registered training authority) is not cutting the
mustard or if an RTO or another training body has not
met expectations, the state of Victoria has had a very
limited ability to deal with the situation. It has been
overly reliant on an RTO or another education provider
putting forward and agreeing to an undertaking to
remedy the situation. It has been overly reliant, if you
like, on the goodwill of a VET operator or an RTO
operator which in some circumstances has just not cut
the mustard.
In particular I note that under clause 36 of bill where
RTOs have failed in the past, or where there is a failure,
either a complete and abject failure or part failure on
the part of an RTO, and the state of Victoria seeks to
remedy this, it will have a much greater flexibility
through the VRQA and the courts to deal with the RTO
in that situation than the status quo provides. The
current situation, the status quo, is very clear — that is,
unless a VET provider has breached a voluntary legal
agreement relating to improper conduct, the VRQA
cannot seek a court order to stop that behaviour. If you
like, there is an imbalance in the relationship; there is
currently a failure in the law in Victoria which means
that where a regulator sees a VET operator not cutting
the mustard, it cannot act. That anomaly can affect not
only the students of today but also future students. It
has also affected our state’s international reputation.
For the communities I have the privilege of
representing in the Monash and Waverley areas, where
education is so important and where I must say Monash
University as Australia’s leading international
university is so important, as are other associated VET
providers, that situation has been a significant
disincentive.
In the context of ensuring that the house takes account
of just how important this sector is, I note that the
international education sector is responsible for
50 000 direct and indirect jobs and that as at December
2011 more than 160 000 international students from
165 countries were enrolled in Victorian education.
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VET was an important part of that component, so I very
much welcome clause 36, which will improve that
situation.
The second aspect of these improvements is the
information sharing between the state of Victoria and
the commonwealth. When the left hand does not talk to
the right hand, we know there are issues there, and
particularly with education that was certainly the case.
The reason for that was that there were limitations.
Under the status quo there have been limitations on
information sharing. Those limitations have meant that
at times when the Victorian regulator had information
which may have been of assistance to the
commonwealth regulator, that information was not
shared. That was because either Victoria did not have a
consistent student numbering system compared with,
say, the commonwealth or the ability to provide that
information was not there.
This is particularly important, because I note that in
2011 the commonwealth established two new
regulators — the Australian Skills Quality Authority for
vocational education and training and the Tertiary
Education Quality and Standards Agency for higher
education. What this bill seeks to do is ensure that
under the moves the commonwealth has made — and I
support a number of them — the state of Victoria will
not be left hamstrung, that the state of Victoria can
provide and share information and that the state of
Victoria can put its best foot forward, if you like, to
ensure that the quality of our information sharing is first
class. This means that where there is a breakdown of a
provider, where there is a situation where a provider
does not cut the mustard, we can act as a state. This is
one small step on the way to this government
improving vocational education opportunities.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has expired, and I am required to interrupt
business.
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

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
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Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr

Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Noes, 39
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
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

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WORKING WITH CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change); and Ms NEVILLE’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until the proposals contained in the bill
have been referred to and considered by the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee’.

House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
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, 39
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
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

Amendment defeated.

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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The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
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

Noes, 39
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
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

Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 June; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

All in favour say aye. All against say no. I think the
ayes have it. Is a division required? I ask the Clerk to
ring the bells for 3 minutes.
Bells rung.
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ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Mr Languiller — On a point of order, Speaker, I
wish to bring to your attention that on 26 October last
year I raised an adjournment matter for the attention of
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change. I
sought an action and my matter has not been responded
to, and I wish you to follow it through for me.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will follow that action
up with the minister.

Namatjira Park, Clayton South: redevelopment

Members having assembled in chamber:
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask all members to take
their allocated seats in the house. I ask the Clerk to
record the votes.
The Clerk — I call the Opposition Whip.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — There are
39 individual ayes.
The SPEAKER — Order! As there is no dissenting
voice, the division will not take place.
Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 June; motion of
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

Mr LIM (Clayton) — The matter I raise is for the
attention of the Minister for Water. The action I seek is
that the minister visit the Clayton South stormwater
harvesting and reuse project being undertaken by
Melbourne Water and the City of Kingston to view it
and discuss the eradication of the thousands of seagulls
that have taken up residence at the former retarding
basin. This particular Melbourne Water retarding basin
abuts houses in Clayton South on three sides, with the
west boundary being the City of Kingston’s Namatjira
Park, which holds a yearly weekend music festival, the
Globe to Globe festival, featuring international and
local artists.
The City of Kingston is undertaking a major
redevelopment of Namatjira Park, and the new wetland
being constructed next to it is supposed to provide a
win-win situation for the local residents and the general
community through the linking of the two areas with
walking tracks and the storage of up to 92 megalitres of
potable water for use by the council. The project is
massive, with the existing levee banks being reshaped,
pipes being laid and structures being built to control the
water flow within the wetland. A bridge and shared
paths are being built around the wetland to connect
residents living in Springs Road, Simon Street and Russ
Street, and 80 000 native plants are being planted.
Unfortunately, thousands of seagulls formerly residing
at the many local landfill sites have decided to move to
this location, defeating the purpose of the new wetland
and redeveloped park, which was to enable local
residents to get outdoors and enjoy life. The situation
has become very bad, because residents living within a
kilometre of the project can no longer play with their
children outdoors, can no longer enjoy gardening, can
no longer dry clothes outdoors, can no longer have
barbecues or invite friends to visit and have the

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 21 June 2012

ASSEMBLY

… the innovative strategy would explore new opportunities to
get energy and infrastructure sectors focused on delivering
natural gas to communities in regional and rural Victoria.

problem of continually having to wash bird droppings
off their vehicles, windows and footpaths.
I call on the minister to visit the project with me in the
near future to discuss these concerns with the residents
and to work through the issue with Melbourne Water
and the City of Kingston in order to eradicate the
thousands of pests in the area.
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…
Mr Ryan said the coalition government remained strongly
committed to providing more regional Victorians with access
to natural gas.

Gas: Hastings electorate supply

‘Connecting homes and businesses to a more dependable
energy source that is cheaper and better for the environment
will have many benefits to regional and rural Victorians.

Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. The action I seek is that the minister
provide funding for a feasibility study on supplying the
coastal villages of Tooradin, Blind Bight, Cannons
Creek and Warneet with natural gas through the
coalition government’s $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund.

Natural gas delivers key benefits to local communities
and makes sense as an energy source. Not only is it
significantly cheaper than LPG but it produces lower
levels of greenhouse gases than oil or coal, produces
virtually no solid waste and has much less impact on
the quality of water.

During the 2010 state election the Liberal-Nationals
coalition made a commitment to conduct a feasibility
study into the provision of natural gas to these coastal
villages. I have led a sustained campaign for the
connection of natural gas to the Warneet, Blind Bight,
Cannons Creek and Tooradin coastal villages, and the
local community has been working for many years to
secure this much-needed infrastructure. There is no
doubt that coalition government investment would
bring significant benefits to the local area. Households
that convert from LPG (liquefied petroleum gas) to
natural gas would make substantial savings on their
utility bills, and levels of greenhouse gas emissions
would be reduced. I have also been informed that the
prevalence of wood burning in the coastal villages is
contributing to significant health problems, and this
situation could be substantially improved through the
connection of natural gas.
The coastal villages I refer to are located in the city of
Casey, Victoria’s largest and fastest growing
municipality. The needs of the residents of these
villages were ignored for 11 years by the Labor
government. Despite the enormous benefits that the
reticulation of natural gas delivers to communities and
to the environment, the Brumby government steadfastly
refused to expand the natural gas network to this area.
In a media release dated 12 May the Deputy Premier,
who is also the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, announced the details of the next phase
of the rollout of the government’s $100 million Energy
for the Regions program. In the press release the
minister said:

I therefore ask the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development to consider the Energy for the Regions
program, which is funded from the government’s
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund, as a suitable funding
source from which to conduct a feasibility study for the
supply of natural gas to the coastal villages of Warneet,
Blind Bight, Cannons Creek and Tooradin.

