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Wednesday, 28 May 2014
The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN having given notice of
motion:

Portland North Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Portland and surrounds within the
electorate of South-West Coast, Victoria, point out to the
house that the impending demolition/replacement of the
schoolhouse at Portland North Primary School is
inappropriate due to its historical significance and its place in
the very fabric of the school.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria retain and fully restore the historic
Portland North schoolhouse with adequate funding.

Honourable members interjecting.
By Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (360 signatures).
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. I will review that notice.

Boundary Road, North Melbourne, pedestrian
crossing

Further notices of motion given.
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

The SPEAKER — Order! I will be looking
carefully at all the notices given today. I advise
members that notices should be able to be debated if
brought on for debate. I advise members to be careful.

This petition of the following residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house that:
1.

a VicRoads pedestrian and traffic survey conducted on
19 July 2013 demonstrated the need for a
pedestrian-operated traffic signal near 91–101 Boundary
Road, North Melbourne;

2.

people, especially children and the elderly, are at risk of
being involved in an accident if a pedestrian-operated
traffic signal is not built near 91–101 Boundary Road,
North Melbourne;

3.

the need for a pedestrian-operated traffic signal near
91–101 Boundary Road, North Melbourne, is urgent;
and

4.

the Napthine government has no plans to build a
pedestrian-operated traffic signal near 91–101 Boundary
Road, North Melbourne.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 9 to
19 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Bus route 451
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 proposal by
Public Transport Victoria to change bus route 451.
The petitioners note the importance of bus route 451 in
servicing the needs of the community and express their deep
concerns at plans to remove bus route 451, which will
significantly reduce local bus services.
The petitioners therefore request that the Minister for Public
Transport, the Honourable Terry Mulder, intervenes to reject
the proposal to discontinue route 451.

By Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) (165 signatures).

The petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria urgently calls on the Napthine government to build a
pedestrian-operated traffic signal near 91–101 Boundary
Road, North Melbourne.

By Ms KANIS (Melbourne) (646 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Kororoit be considered next day on
motion of Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Melbourne be considered next day on
motion of Ms KANIS (Melbourne).

ROAD SAFETY COMMITTEE
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ROAD SAFETY COMMITTEE
Serious injury
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Shared Services in Local Government — Ordered to be
printed
Universities: Results of the 2013 Audits — Ordered to
be printed.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Ms VICTORIA
(Minister for Consumer Affairs).

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (BRIMBANK CITY
COUNCIL) AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Mr BULL (Minister
for Local Government).

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Emergency services
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I was pleased to attend a recent
community recognition barbecue on Sunday, 18 May,
in Morwell to thank our Victorian emergency services
agencies, professionals and volunteers for their tireless
work in protecting our community through what has
been a tough bushfire season. We acknowledge the
incredible efforts of the Country Fire Authority, the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the State Emergency
Service, the Department of Environment and Primary
Industries, Ambulance Victoria, the Red Cross, Victoria
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Police, the Department of Health, Environment
Protection Authority Victoria, Latrobe City Council,
St John Ambulance, the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority, the Department of
Human Services, Airservices Australia, the Victorian
Council of Churches, the Salvation Army, Morwell
Neighbourhood House, the Morwell Lions Club,
Advance Morwell, the Rotary Club of Morwell and
St Vincent de Paul.

Todd Birkbeck
Mr NORTHE — I also acknowledge one of our
local heroes, Todd Birkbeck, the outgoing captain of
Boolarra fire brigade, for his leadership over these past
years in what have been very difficult times. Shortly
after stepping into the captain’s role, the Delburn
complex of fires in January 2009 threatened the
township of Boolarra and neighbouring communities.
Whilst approximately 30 homes were destroyed,
thankfully there was no loss of life. Todd was an
inspiring leader during this time and during subsequent
fires and he was instrumental in seeing the total
refurbishment of the Boolarra and Mirboo East fire
stations. Todd and his wife, Michelle, are indicative of
our marvellous Country Fire Authority volunteers, and
we say well done to Todd during his time as Boolarra
brigade captain.