Preston West Primary School: portable
classrooms
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — The matter I wish to raise
today is for the attention of the Minister for Education,
and it relates to the portable classrooms that have been
delivered to Preston West Primary School. The action I
seek is that the portables be either replaced or repaired
to a standard suitable for education in 2012.
I have been contacted by members of the Preston West
Primary School community. The problems with the
portables are twofold. One aspect is that they are in a
bad state of disrepair. Photographs of the portables
provided to me show broken windows, with iron
covering some windows, unsightly electrical cords
hanging down, muddy dug-up areas surrounding them
and shoddy installation. These problems relate to the
company having cut away shelter sheds to make room
for the portables and not agreeing to resurface the area.
This means that underneath the portables there is just
dirt, and rainwater will pool and potentially flood and
create all sorts of health risks associated with stagnant
water.
I understand that the portables are kept and distributed
by a private contractor. I will provide the minister with
further information regarding the contractor outside this
adjournment debate. I suspect there is scope to ensure
that the contractor performs the duties under its
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contract, which I suspect do not include providing
damaged and substandard portables in such a manner.
This matter is of great concern to the members of the
school community who have contacted me. Further, the
portables are not in a fit state for students. The children
attending Preston West Primary School deserve better,
and I ask the minister to act to ensure that they have
facilities that meet their educational and health and
safety needs.

Frankston Youth Prevention and Recovery
Care Service: opening
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Mental Health. The action I seek is
for the minister to visit Frankston and officially open
the new Frankston Youth Prevention and Recovery
Care Service. Mental health is a significant issue for
many Victorians, and I thank the minister for visiting
Frankston a number of times. Just this year funding
provided through the budget went towards improving
the safety, security and comfort of women in mental
health inpatient facilities in Frankston. I commend the
minister on the important work she is doing in the
mental health space and for her support of Frankston.
Nationally an estimated 27 per cent of people aged
between 18 and 25 experience mental health or alcohol
and substance use problems each year. It is also
reported that about 75 per cent of mental health
problems emerge before people reach the age of
25 years. In Australia schizophrenia is reported as being
the third leading cause of burden and injury in young
men and the fifth in young women of the same age.
Data from a World Health Organisation world mental
health survey suggests that the median age for the onset
of non-effective psychotic illness is estimated as being
from late teens to early 20s. Mental health issues such
as these and depression and anxiety continue to lead to
great pain and suffering and, in the worst case, suicide.
Family members of people living with a mental health
issue also suffer dreadfully. They often watch their
loved ones suffer deeply and for prolonged periods of
time.
Frankston offers some wonderful and outstanding
services to young people with mental disorders. We
know that people suffering mental illness can recover
and lead happy, healthy and fulfilling lives and
contribute to their community. This fact alone makes it
even more important for young people to be able to
access treatment and care. The Frankston Youth
Prevention and Recovery Care Service is particularly
aimed at young people between 16 and 25 years of age
requiring support in a residential setting as an
alternative to inpatient care or support in a 24-hour
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setting for their transition from being an inpatient back
into the community. It recognises the importance of
responding to the social determinants that contribute to
improved mental health outcomes, such as education,
employment and housing. It will support a more
integrated mental health and drug and alcohol service in
response to the high levels of disadvantage experienced
by young people.
Offering this care is critical to young people who suffer
mental illness in Frankston. I ask the minister to
officially open this critical service which will give
young people in Frankston the opportunity to be the
best they can be and to lead happy, healthy and
fulfilling lives.

Regional rail link: North Melbourne station
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue for the
Minister for Public Transport. The action I seek is for
the minister to review as a matter of urgency the current
plan to bypass North Melbourne railway station as part
of the regional rail link. Currently the regional rail link
route through Melbourne will be from Sunshine
through to Southern Cross station with a stop at
Footscray, as I understand it, bypassing the North
Melbourne station. V/Line estimates that of the
thousands of daily commuters between Geelong and
Melbourne nearly half alight at North Melbourne
station to either catch a loop train or a shuttle bus to
destinations such as the university or hospital precincts.
As a former daily commuter of nearly 10 years, I
understand the lot and the daily grind of our train
travellers. Their life is hard enough without its
becoming even harder because of the plan to bypass
North Melbourne station.
The minister would be aware — and I am sure he has
travelled on the train from his home town of Colac
through to Parliament — that the most direct and
time-efficient route to use is to get off the train at North
Melbourne and catch a loop train around to Parliament
station. I do this trip myself on a relatively regular
basis — probably not as much as I should, but I do —
and I can assure the minister that taking a loop train
from North Melbourne to Parliament is a far easier trip
than going through to, say, Southern Cross station and
then having to get on a tram. Travelling from North
Melbourne is far easier and far more efficient.
I also point out to the minister that it is not as though
the new rail line, when constructed, will be miles in
distance from North Melbourne station. As the minister
would know, the line will go directly past North
Melbourne station, and surely a review would highlight
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the fact that a new platform at North Melbourne could
be built to accommodate the regional rail link.
In raising the issue with the minister I recognise the fact
that I have also raised it with previous ministers. I fully
support the construction of the regional rail link
because it will provide a dedicated line for Geelong
trains into Melbourne and thus eliminate the jam behind
metropolitan services. Surely if governments, both
federal and state, are going to spend nearly $5 billion, at
least they should get it right and review the decision to
bypass North Melbourne station.

Churchill Football Netball Club: funding
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Sport and Recreation. The action I seek is
for the minister to advise as to when a decision is likely
to be made with respect to an application by Churchill
Football Netball Club under the sporting uniform grants
program. As many in the house would know, this is a
popular program and there are many applicants, many
of which are from the Gippsland region.
The program is a reminder to us that there are many
great sport and recreation grants available and that they
serve our communities very well. They include not only
the sporting uniform grants, through which up to $1000
is available but also the Victalent grants, which provide
athletes and officials with grants of up to $500 to assist
with their travel arrangements. There are also the
Country Action grants, which are very popular,
particularly in regional centres, under which up to
$5000 is available to increase the capacity of clubs.
There is also the country football and netball program,
under which up to $100 000 is available for a facilities
arrangement, as well as the Significant Sporting Events
program. The availability of those programs has been a
great asset for many clubs, particularly in the Morwell
electorate.
On Monday morning of this week, before coming to
Parliament, I had the pleasure of representing the
minister at the Traralgon Tyers United Football Netball
Club, which has been the recipient of a $50 000 grant
through the country football and netball program to
upgrade its netball facilities. Unfortunately the girls
there were basically changing out of an Atco hut, and
the new facilities will help not only them but people
who have a disability and will also ensure that the
umpires have appropriate changing rooms.
It has been with great pleasure that the government has
been able to help the Churchill Football Netball Club.
There was an election commitment for money to
upgrade the lighting at Gaskin Park in Churchill, and
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hopefully that project will be under way shortly. It is
not just for the football netball club, it is actually for the
community. Events such as Relay for Life are
conducted at Gaskin Park, so it is pretty important that
those types of facilities are available. Of course a
number of sport and recreation facilities are
beneficiaries of the range of programs I have just
mentioned. I am this afternoon seeking that the minister
give some advice as to when a decision is likely on the
Churchill Football Netball Club application.

Manufacturing: Geelong region jobs
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to raise an urgent matter
with the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade. The action I seek is for the minister to develop a
jobs plan for the Greater Geelong region and Victoria
as a whole and to outline his government’s plans to not
only protect manufacturing jobs in Geelong but also
invest in creating new manufacturing opportunities. In
light of a lot of bad news in relation to jobs in Geelong
at Alcoa and Avalon and, as has been reported in the
media, potential bad news at Shell and Ford, I am
concerned. There have already been announcements of
down time in July at Ford, and things are looking very
grim for car manufacturing in Victoria.
Manufacturing is a major employer in Geelong. Despite
this, the Baillieu government still does not understand
its importance to the Geelong region. I speak from
experience in saying how important the car
manufacturing industry is as I have worked in the
industry in the past — —
Mr Delahunty — Talk to Julia. She’s the one
driving them offshore.
Mr EREN — I will get to that, Minister. A lot of
families’ livelihoods depend on the car manufacturing
industry. The Baillieu government has unfortunately
wasted months trying to play the blame game with the
federal government. That is what we have seen from
this dithering, indecisive and inactive Baillieu
government.
It has in fact been the federal government that has led
the charge to support Ford workers in their jobs through
various assistance packages, including the $6.2 billion
package that it announced some years ago. It is also a
well-known fact that the Baillieu government had to be
dragged kicking and screaming to support Ford
manufacturing workers. This is consistent with the
views of the leader of the federal Liberal Party, Tony
Abbott, who refuses to assist the car manufacturing
industry in any way, which is absolutely disgraceful. I
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urge the Baillieu government to act immediately to
prevent any further job losses that may occur at Ford.
In relation to future job opportunities, I know the
former Labor government had some fruitful discussions
with Marand Precision Engineering in relation to a
possible 300 cutting-edge manufacturing jobs involving
the making of joint strike fighter parts and accessories.
However, I am not sure those discussions are
continuing with the Baillieu government. I urge it to
continue those discussions not only to protect the jobs
that are there now but also to invest in creating new
jobs for the region in the future. The Baillieu
government should pull its finger out and get on with it.

Tourism: Mornington Peninsula
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — As you would be
aware, tourism is a very important aspect of the local
economy in the Mornington Peninsula, so I am pleased
to raise a matter for Minister Asher in her capacity as
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events this
afternoon. The action I am seeking from the minister is
that she provide assistance to raise the profile of the
Mornington Peninsula in relation to tourism to achieve
and improve visitation and to support the local industry.
Tourism, as I said, is very much a key part of the local
economy. Melbourne has a growing population, and the
peninsula has a role in that in terms of providing
opportunities for general recreation. It also has a
particularly important role in tourism, and the
government’s commitment through the planning
measures and so on that were committed to at the 2010
election supports that role.
It was a very different situation in my early days on the
peninsula, which at the time shut up after Easter.
Tourism was very much a seasonal activity. However,
that changed long ago, and that has benefited not only
the industry but the community as well. During my
local government days I devoted many hours to tourism
and furthering the interests of tourists locally around
Mornington. Through participation in the south of the
bay network, I was a regular visitor to Queenscliff on
the old ferry. You would go across in the winter, and
there would be green water sloshing past the portholes.
You did not want to have a big night the night before, I
can tell you, or you were in trouble — —
Mr McIntosh interjected.
Mr MORRIS — No, going across to Queenscliff is
quite far enough. I also recall working with VicRoads
to get the brown directional signs installed for wineries,
and that was a real breakthrough. Today it is very
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different; we have a thriving tourism industry. We have
great beaches and boating facilities, but it is much more
sophisticated than that. We have many great venues,
such as the Morning Star Estate. We produce excellent
wines. We have a wide variety of restaurants, cellar
door operations and those sorts of things. There is also
Mornington Racing Club.
Sometimes the great array of excellent restaurants and
entertainment venues we have in the towns and villages
across the peninsula are overlooked. The peninsula’s
delights are well known, but they are sometimes so well
known that they get overlooked and people go
elsewhere. We need to keep the industry vibrant and
growing. We need to keep it contributing to the local
economy, and to do that we need to keep it very much
at the front of people’s minds. I seek the support of the
minister in achieving that very important outcome for
the local economy of the Mornington Peninsula.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I raise an issue
for the attention of the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills. The action I seek is that the minister reverse
the changes to TAFE funding outlined in the coalition’s
second budget that will see an estimated 550 jobs lost in
this sector within weeks and more than 2000 jobs lost
after January 2013.
The response my office has received to this situation
has been overwhelming. Of all the responses received,
perhaps the most moving is the story of Tashara
Roberts. After a disrupted and abusive childhood,
Ms Roberts settled with her mother and three siblings in
Broadmeadows. She did not perform well in school and
suffered from mental illness. She eventually found
employment at the local Woolworths and worked her
way up to a management position. However, following
a violent attack in which she was assaulted, robbed and
left for dead, she was unable to continue in her job.
Suffering post-traumatic stress disorder, anxiety and
depression, Ms Roberts slipped into despair.
To her credit, Tashara eventually studied business
administration at Kangan Institute. She said:
… having something to focus on helped and gave me hope
that I could turn my life around. I surprised myself by getting
really good marks, it seemed that the reason I did so poorly in
high school may have been their teaching methods, because I
was kicking goals at TAFE. My teachers were very
supportive and inspiring and whilst watching them I decided
that I too wanted to become a TAFE teacher, so I could also
help students like myself.
Whilst studying business I was required to complete a work
experience component and was fortunate enough to gain a
work experience position in the ICT department at KI, which
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to my delight led to permanent part-time employment, I was
now responsible for coordinating the work placement
program for the ICT students, a job that I also grew to love. I
finally started to believe at 32 years of age, that you can in
fact be anything you set your mind to.
…
Earlier this month, after a lot of hard work, I was lucky
enough to gain a full-time ongoing teaching position with
Kangan Institute, teaching traineeships and youth education. I
was so happy, I had finally made it, I was now in a position
where I could help students like me and really make a
difference in the community …
Then the TAFE cuts were announced, the course I had
planned to study next year has been cut … because it, like
many courses has become unviable. Kangan Institute will cut
205 jobs by December and this may include mine. The TAFE
is just trying to do what it can to survive, but it’s the students
like me that will suffer …
I am disgusted with the government over the unfolding
disaster for TAFE. The TAFE system and the teachers that
are employed in it saved my life and many others like me.
The state government has turned its back on Victorian TAFE
students, teachers, support staff and communities in its state
budget.
Instead of showing its support for the public TAFE system,
which has helped hundreds of thousands of Victorians into
work and driven our state’s economy, the government has
devastated TAFE by slashing $300 million from institute
budgets.
The new cuts announced in the budget will see courses fold,
campuses close, student opportunities reduced …

The funding cuts to TAFE will have a major impact. It
is decisive action that counts, not merely words.