Gippsland Sports Academy
Mr NORTHE — Last Friday I attended the
Gippsland Sports Academy awards night, which had an
array of local talent from a range of sports including
volleyball, tennis, swimming et cetera. Congratulations
to all nominees and winners of various awards,
including Ellodie Reid from the Traralgon Swimming
Club on winning the Tim Forsyth Award for excellence
in sport for her swimming prowess.

Tom Hafey
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to mark the
passing of Tom Hafey, who was a constituent of the
electorate of Albert Park. Tom was born in August
1931 and passed away earlier this month. Tom was a
legendary coach, but perhaps not such a legendary
player. He was an inaugural AFL Hall of Fame
inductee and an all-round decent human being. Tom
was legendary for his commitment to the highest level
of fitness. It was not unusual to see him on St Kilda
beach after 6.00 a.m., having completed his jog and his
250 push-ups, coming out of the water whilst
everybody else was struggling off in other directions.
His warm regard for everybody on the beach seeking to
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improve their fitness levels, his encouragement and his
support were a highlight for many.
He was much more than this. In the local community he
regularly supported the homeless at nearby Peanut
Farm Reserve in St Kilda. He supported the junior
football club through his direct involvement, he
supported the women’s team, the St Kilda Sharks, and
he supported the Sacred Heart Mission’s homeless cup.
He was an all-round terrific human being. There are
many legends and stories of the contribution he made
across our great state and town. Our deepest sympathies
go to Maureen, his wife, and his broader family. Vale
Tom Hafey.

Sunraysia Agribusiness Summit
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — Last week I had the opportunity to attend
the Sunraysia Agribusiness Summit in Robinvale. The
summit was put together by Glenn Stewart, the
executive officer of the Advancing Country Towns
program in Robinvale. It was a tremendous day. Over
100 people attended, including local businesses and
some of the export facilitators and freight forwarders.
They were shown the exciting things that are happening
in the Sunraysia area from a horticultural point of view.
Rod McGavin, the head of Boundary Bend Estate olive
plantations, was there and explained his journey and
how he has developed that business into a huge olive
production enterprise. The people from Olam were
there talking about the almond industry, about the fact
that Australia has become the no. 2 almond exporter in
the world and about the huge growth that has happened
in almonds in Sunraysia.
A really exciting aspect was the presence of the table
grape industry and news of the recent market access
that has been achieved in Japan and South Korea. Table
grapes recently put into Japan sold out quickly at three
times the price in the Australian market. There were
also people from Avalon Airport explaining to the
freight forwarders and to the horticultural producers in
the Sunraysia the opportunities they are trying to open
up for direct air freight access for fresh produce headed
for the Asian market so that it can be on Asian tables at
the same time that it will be on a table here in
Melbourne. It was a great day, and I congratulate Glenn
Stewart for the job he did.

Crime rates
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — As crime rates
continue to rise, Victorian taxpayers are now paying an
additional $1 billion per year under the Premier to prop
up the Liberal government’s failed law and order
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strategy. This reckless spending is now desperately out
of control, with the recent state budget revealing the
government is funding more prison beds than hospital
beds. In fact under the Premier funding for schools and
education has grown at a substantially lower rate than
funding for police and prisons. Despite this record
spending, Victoria is no safer today than it was three
years ago. Quite the contrary, according to Victoria
Police crime data there were almost 40 000 more
offences recorded across Victoria last year compared
with Labor’s last full year in office.
Spending on Victorian jails has also hit a record high,
with the state’s spiralling prisoner population increasing
by almost 12 per cent in the past three years. The
Productivity Commission’s most recent report on
government services revealed that the state’s recidivism
rate has also grown, with 36.8 per cent of released
prisoners returning to jail within two years, up from
35.1 per cent in 2011–12.
Forget the slogans and endless spin about front-line
police numbers; the simple fact is that Victoria is less
safe today than it was three years ago, while Victorian
taxpayers foot the bill. The Premier will beg to differ,
but only a delusional and out-of-touch government
would consider a rising crime rate, an increase in
reoffending and overflowing prisons to be a mark of
success.