Disability services: Benambra electorate
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Community
Services. The action I seek is for the minister to
consider increasing the availability of supported
accommodation for people with a disability in the
electorate of Benambra.
Just last week, on Thursday, 14 June, I was pleased to
host the minister in Wodonga. The minister came up
from metropolitan Melbourne to a great part of country
and rural Victoria to be present at the official opening
of new disability accommodation. This new house will
provide high-quality accommodation for six younger
people with disabilities. It was funded through the joint
Victorian-commonwealth government program, My
Future My Choice, and the Older Carers initiative. It is
run by the E. W. Tipping Foundation, which is a terrific
organisation that will ensure that the services provided
to those young men will be ongoing.
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The My Future My Choice program aims to reduce the
number of younger people with disabilities living in or
at risk of entering residential aged-care facilities. The
men we met last week are all under 50. I have about
12 months to go before I reach the ripe old age of 50,
but it was very levelling for me to see men around my
age who have experienced acquired brain injury or
stroke. This is their sanctuary, a place which takes them
away from the environment of an aged-care facility and
puts them in an environment where fellas can get
together and enjoy a lifestyle that most of us take for
granted.
I took the opportunity, as I always do with ministers
and other colleagues, to further advance the
opportunities for the electorate that I represent,
Benambra. I was unashamedly pleased to advocate for
further supported accommodation places in Benambra.
As we all recall, state funding for disability
accommodation was a coalition election commitment,
which was certainly delivered on in the government’s
first budget after extensive consultation. That is
something that we do as a coalition — we truly consult
with our communities. That was terrific news.
Unashamedly I continue to advocate for my electorate,
as we all do collectively. I hope further opportunities
for people experiencing disability in the electorate of
Benambra can be delivered so that that opportunities
can be extended to provide them with a lifestyle that we
all take the granted.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I rise to respond to a matter which
has been raised for my attention by the member for
Hastings. This relates to the all-important extension of
the reticulated natural gas system through different
parts of Victoria and, particularly from the perspective
of the member, prospectively to the coastal villages of
Tooradin, Blind Bight, Cannons Creek and Warneet.
We are all familiar with these beautiful locations and of
course would seek to have this happen as soon as
possible.
The government is investing $100 million over the next
four years through the Energy for Regions program,
which as the house knows is part of the $1 billion
Regional Growth Fund. The program is being delivered
under the auspices of Regional Development Victoria.
RDV has implemented a staged approach to the
program. The first stage of the implementation is now
complete, and agreement has been reached for the
provision of supply of natural gas to Mildura and
Huntly.
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On 12 May this year I announced the next stage for
delivering the program, which will involve a broadened
strategy to engage natural gas suppliers in both the
conventional pipeline and alternative delivery markets.
The strategy proposes three overlapping work streams
which are intended to maximise opportunities in the
energy marketplace. This next stage, which will
commence in the second half of 2012, includes a plan
to offer incumbent gas distributors a fixed subsidy, or a
‘bounty’ amount as it is being termed, to supply priority
towns. In addition, bids will be invited from the market
for a compressed natural gas, CNG, or liquefied natural
gas, LNG, delivery system and local town reticulation
networks.
The outcomes of the next phase of the program will
inform RDV of the technical options available and the
further feasibility required to supply many of our
regional and rural communities, including, as I said,
places such as the coastal villages of Tooradin, Blind
Bight, Cannons Creek and Warneet, with natural gas.
There are options, Speaker, which I know you will be
particularly interested to know about, because this may
include a conventional pipeline connection from an
extended gas network to Koo Wee Rup, or an
alternative delivery option which involves CNG or
LNG. The subsequent phases of the program involve an
invitation to the market to bid for either of those
options — CNG or LNG — and local town reticulation.
I anticipate that these phases of the program, and the
feasibility study for the supply of gas to places such as
the towns in which the member has a particular interest,
will be concluded by mid-2013.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Mornington has asked me
whether there are any plans to assist with raising the
profile of the Mornington Peninsula. Again I note his
strong history of support for tourism. Indeed he
outlined how important tourism is as an economic
activity for the Mornington Peninsula.
I am pleased to advise the member of a terrific
partnership between the coalition government and
Federation Square. This is a $40 000 partnership which
is aiming to show Victoria’s towns, villages and
regions, including the Mornington Peninsula, on the big
screen in the main square and the atrium screen four
times a day over the next year. This is a stunning
initiative that will mean that all places in regional
Victoria, including the member’s area of interest, the
Mornington Peninsula, will be showcased through the
display of tourism videos at Federation Square over the
next year.
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The initiative will begin on 1 July, and videos will
focus on a different Tourism Victoria campaign region
every month. The videos will profile a different tourism
region four times a day for a month, and all regions will
be covered. As members would be aware, Federation
Square received over 2 million visitors last year alone,
making it the most visited attraction in Melbourne and
presenting an excellent opportunity to connect with
interstate and international visitors.
I am happy to advise the member that September this
year will be the month for the Mornington Peninsula.
Members may be interested in knowing what other
regions will be featured in other months. In July it will
be the Great Ocean Road, in August it will be the
Grampians, in October it will be the high country, in
November it will be Gippsland and in December it will
be the Yarra Valley and the Dandenongs. Next year it
will be the Murray in February, Phillip Island in
March — which would be of interest to you,
Speaker — the goldfields in April, and Daylesford and
the Macedon Ranges in May.
This means that in the no. 1 visitation site in
Melbourne, Federation Square, Victoria’s regions will
now be profiled for a month each over a year-plus
campaign. It is an exciting tourism initiative and great
advertising right where the visitors are. Tourism is now
a $15.3 billion industry for Victoria, and the coalition’s
aim is to expand that pot.
I thank the member for Mornington for raising this
issue, but before I conclude I also advise the member
that there is a second initiative of relevance to his
region — that is, a new state-commonwealth initiative,
a pilot tourism plan to address problems relating to skill
shortages for tourism in the Mornington Peninsula and
Phillip Island.
I was pleased to announce this initiative on 29 May,
and I am delighted that the commonwealth is being
supportive of this matter. It is important that the
commonwealth and the state work together for good
economic outcomes. This is an example of where it is
happening, and I am delighted to advise the member
that his region has been chosen.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Preston raised an issue with me regarding
relocatable classrooms that have been placed in Preston
West Primary School. They seem to be in a less than
ideal condition, and also the site has been left in quite a
mess. As the member asserted, normally when
relocatable classrooms are placed in schools part of the
contract is that they are in a usable and safe condition
and that appropriate works are done around the
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portables to make them safe. On the surface it seems
that the normal contract has not been fulfilled. I am
more than happy to follow up that issue with the
member and the school.
I can also let the member know that we have committed
a further $9 million in this year’s budget to upgrade our
portable classroom stock. We need to keep replacing
that stock, and some of the older portables will literally
be put out to pasture near Kyneton. I will follow up the
issue for the member.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I rise to respond to a matter raised with