Manningham Multicultural Festival
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I was disappointed to
hear that Manningham City Council has decided to axe
the annual Manningham Multicultural Festival and is
looking to do the same with the Manningham Carols by
Candlelight, which has been going for the last 33 years.
One of the reasons is to ensure that funding is saved
due to low attendance. While I agree that rates should
be kept to a minimum, there are other ways that this can
be done to ensure that the festival continues. One way
would be for the Manningham City Council to go into
partnership with a local non-government organisation
and to apply to the government under the Unity through
Partnerships program for up to $100 000 to ensure that
the multicultural festival continues again this year. I
encourage Manningham City Council to liaise with the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship and
request that something is done to provide some funding
to ensure that the festival, which was enjoyed by many
thousands last year, continues this year. It is a great
family event, and it would be a shame to see it
disappear from the Manningham City Council calendar.
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Sri Lanka
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I wish to place
on the record my considered point of view in relation to
the United Nations recent resolution on Sri Lanka and
its call for an independent investigation into alleged
human rights violations in that country. It is my strong
point of view that Sri Lanka has come a considerable
way in its efforts towards reconciliation of all its
peoples and that its internal structures and legal
mechanisms, including its very strong judiciary, should
be allowed to work through the complex process of
addressing human rights issues there. I therefore do not
believe that an independent inquiry without the support
of the Sri Lankan government is an appropriate way of
dealing with the challenges in that country. Sri Lanka
can and should be encouraged to continue to implement
the report of the Commission of Inquiry of Lessons
Learnt and Reconciliation of November 2011.
I pay tribute to the Sri Lankan people for their
extraordinary efforts in defeating the Liberation Tigers
of Tamil Eelam terrorist organisation. It is an
established principle of international law that parties
seeking remedy for a perceived grievance must exhaust
all possible avenues within the domestic jurisdiction
prior to seeking redress in the international arena. On
that basis Sri Lanka should be given every opportunity
to do so.

Trade unions
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — The year 2014 must be an
election year. How do I know? Because the militant
ratbag trade union movement has gone quiet. The
Leader of the Opposition’s mate John Setka has pulled
into line his Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union mates to ensure that the unions do not disrupt
Labor’s run for government. Or is it the fear of the
royal commission? You can imagine the Victorian
Trades Hall Council secretary, big Brian Boyd, calling
the shots as well as Setka and Shop, Distributive and
Allied Employees Association boss Michael Donovan,
as they have the power to hire and fire MPs, as we have
seen in this preselection round, with many ALP
members getting the flick — —
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — You may be next, John, getting
the flick from the big three from Trades Hall. These
pinko commos cannot be trusted as they manipulate the
weak Leader of the Opposition and his shadow
ministers. If Labor is successful, the state will again be
run by the thugs from Trades Hall with their slush
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funds manipulating union elections and again bringing
Victoria to a standstill.

Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — Yesterday’s Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE (NMIT) annual report
was finally tabled in Parliament, and what a litany of
devastation it was. No wonder the government was so
desperate to hide the true state of its financial demise
from public scrutiny. The report shows that in 2013 the
institute endured a $28 million cut in government
funding, lost over $31 million and required a
$16 million government bailout to pay its bills. In fact
the situation is so bad that the Victorian
Auditor-General cast significant doubt on its ability to
continue as a going concern.
Like so many TAFEs across Victoria, one of
Australia’s most robust and successful TAFE institutes
has been brought to its knees by this government’s
massive TAFE funding cutbacks, and industry, students
and tradespeople are all bearing the cost. Even worse,
there has been silence from the minister about the true
state of affairs of NMIT — silence about what has been
going on — and the facts about the demise of this
institute have been hidden by secrets. Why? Why the
secrecy? Why the silence? Has it got to do with
NMIT’s purchase of Swinburne University’s closed
Prahran campus?
The question we all ask is: was the government’s
$16 million bailout of NMIT linked to NMIT’s bailout
of the marginal seat of Prahran? We would all like that
question answered, and it is time the minister came in
here to explain exactly what is going on with NMIT,
with the state of its finances, and what is happening
with the Prahran campus and this failed bailout.

Cora Lynn junior football club
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — First of all I would
like to thank the Minister for Sport and Recreation, the
Honourable Damian Drum, for coming and joining me
at the Upper Pakenham football and cricket ground for
the announcement of the installation of Cora Lynn
junior football club’s lights to get the junior footballers
out and about and get more people more active more
often. I know the committee up there appreciated the
time he spent coming out and playing football with
some of the young girls and boys at that particular
ground.
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Gembrook electorate bus stops
Mr BATTIN — I would also like to thank Public
Transport Victoria (PTV) and the Minister for Public
Transport, Minister Mulder, for assistance in giving
consideration to the removal of a bus stop in
Gembrook. Daniel Falcone approached us in relation to
a bus stop located on the main road outside a business,
and due to the location it made it very difficult to
operate that business. Leticia Wilmot, the local
councillor, came on board, and with cooperation from
PTV and Leticia we are looking forward to seeing that
bus stop moved and seeing a positive outcome for those
in Gembrook.
I would also like to thank George Primrose, who came
into my office a little while ago and who, in his words,
cannot stand men in suits. George is one of our local
icons, who wears shorts and a singlet every day no
matter what the weather is, and he came in and
complained because a bus stop had been moved from
Beaconsfield. The location of the new stop was outside
Central Hotel Beaconsfield — which is his favourite
watering hole — but he complained that whenever he
went out the front he would get wet. I again thank PTV,
the minister and the council for working with us to
ensure that George, after a few Victoria Bitters when he
is outside in his blue singlet and shorts, can stay dry
while he is waiting for a bus and get home safely.

USA study tour
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — On my recent study tour
of the USA, amongst spending time with the New York
Police Department, the Los Angeles Police
Department, charter schools and the Victorian
Government Business Office looking at businesses,
science, and transportation, including trains and
monorails, I spent time with Georgia Right to Life’s
Dan Becker and Georgia House of Representatives
pro-life leader, representative Ed Setzler, and joined
them in a Wilberforce forum for young 30-somethings.
I thank Dan and Ed for their extraordinary hospitality
and encouragement, and congratulate them on the work
they are doing.
The abortion debate is well advanced in the USA. In
Cleveland, Ohio, I saw a billboard near the airport that
had a picture of an eight-week-old with the caption
‘Womb with a view’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SHAW — How about you guys shut up for a
minute?
The SPEAKER — Order! Continue.
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Mr SHAW — Georgia itself has seen the
Democrats in charge for over 130 years, until about
10 years ago when the Republican Party won. I have
been told this is mainly due to the pro-life movement.
The current Governor, I was told, was a Democrat
pro-abortionist, who changed to become a Republican
pro-life supporter after seeing a picture of his
grandchild in the womb. The majority of both
Democrats and Republicans are now pro-life.
When I asked a Darwinist scientist in New York City
‘When does life begin?’, he gave me the answer ‘Life
begins when the sperm meets the egg — at conception.
The question is when does that life have rights attached
to it’.
I firmly believe that governments have a duty to protect
their citizens. I believe that every Australian child who
has a heartbeat should not be killed, and I believe that
every innocent human being should be protected. The
message is clear: any government that does nothing
about abortion and people’s rights to life is a moral
coward.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Country Fire Authority funding
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Four years and
four budgets from this government and still Kangaroo
Flat Country Fire Authority (CFA) and Golden Square
Country Fire Authority have not received funding for
their new stations. In 2010 the Country Fire Authority
said it would build a new fire station in Kangaroo Flat
within three years as part of the CFA’s capital works
program. It is still waiting for the funding for this
much-needed project.
In 2006 the now Minister for Police and Emergency
Services said that if the coalition won government, it
would fund a new $1.4 million station for Golden
Square CFA. The minister said:
We are committed to providing a new facility at Golden
Square …