me tonight by the member for Morwell, an active and
hardworking member of Parliament who likes to get
things done in his electorate.
The Victorian government is focusing on creating
active and healthy communities by encouraging
individuals to become more involved in sport.
Reducing the financial burden of purchasing sporting
uniforms assists in increasing participation in
community sport. I can announce today that the
Victorian government is providing 275 clubs across
Victoria with new sporting uniform grants of up to
$1000 per club to assist in the purchase of uniforms and
footwear essential for playing sport.
I am pleased to inform the member for Morwell that the
Churchill Football Netball Club, which he spoke about
tonight, will receive $1000 to enable the purchase of
new uniforms for its netballers. This is one of the eight
clubs in the Morwell electorate that will receive funding
for sporting uniforms. As the member for Morwell
knows, this program makes an enormous difference to
clubs and families involved in sport.
Another aspect of building strong and enduring
sporting communities is increasing the skills of
coaches, officials and managers involved in sporting
clubs. Volunteers, coaches and sports administrators are
essential to deliver both community and elite sporting
activities. More than 580 000 Victorians volunteer
annually in sport and recreation, and I say a big
thankyou to them. It is a bit like my local Lions Club,
which last year had a 10th anniversary dinner; they are
volunteers, and they also do a great job.
Another program, the Country Action Grant Scheme,
provides grants of up to $5000 to increase the skills of
coaches, officials and managers to help community
clubs. I am pleased to announce that the Latrobe Valley
Volleyball Association will receive $2670 for volunteer
presenter training and come-and-try camps. I am also
pleased to announce for the member for Morwell that
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the Traralgon Olympians Soccer Club will receive
$5000.
Another aspect of participating in sport for many
Victorian country teams and coaches — and you,
Speaker, would know this from living in the Bass
electorate — is the need to travel long distances, so I
am pleased to announce a $500 travel assistance grant
to support developing athletes, coaches, officials and
teams required to travel extensively to engage in
training and competition. I am pleased to announce that
I have signed off on seven Morwell clubs receiving
$500 each to help them reach their potential by
competing in events in other areas. Recipients include
the Traralgon Tennis Association, the Traralgon
Harriers Athletics Club, the Latrobe Valley Volleyball
Association, the Gippsland Superules League and
Gippsland MTB.
By investing in great initiatives such as these we can
encourage more people to get involved in sport and
recreation, strengthening communities and improving
the overall collective wellbeing of those communities.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — It gives me great pleasure to speak on the
adjournment debate tonight, firstly, in response to the
member for Frankston, who has had longstanding
issues in relation to mental illness in his community, as
evidenced by the knowledge he demonstrated in his
adjournment contribution about the need for services
such as our prevention and recovery care services,
which are step-up, step-down subacute services to assist
people either before they need an inpatient
admission — by intervening early — or to help in their
transition back to the community.
We are very committed to the new model of the youth
prevention and recovery centre (PARC), and I am very
pleased that the Frankston centre is actually the first of
its kind and a real innovation. I would be very pleased
to come down and open the Frankston youth PARC,
which is a showcase of innovative and creative thinking
about working effectively with young people who have
mental illness to address the full range of health issues
that they face.
I need to say that this is in conjunction with the
Frankston adult PARC, which is currently under
construction and is due to be completed within the next
financial year. As the member for Frankston said, we
are investing in mental health services in the Frankston
area for that community. It is a priority of this
government to ensure that we have strong mental health
services to respond to this very important need in our
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community. I thank the member for Frankston for his
contribution.
I next have a response to the member for Benambra in
terms of his request in relation to additional supported
accommodation in his electorate, in the Wodonga area.
It was a real pleasure last week to be with him to open
the E. W. Tipping Foundation facility under the My
Future My Choice initiative, and once again I think you
could tell from the member’s contribution how
involved he is with the issue. You could tell that he was
moved by the experience of meeting the people with a
disability who were to be residents and seeing what it
meant for them in terms of the independence of living
in supported accommodation as opposed to residential
aged care and in terms of the genuine individualised
responses to their needs.
I am very pleased to inform the member for Benambra
tonight that we will in fact be investing in additional
supported accommodation in his electorate through an
initiative that was an election commitment, which was
funded in recent budgets. Yooralla will be the service
provider for five additional supported accommodation
places to be provided with an innovative approach. We
will be focusing particularly on people with autism and
intellectual disability and on innovations in relation to
that accommodation. That has been a real focus in
trying to push the boundaries of how accommodation is
provided not in a one-size-fits-all but in a creative way.
The accommodation will be innovative both in its
design and in the expert staff who will be able to
respond to people who have high-level behaviours of
concern to create a very calm, safe, secure environment
that helps address the escalation of those behaviours.
The innovation that Yooralla showed in its application
and its commitment to creating that appropriate
environment for the individuals who will be
accommodated was important in the decision making,
in addition to the passion and advocacy of the member
for Benambra.
We are approaching this in a new way by having a
housing provider provide the capital and the build for
the facility and then having Yooralla as the service
provider within that. National Disability Leasing
Solutions will be the housing provider, which will work
in conjunction with Yooralla. The capital cost for this
facility is nearly $1.5 million and recurrent funding
over a four-year period will be $2.26 million, so this
will be a $3.76 million investment in Wodonga for
people with a disability.
I am very proud that that is an investment in making a
real difference in terms of individualised support and
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that it is an appropriate response for people with
disabilities. As I have said, finding solutions that meet
individuals’ particular needs is a real focus of the
coalition government. I thank the member for Wodonga
for his advocacy for and commitment to people with a
disability in his community, and I look forward to
seeing the innovative model that will be provided and
the difference it will make to people in that area.
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — The
member for Clayton raised a matter for the Minister for
Water in relation to water harvesting in his electorate,
and I will ensure that that gets passed to the Minister for
Water for his response.
The member for Geelong raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to the regional
rail link, specifically in relation to the North Melbourne
station, and I will ensure that that is passed on to the
minister.
The member for Lara raised a matter for the Minister
for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade in relation to the
development of a jobs plan, and I will ensure that that is
passed on to the minister.
The final matter is that the member for Broadmeadows
made a request of the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills in relation to TAFE funding, and I will
ensure that that is passed on to the minister.
In conclusion, Speaker, I just wish all members and you
along with the clerks, the attendants, the library staff,
the Hansard staff, the catering staff and indeed all
people in the Parliament a very pleasant but also very
safe break. We look forward to seeing everybody back
here safe and well in seven weeks time.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the Leader of the
House for that. I also wish everybody a happy and
relaxing time and an opportunity to spend time with
their family and to reflect on what has occurred in the
last 12 months. I hope that when people from all sides
of politics come back their behaviour in this house will
be better. I declare the house adjourned.
House adjourned 5.04 p.m.
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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.