Fire brigades across Victoria are already reporting how
budget cuts inflicted by this government are affecting
operations. This is no more evident than when CFA
stations like Kangaroo Flat and its volunteers, who
were winners in the recent CFA state championships,
are still waiting for their new station. It has had land
sitting there for years and nothing to show for it.
Golden Square CFA has a new field operations vehicle
that does not fit into its building, so it is being stored
elsewhere.
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In 2006, when in opposition, the now Minister for
Police and Emergency Services was quoted in a media
release as saying:
I have visited CFA stations right across the state and
conditions at Golden Square are among the worst …
The Golden Square CFA volunteer urban brigade is housed in
an early 20th century fire building …
The location is awkward for the CFA trucks leaving the
station …
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the AQUA Bar and Cafe, Lake Eildon, and Greg and
Tracey Harriman were a great support. It was a
wonderful event, and I look forward to participating
again next year.

Australia’s Biggest Morning Tea
Ms McLEISH — It was great to attend the Biggest
Morning Tea at the Oasis Cafe in Bonnie Doon, and I
thank Mark and Deb Poole for their great work in
putting on this very successful function.

…
The Golden Square brigade requires a new facility to ensure it
can work at its most efficient to provide the best possible …
service.
…
We are committed to providing a new facility at Golden
Square …

The SPEAKER — Order! I acknowledge that I
called members out of order earlier.

Darlingford Upper Goulburn Nursing Home

Golden Age Club
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I enjoyed
catching up recently with the Russian Jewish
community at the Golden Age Club. This club provides
a great space for residents to get together and discuss
local issues. Of particular interest was the government
plan to develop a new master plan for the estate, which
will provide much better new housing and much better
open spaces for all residents.

Better Hearing Australia

Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — On Sunday the
communities of Thornton and Eildon rallied behind the
local Darlingford Upper Goulburn Nursing Home in
Eildon. The inaugural bed relay event had a terrific
participation rate and was a huge amount of fun.
Seventeen teams raced relay-style as they pushed a bed
some 11 kilometres from Thornton to Eildon. I was in
the Rubicon Hotel-Motel team led by new owner
Darren Thomas. It was the first to leave from the front
of the hotel, and I was a bit surprised how quickly our
team took off. Expecting a more leisurely jog, I found
myself part of a team that virtually sprinted out of the
blocks and maintained a pretty good pace for that first
leg. The winners on the day were the football club, the
netballers came in second and my team was third. The
real winner though was the Darlingford nursing home
because in excess of $30 000 was raised. Acting CEO
Melanie would have been thrilled.

Mr NEWTON-BROWN — It was a pleasure
recently to meet with Sara Duncan and Michele Barry
from Better Hearing Australia to discuss local
initiatives for the hearing impaired. I look forward to
progressing our ideas and working towards making
services accessible for the hearing impaired.

I pay special tribute to Robyn Wregg, a carer for seven
years at Darlingford, who had the bed relay dream.
People thought she would not be able to pull this job
off, but she did a remarkable job. The event was a great
success. It saw an almost unprecedented level of
community involvement. The Lions Club was involved
in the marshalling, and Kelloch Lodge, the Country
Fire Authority and the football and netball club were
also involved in the event. There were a great many
teams, together with the outdoor education group,
reviving community spirit by bringing together many
different parts of the community. The event finished at

St Kilda and Queens roads community forum

Horace Petty public housing estate
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I commend the work
of the Prahran housing office and the dedicated group
of tenants who regularly attend the Horace Petty estate
community liaison committee, which I chair each
month. The quality of ideas discussed and the feedback
received mean that we will soon be releasing a master
plan for the estate, which will foster a safe and inclusive
environment for all tenants, with vastly improved
amenity.