Tuesday, 19 June 2012
Health: InsideOut Strategic
648(ae).

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Ports for the Minister for Health — for the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011, did the minister (or the minister’s staff) meet with representatives of the
lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic; if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or the minister’s staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any notes or records of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist acting on behalf of a client; if so, what was the name of the client.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
I note that InsideOut Strategic is represented by Philip Staindl. Mr Staindl has a long association as a board
member and chairman of the Labor Party’s fundraising body Progressive Business.
The Victorian government lobbyist register also lists several clients of InsideOut Strategic, amongst them Pacific
Hydro, which has donated tens of thousands of dollars to the Labor Party in recent years.

Ageing: InsideOut Strategic
648(y).

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Mental Health for the Minister for Ageing — for the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011, did the minister (or the minister’s staff) meet with representatives
of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic; if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or the minister’s staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any notes or records of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist acting on behalf of a client; if so, what was the name of the client.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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I note that InsideOut Strategic is represented by Philip Staindl. Mr Staindl has a long association as a board
member and chairman of the Labor Party’s fundraising body Progressive Business.
The Victorian government lobbyist register also lists several clients of InsideOut Strategic, amongst them Pacific
Hydro, which has donated tens of thousands of dollars to the Labor Party in recent years.

Corrections: Corrections Victoria — drug treatment orders
2611.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — with reference to drug treatment orders that
Corrections Victoria is responsible for managing, how many were breached between:
(1)
(2)

1 January 2011 and 1 January 2012.
1 January and 1 July 2011.

ANSWER:
This matter falls within the responsibility of the Attorney-General. However, I am advised that:
Corrections Victoria is not responsible for managing drug treatment orders. This is the jurisdiction of the court.

Corrections: prisoners — mental health
2640.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — with reference to prisoners who have a mental
illness:
(1)
(2)

How are they identified in each prison.
When and by whom are they identified in each prison.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) & (2) Identification of mental illness in prisoners can occur either upon reception into the custodial system or
during a prisoner’s term of custody.
Within 24 hours of reception, all prison entrants receive a general health assessment performed by a doctor, and a
mental health screening assessment by a mental health nurse.
During incarceration, prisoners have access to various health professionals who can make assessments of mental
illness including: general practitioners, general nurses, psychiatric nurses, psychiatric registrars, consultant
psychiatrists.

Police and emergency services: Port Phillip Bay — personal watercraft
3124.

Mr FOLEY to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to warnings
issued to personal watercraft or jet ski riders in Port Phillip Bay:
(1)

How many were issued for infringements to speed limits:
(a) in 2010;
(b) in 2011;
(c) between 1 January and 1 March 2012.

(2)

How many were issued for infringements relating to operating the vessel within a swimming-only
zone:
(a) in 2010;
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in 2011;
between 1 January and 1 March 2012.

(3)

How many were issued for infringements relating to operating the vessel over 5 knots within
50 metres of a swimmer:
(a) in 2010;
(b) in 2011;
(c) between 1 January and 1 March 2012.

(4)

How many were issued for infringements relating to unregistered vessels:
(a) in 2010;
(b) in 2011;
(c) between 1 January and 1 March 2012.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police does not currently record the specific offences for which warnings are given. To identify such data
would require a manual search, which would be voluminous and require a diversion of police from front-line
services. Victoria Police further advises the water police squad is currently researching initiatives to collate this
information for the future.

Police and emergency services: Victoria Police — personal watercraft
3125.

Mr FOLEY to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — how many personal watercraft
or jet skis did Victoria Police use for patrol purposes as part of its marine safety fleet on Port Phillip
Bay:
(1)
(2)
(3)

In 2010.
In 2011.
Between 1 January and 1 March 2012.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police utilised four personal watercrafts for patrolling Port Phillip Bay as at the dates indicated.

Police and emergency services: hoon boating — personal watercraft
3126.

Mr FOLEY to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — how many personal watercraft
have been confiscated and impounded under the recreational boating hoon provisions in the Marine
Safety Act 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)

In 2010.
In 2011.
Between 1 January to 1 March 2012.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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(1)

There were no personal watercraft impounded in 2010 as the legislative provisions that grant the power to
Victoria Police to impound, immobilise or seize a vessel or have a vessel forfeited did not come into effect
until 1 September 2011.

(2)

The legislative provisions that grant the power to Victoria Police to impound, immobilise or seize a vessel or
have a vessel forfeited did not come into effect until 1 September 2011. Therefore, for 2011 police were only
empowered to impound vessels for a four month period. During this period, no personal watercraft were
impounded. However, police did embargo one personal watercraft due to excessive speeding. (Note that an
embargo notice when placed on the vessel, bans its use for 48 hours, with the owner responsible for keeping
the vessel off the water.)

(3)

No personal watercraft were impounded during the period 1 January to 1 March 2012.

Public transport: trams — Brunswick electorate
3129.

Ms GARRETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to tram services in the
electorate of Brunswick:
(1)

(2)

What were the number and percentage of services on routes 1 and 8, peak, non-peak and total, that
prematurely terminated at:
(a) the intersection of Holmes Street and Moreland Road, in:
(i) July 2011;
(ii) August 2011;
(iii) September 2011;
(iv) October 2011;
(v) November 2011;
(vi) December 2011;
(b)

the intersection of Park Street and Lygon Street, or Brunswick Road and Lygon Street, in:
(i) July 2011;
(ii) August 2011;
(iii) September 2011;
(iv) October 2011;
(v) November 2011;
(vi) December 2011;

(c)

Melbourne University, in:
(i) July 2011;
(ii) August 2011;
(iii) September 2011;
(iv) October 2011;
(v) November 2011;
(vi) December 2011.

What were the number and percentage of services on route 96, peak, non-peak and total, that
prematurely terminated at:
(a) Scotchmer and Nicholson Streets, in:
(i) July 2011;
(ii) August 2011;
(iii) September 2011;
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(iv) October 2011;
(v) November 2011;
(vi) December 2011;
(b)

(3)

Gertrude and Nicholson Streets, in:
(i) July 2011;
(ii) August 2011;
(iii) September 2011;
(iv) October 2011;
(v) November 2011;
(vi) December 2011.

What were the number and percentage of services on route 55, peak, non-peak and total, that
prematurely terminated at any point between Flemington Road and Reynard Street, in:
(a) July 2011;
(b) August 2011;
(c) September 2011;
(d) October 2011;
(e) November 2011;
(f) December 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The monthly Track Record report, published on Public Transport Victoria’s website, provides a measure of service
reliability known as the percentage of timetable not delivered. This measure includes the effect of disruptions
similar in nature to those described in the member for Brunswick’s request. Collation of information in the form
requested by the member for Brunswick represents an unreasonable diversion of departmental resources.

Corrections: pre-sentence reports
3131.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — how many pre-sentence reports were provided
to the courts for the period 1 July to 31 December 2011.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
- 194 full pre-sentence reports (PSRs) were provided to the courts.
- A further 3851 ‘on the spot’ assessments were also provided by Community Correctional Services on the day of
sentencing but these are not formally recorded by Corrections Victoria as PSRs.

Public transport: V/Line — Southern Cross–Ballarat services
3255.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to V/Line train services from
Southern Cross to Ballarat stations in March 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each service.
What was the actually delivered capacity of each service.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following service operated at a reduced capacity in March 2012:
- 4.04 p.m. to Wendouree.

(2)

The original planned capacity of the service was:
- 4.04 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
- 13 March 2012: 4.04 p.m. ran as 5 carriages
- 19 March 2012: 4.04 p.m. ran as 3 carriages.

Please note this information is for Monday to Friday p.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Southern Cross–Ballarat services
3256.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to V/Line train services from
Southern Cross to Ballarat stations in January 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each service.
What was the actually delivered capacity of each service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following services operated at a reduced capacity in January 2012:
-

(2)

The original planned capacity of those services was as follows:
-

(3)

4.04 p.m. to Wendouree
4.36 p.m. to Wendouree
5.03 p.m. to Wendouree
5.44 p.m. to Wendouree.

4.04 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages
4.36 p.m. to Wendouree: 4 carriages
5.03 p.m. to Wendouree: 4 carriages
5.44 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages.

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
-

3 January 2012: 4.36 p.m. ran as 2 carriages
24 January 2012: 4.04 p.m. ran as 3 carriages, 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
25 January 2012: 5.03 p.m. ran as 2 carriages
30 January 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
31 January 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 5 carriages.
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Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday p.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Southern Cross–Ballarat services
3257.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to V/Line train services from
Southern Cross to Ballarat stations in February 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each service.
What was the actually delivered capacity of each service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following services operated at a reduced capacity in February 2012:
- 4.36 p.m. to Wendouree
- 5.44 p.m. to Wendouree.