Mr NEWTON-BROWN — In response to
community concerns about local roads, I have
organised a community forum to discuss issues arising
from the St Kilda Road and Queens Road precincts.
This forum will take place on Thursday, 29 May, at the
Tradeblock Cafe at the Victorian College for the Deaf. I
thank the residents along the St Kilda Road and Queens
Road corridor for their feedback on traffic management
and look forward to delivering an appropriate solution
to ease the congestion for them, particularly when
exiting the precinct.
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Advance program
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — Congratulations to the
Victorian College for the Deaf and Melbourne High
School on recently receiving $9725 and $3000
respectively under the coalition government’s Advance
program. The Advance school volunteer program
engages over 20 000 secondary school students each
year to help build local partnerships and support young
people to give back to their local communities. I
applaud all young people who have made an effort to
volunteer and make a difference.

Pride of Workmanship awards
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — On Monday, 26 May,
I had the pleasure of attending the Rotary Club of
Keilor East’s annual vocational awards night, the Pride
of Workmanship awards. The Pride of Workmanship
campaign was launched as a Rotary project in June
1975, and its objectives are to promote vocational
service by encouraging pride of workmanship in all
vocations and to provide employers, educationalists and
civic leaders with the opportunity to acknowledge
outstanding local businesses, employees and citizens.
The objective of the Pride of Workmanship awards is to
honour those people, irrespective of age, gender or
vocation, who show a distinct quality in their approach,
attitude and dedication to their vocation. I very much
enjoyed listening to the awardees’ background stories
and hearing examples of their demonstrated
commitment to their respective vocations, which is
equally matched by their sense of community.
I extend my sincere congratulations to the 2014
awardees. Congratulations to Domenic Marchione,
proprietor of the Domenic Marchione Pharmacy
located at the Centreway in Keilor East. Domenic is a
pharmacist with a personal touch who has built up his
reputation over the past 15 years, to the extent that
locals consider him the best pharmacist in Melbourne.
Domenic also serves a vital role as the pharmacist of
choice for the residents of the nearby Holloway Aged
Care Services. Congratulations to Pat and Sara
Senserrick from Senserrick’s Fruit and Flowers, located
in Keilor. Pat and Sara are the fourth generation to own
the family farm at the back of Keilor Village. They go
above and beyond for their customers, bringing them
the best and freshest produce. Typically their shop is
the Saturday morning busy meeting place in the ever
popular Keilor Village. Finally, congratulations to
Danny Stavropoulos and Billy Roubos of the Milleara
International Food and Deli, located in Keilor East. It is
one of the most popular shops and delicatessens at the
Milleara shopping centre. Congratulations once again to
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all five awardees. They are all worthy recipients of the
2014 Pride of Workmanship award.

Wattle Hill Kindergarten
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On 24 May I attended
Wattle Hill Kindergarten open day, which was a good
opportunity to speak to members of the kinder
community. I particularly thank Sophie Galanis, the
director, for her conversation and update on the
challenges the kinder faces going forward.

Ashwood and Chadstone Neighbourhood Expo
Mr WATT — On Sunday, 25 May, I attended the
Ashwood and Chadstone Neighbourhood Expo. It was
a great opportunity to engage with the local community.
I acknowledge the following groups that participated:
the Ashburton, Ashwood and Chadstone Public
Tenants Group; the Edge Community Fund; Monash
Toy Library; the Monash Public Library Service;
Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care; Waverley
Woodworkers; Chadstone Food Forest; the
Ashwood-Mount Waverley Lions Club; Power
Neighbourhood House; and Skylark Sports. I
particularly thank the Monash City Council for hosting
the event. It was great to see Cr Paterson out with the
family enjoying the day.

Bennettswood Venturers
Mr WATT — On 21 May I visited the
Bennettswood Venturers to present the group with a
graffiti removal kit. I acknowledge the group’s efforts
to tackle graffiti in the Burwood area and thank its
members for their efforts, particularly with the clean-up
of the tram at Wattle Park last year.

Solway Primary School
Mr WATT — I was pleased to visit Solway
Primary School with the Minister for Education to
announce $2.6 million of capital works for the school. I
thank the principal, Julie Wilkinson, and all the staff
and parents at the school for their efforts in improving
the lives of the youth in my area.

Ashwood College
Mr WATT — I acknowledge the efforts of the
school community at Ashwood College and am pleased
to be able to fulfil our commitment to rebuild the entire
school with a $15.5 million allocation in the budget.
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Africa Day Australia

Valkstone Primary School

Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — On Saturday, 24 May, I
had the honour and privilege to attend and speak at the
2014 Africa Day Australia gala dinner at the Fitzroy
town hall. The dinner marks the culmination of a week
of activities celebrating the foundation of the
Organisation of African Unity. The event is an
opportunity to celebrate Africa’s cultural diversity,
promote and celebrate the contribution and success of
African Australians, encourage their empowerment
within mainstream society and acknowledge the
economic benefits that they bring to Victoria.
Congratulations and thanks to all the many volunteers
who worked hard to make this celebration such a
success, particularly the committee president, Stephen
Sibanda, and the committee co-vice-presidents, John
Bellavance and Orlando Green.

Ms MILLER — Valkstone Primary School was
elated about the $3.5 million funding that I, together
with the Napthine coalition government, have provided
in the 2014–15 state budget. Principal Marilyn
Koolstra, school council president Troy Thomson and
school council vice-president David Nowell were
thrilled about the announcement and promptly alerted
the school community. Everyone is excited about the
major works that will transform the school to enable it
to plan for the future.

Kensington Flemington Junior Sports Club
Ms KANIS — On Saturday, 24 May, I attended the
Kensington Flemington Junior Sports Club annual
president’s dinner. The club does a fantastic job
providing sports opportunities to boys and girls in the
community. Its strength is due to the dedication and
enthusiasm of volunteers. Thanks to all the 2014
volunteers and committee members, in particular
Matthew Hammond, president; Kate Martin, secretary;
and Deanne Hocking, treasurer. Congratulations also to
the 2014 president’s award and honorary life
membership recipients, Denise McSweeney, Kaye
Allan and Mark Perica.

Ray Fullarton
Ms KANIS — I also acknowledge the passing of
Ray Fullarton, secretary of the Flemington and
Kensington Bowling Club, and acknowledge the
posthumous awarding of life membership to him at the
annual general meeting last week.

Rabbi Allison R. H. Conyer
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — The Etz Chayim
Progressive Synagogue in Bentleigh recently celebrated
the induction of Rabbi Allison R. H. Conyer. The
celebrations were well attended by locals, and a number
of community leaders were also present. The lighting of
a bonfire at the conclusion of the event marked Lag
b’Omer. I welcome Rabbi Allison R. H. Conyer to the
Bentleigh community and wish her every success. I
look forward to working with her in the future.

Katie Crane
Ms MILLER — Bentleigh local Katie Crane,
aged 9, made history recently when she became the
youngest member of the Royal Society of Victoria, a
historical society for science and technology. Katie
follows in the footsteps of her father, Ian Crane, and her
great-great-great-grandfather, William Johnson, in
joining the society.