(2)

The original planned capacity of these services was as follows:
- 4.36 p.m. to Wendouree: 4 carriages
- 5.44 p.m. to Wendouree: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
-

1 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 5 carriages
6 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
8 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
9 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
13 February 2012: 5.44 p.m. ran as 4 carriages
16 February 2012: 4.36 p.m. ran as 3 carriages
29 February 2012: 4.36 p.m. ran as 3 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday p.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Southern Cross services
3258.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to V/Line train services from
Ballarat to Southern Cross stations in March 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each service.
What was the actually delivered capacity of each service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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The following services ran at a reduced capacity in March 2012:
- 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross.

(2)

The original planned capacity of the service was:
- 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross: 6 carriages. The service was originally intended to operate with six carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
- 1 March 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday a.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Southern Cross services
3259.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to V/Line train services from
Ballarat to Southern Cross stations in January 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each service.
What was the actually delivered capacity of each service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following service operated at a reduced capacity in January 2012:
- 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross.

(2)

The original planned capacity of the service was:
- 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross: 6 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
- 16 January 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
- 25 January 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday a.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Southern Cross services
3260.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to V/Line train services from
Ballarat to Southern Cross stations in February 2012:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which services operated at a reduced capacity.
What was the originally planned capacity of each service.
What was the actually delivered capacity of each service.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The following services operated at a reduced capacity in February 2012:
- 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross
- 7.33 a.m. to Southern Cross.

(2)

The original planned capacity of these services was as follows:
- 6.54 a.m. to Southern Cross: 6 carriages
- 7.33 a.m. to Southern Cross: 5 carriages.

(3)

Actual delivered capacity was the same as scheduled capacity except in the following instances:
-

7 February 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
9 February 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
10 February 2012: 6.54 a.m. ran as 5 carriages
14 February 2012: 7.33 a.m. ran as 4 carriages.

Please note this information relates to Monday to Friday a.m. peak services only. Obtaining the data required to
provide information in relation to off-peak and counter-peak services would require significant time and resources.
The resources required to obtain the data cannot be justified at this time.

Treasurer: Department of Treasury and Finance and State Revenue Office — sustainable
government initiative
3262.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Treasurer —
(1)
(2)

How many fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the Department of Treasury and Finance as
a result of the sustainable government initiative.
How many fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the State Revenue Office as a result of the
sustainable government initiative.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The FTE reductions associated with the sustainable government initiative (SGI) are currently being finalised. A key
component of the finalisation is receiving Australian Taxation Office (ATO) approval for concessional tax
treatment of the voluntary departure packages.
As such, the impact on the Department of Treasury and Finance and the State Revenue Office from the SGI will be
finalised following the outcomes of the ATO’s decision.

Public transport: buses — Bellarine Peninsula
3290.

Ms NEVILLE to ask the Minister for Public Transport — with reference to any review of the Bellarine
Peninsula public bus services in 2011–12:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Did the Department of Transport undertake a review.
What is the status.
Will the results and recommendations be:
(a) released to the public;
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provided to the Parliament.

What are the details of users who were consulted.
What are the proposed time lines for the implementation of recommendations made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Department of Transport has not undertaken a formal review of Bellarine Peninsula public bus services in
2011–12.

Public transport: Westgate Punt
3291.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

What was the total cost to the government or its agencies for the operation of the Westgate Punt
for:
(a) October 2011;
(b) November 2011;
(c) December 2011;
(d) January 2012;
(e) February 2012;
(f) March 2012.

(2)

What was the total patronage for the Westgate Punt ferry service, including morning and
afternoon crossings, in:
(a) October 2011;
(b) November 2011;
(c) December 2011;
(d) January 2012;
(e) February 2012;
(f) March 2012.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian coalition government provided $1.4 million over four years in the 2011–12 state budget for a
weekday West Gate punt service. For the months in question, the total cost to the government or its agencies for the
operation of the West Gate punt was $118 539 and patronage was 9160.
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McINTOSH, Mr (Kew) (Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Crime Prevention and Minister responsible for the establishment of
an anti-corruption commission)

Essendon Primary School: upgrade, 2797
Strathmore Primary School: upgrade, 2798
Points of order, 2861

MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk)
Matters of public importance
TAFE funding and public sector job losses, 2812

Adjournment
Higher education: TAFE funding, 2980
Manufacturing: Geelong region jobs, 2980
Namatjira Park, Clayton South: redevelopment, 2980
Regional rail link: North Melbourne station, 2980
Business of the house
Program, 2730

Members statements
Parks Victoria: industrial action, 2916
Peter Marke, 2917
Points of order, 2724, 2726, 2837, 2955
Questions without notice
Schools: education maintenance allowance, 2837

Parliamentary committees
References, 2799
Planning: urban growth boundary amendments, 2913
Points of order, 2732, 2781

MILLER, Ms (Bentleigh)
Bills
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2939
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2761

McLEISH, Ms (Seymour)
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2901, 2963
Forests Amendment Bill 2012, 2949, 2958
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2774
Members statements
Parks Victoria: shire of Murrindindi, 2804

MADDEN, Mr (Essendon)
Adjournment
Melbourne Water: Essendon electorate constituents, 2790

Members statements
Bentleigh Secondary College
debutante ball, 2920
specialisation grant, 2920
Carbon tax: community forum, 2920
Cyberbullying: P-Rock Online, 2920
K. G. Putt Senior Citizens Centre, 2920
National Cybersecurity Awareness Week, 2920
Tucker Road Bentleigh Primary School: parliamentary role-play,
2920
Questions without notice
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2955
Statements on reports
Education and Training Committee: education of gifted and
talented students, 2831
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MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)
Adjournment
Tourism: Mornington Peninsula, 2976
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2885
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2935

Members statements
Bacchus Marsh: coalmining, 2738
Mowbray College: closure, 2738
Public transport: Mowbray College students, 2738
Students: education conveyance allowance, 2738
Points of order, 2840
Rulings, 2908

Carbon tax: economic impact, 2758
Members statements
Opposition: performance, 2741
Russell Ardley, 2741
Questions without notice
Port of Melbourne: capacity, 2727

NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine)
Adjournment
Students: education conveyance allowance, 2905
Bills
Forests Amendment Bill 2012, 2777
Members statements

MULDER, Mr (Polwarth) (Minister for Public Transport and
Minister for Roads)
Adjournment
Rail: Hurstbridge line, 2793
Students: education conveyance allowance, 2793
Questions without notice
Roads: construction site safety, 2840

Arthur Sweatman, 2914

NEWTON-BROWN, Mr (Prahran)
Adjournment
Astor Theatre: future, 2791
Matters of public importance
TAFE funding and public sector job losses, 2818

NAPTHINE, Dr (South-West Coast) (Minister for Ports, Minister
for Regional Cities, Minister for Racing and Minister for Major
Projects)
Bills
Racing Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, 2728, 2875, 2877
Members statements

Members statements
Astor Theatre: future, 2806
Points of order, 2813
Questions without notice
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2951

Australian Labor Party: performance, 2735
Office of the Racing Integrity Commissioner
Betting activities of racing officials employed by Victorian racing
industry, 2799
Points of order, 2722, 2954
Questions without notice
Greyhound racing: integrity, 2842
Port of Melbourne: capacity, 2727

NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown)
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2893
Members statements
Queen’s Birthday honours, 2804
Petitions
Planning: Paine Street, Newport, 2912

NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2899

NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)
Adjournment
Churchill Football Netball Club: funding, 2975
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Bills
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, 2851
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2771
Members statements
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2921
Emergency services: earthquake response, 2921
Questions without notice
Energy: security of supply, 2839
Rulings, 2939, 2940

POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton) (Minister for Local Government and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
Adjournment
Libraries: Ashburton project, 2792
Bills
Local Government Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2012, 2728, 2872, 2874
Members statements
SPC Ardmona: upgrade, 2800
Points of order, 2939

O’BRIEN, Mr (Malvern) (Minister for Gaming, Minister for
Consumer Affairs and Minister for Energy and Resources)

Questions without notice
Carbon tax: local government, 2956

Carbon tax: economic impact, 2834
Questions without notice
Carbon tax: energy prices, 2957
Energy: security of supply, 2840

PALLAS, Mr (Tarneit)
Bills
Forests Amendment Bill 2012, 2961
Statute Law Revision Bill 2012, 2865
Members statements

RICHARDSON, Ms (Northcote)
Bills
Statute Law Revision Bill 2012, 2872
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2924
Members statements
Queen’s Birthday honours, 2801
Points of order, 2749

RYALL, Ms (Mitcham)

Hospitals: city of Wyndham, 2800
Points of order, 2862

Carbon tax: economic impact, 2752
Matters of public importance

PANDAZOPOULOS, Mr (Dandenong)
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2964
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2746

TAFE funding and public sector job losses, 2821
Members statements
Gavin Gamble, 2805
Opposition: performance, 2805
Points of order, 2817

Members statements
Dandenong: civic centre development, 2739
Paul Georgalis, 2739

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

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
Members statements
Diabetes: teacher awareness, 2741
Frankston-Mornington Peninsula Medicare Local, 2741

Bright Art Gallery: funding, 2907
Gas: Hastings electorate supply, 2977
Questions without notice
Carbon tax: regional and rural Victoria, 2954
Emergency services: earthquake response, 2838
Minister for Police and Emergency Services: conduct, 2721, 2722,
2724, 2725, 2952, 2955, 2956
Regional and rural Victoria: government initiatives, 2724
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State Emergency Service: funding, 2839

Matters of public importance
TAFE funding and public sector job losses, 2828

SCOTT, Mr (Preston)
Adjournment
Preston West Primary School: portable classrooms, 2973
Bills
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, 2858

Members statements
Australian Labor Party: scrutiny unit, 2739
Petitions
Sunbury: closed-circuit television cameras, 2911
Points of order, 2862, 2864, 2900
Statements on reports

SHAW, Mr (Frankston)
Adjournment
Frankston Youth Prevention and Recovery Care Service: opening,
2974
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2966
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2760
Members statements
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2740
Frankston: business forum, 2739
Frankston Taxis: industry inquiry response, 2740
Kananook Creek: desilting, 2739

SMITH, Mr R. (Warrandyte) (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change and Minister for Youth Affairs)
Adjournment
Ambulance services: response times, 2794
Astor Theatre: future, 2795
Consumer affairs: babies sleeping bags, 2794
Kilsyth electorate: community safety grants, 2795
Melbourne Water: Essendon electorate constituents, 2794
Members statements
Warrandyte electorate: Ride2Rescue team, 2915

Education and Training Committee: education of gifted and
talented students, 2829

SPEAKER, The (Hon. K. M. Smith)
Business of the house
Notices of motion: removal, 2728, 2797, 2911
Distinguished visitors, 2843
Rulings, 2722, 2724, 2726, 2727, 2732, 2813, 2837, 2838, 2839,
2840, 2843, 2911, 2953, 2954, 2955, 2972
Suspension of members
Member for Altona, 2951
Member for Ballarat East, 2723
Member for Eltham, 2842
Member for Macedon, 2844
Member for Mill Park, 2839
Member for Monbulk, 2841
Member for Yan Yean, 2727

SYKES, Dr (Benalla)
Adjournment
Bright Art Gallery: funding, 2904
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2898
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2931

SOUTHWICK, Mr (Caulfield)
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2759
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Vet Sector, Universities and
Other Matters) Bill 2012, 2895
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, 2857
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2933

Members statements
Opposition members: performance, 2917
Points of order, 2863, 2869

Carbon tax: economic impact, 2762
THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Education and Training Committee
Education of gifted and talented students, 2799

Bills
Statute Law Revision Bill 2012, 2864
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THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)
Matters of public importance
TAFE funding and public sector job losses, 2819
Members statements

Knox United Soccer Club: relocation, 2801
Sant Nirankari Mission, 2801
School buses: Wheelers Hill Secondary College, 2801
Questions without notice
Carbon tax: energy prices, 2957

Burwyn Davidson, 2916
Points of order, 2815

WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill) (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security and Minister for Water)

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)

Adjournment

Adjournment
Disability services: Benambra electorate, 2977

Forest Hill electorate: ministerial visit, 2908
Patterson River: access tracks, 2908
Water: Murray-Darling Basin plan, 2909
Points of order, 2860, 2862

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)
Questions without notice
Adjournment

Water: former government policy, 2723

Regional rail link: North Melbourne station, 2974
Members statements

WATT, Mr (Burwood)

Bethany Community Support: funding, 2920
Adjournment
Libraries: Ashburton project, 2789
VICTORIA, Mrs (Bayswater)
Bills
Adjournment
Australasian Worldwide Music Expo: marketing, 2902

Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2937
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2761

Bills
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012, 2767
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2748
Members statements
Melbourne International Jazz Festival, 2736
Metropolitan Traffic Education Centre: young drivers forum, 2736
National Institute of Circus Arts: Lucy and the Lost Boy, 2736
National Sports Museum: Call to the Games exhibition, 2736
Victorian Jazz Archive, 2735
Points of order, 2748, 2750
Rulings, 2900

Members statements
Planning: permit process, 2804
Sam Autio, 2803
Points of order, 2870
Questions without notice
Water: former government policy, 2722

WELLER, Mr (Rodney)
Bills
Forests Amendment Bill 2012, 2844
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2755

WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)
Bills
Statute Law Revision Bill 2012, 2878

Members statements
Rodney electorate: tourism events, 2916
Rulings, 2855

Carbon tax: economic impact, 2742
Members statements
Ferntree Gully Arts Society: youth awards, 2801
Ferntree Gully Junior Football Club: awards, 2801

WELLS, Mr (Scoresby) (Treasurer)
Questions without notice
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2955
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WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Doncaster) (Minister for Mental Health,
Minister for Women’s Affairs and Minister for Community
Services)
Adjournment
Disability services: Benambra electorate, 2980
Frankston Youth Prevention and Recovery Care Service: opening,
2979
Questions without notice
Disability services: regional and rural Victoria, 2725
Victorian Child Death Review Committee
Report 2012, 2913

WREFORD, Ms (Mordialloc)
Bills
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, 2854
Members statements
Carbon tax: economic impact, 2918
Mornington Peninsula Freeway: extension, 2918
Parkdale Secondary College: elite athlete funding, 2917
Rail: Frankston line, 2918
Questions without notice
China: trade mission, 2836

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond)
Bills
Local Government Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2012, 2728
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2012, 2852
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