Bentleigh Secondary College
Ms MILLER — Last Thursday was a special
evening for Bentleigh Secondary College, where I was
pleased to present the year 10 debutantes at the
Bentleigh Secondary College debutante ball.
Congratulations to all the debutantes and to
Mrs Barbara Duncan-Sandford on making the night a
success. It was a pleasure to spend time with the school
community, and I was also pleased to present Ms Karen
Wade with her plaque for winning the Secondary
Principal of the Year award at the 2014 Victorian
Education Excellence Awards.

Glen Eira and Moorabbin State Emergency
Service units
Ms MILLER — The Minister For Police and
Emergency Services, the member for Caulfield and I
visited the Glen Eira and Moorabbin State Emergency
Service units last week. Meeting with unit leaders Doug
Wood from Glen Eira and Robert Bishop from
Moorabbin, we were able to take part in training
sessions and better understand the work of the State
Emergency Service teams. These volunteers work
tirelessly for the community, and it was a pleasure to
spend time with them.

Geelong sporting facilities
Mr EREN (Lara) — Recently I had a work
experience student, Dennis Austin Mesoga from
St Joseph’s College, working in my office. I asked him

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 28 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

to write about whatever he would like and said that I
would present it in my 90-second statement in the next
sitting of Parliament. These are his words:
Recreation facilities in Geelong are not up to par with other
cities, yet our community relies heavily on sport.
More funding should be put into the refurbishment of local
sportsgrounds as the youth of our community will benefit
greatly and it will keep their minds off of drugs and violence
which sadly today’s generation is exposed to.
In numerous cases today’s youth population use sport as a
means to get away from stress, family problems and the
pressures of life. Why not provide them with a facility in
which they can express themselves and let the problems in
their lives go?
My generation today suffer higher stress and anxiety levels
than a mental asylum in the 1980s.
More than 70 per cent of the youth population today use sport
to lower their stress levels.
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Brandon Park Reserve, Glen Waverley
Mr GIDLEY — On Thursday, 22 May, I joined
Waverley Victory Football Club members and Monash
City Council representatives to officially turn on the
new lights at the Brandon Park Reserve. The Brandon
Park Reserve sports lighting project will provide even
more opportunities for local clubs, such as Waverley
Victory, and for members of the wider community to
participate in football. Whilst the project received
$70 000 of funding from the Victorian coalition
government’s community facility funding program, the
club itself raised substantial funds to contribute to the
project. I congratulate the club, the committee and club
members on their efforts, and I look forward to
continually working with them into the future. I also
acknowledge Monash council’s contribution to this
project.

Eastern Innovation Business Centre
It would benefit the community immensely and overall bring
a wave of positive change into the city with minimal cost.
An example of how sport can change a person’s life
completely is the recent winner of the most valuable player
award in the NBA.
Kevin Durant, who used to live in poverty, turned his life
around using the game of basketball and had little push from
a youth group.
He personally said that without the push and the
encouragement from his group, he would have never
accomplished this amazing feat.
Sport can also be used to break the language barrier. When I
first arrived in Australia my language was very poor, and it
was hard to communicate with others.
Then I started playing for the local basketball club, and
through the help of my teammates I slowly started stringing
my English together.
In conclusion, something as important as sport should not be
neglected in Geelong. A little thing such as refurbishing local
facilities will go a long way and might even turn someone’s
life around or at least give them a place where they can feel
like they belong.

Tom Darzins
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — On Sunday,
25 May, I had the opportunity to attend the presentation
by Waverley Valley scouts of the Queen’s Scout award
to Tom Darzins. The Queen’s Scout award is the
highest youth award achievable in the scouting
movement in the commonwealth. I congratulate Tom
on receiving such a well-respected award, and I also
recognise those who have supported him in reaching
that goal, including his family and the scout movement.

Mr GIDLEY — The vision for an Eastern
Innovation Business Centre continues to build, with
construction now under way. Last week I joined the
member for Burwood, a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region and President in the other place,
the Honourable Bruce Atkinson, representatives of
Monash City Council and representatives of the
commonwealth government to acknowledge the
milestone. The $4.995 million project, funded by the
commonwealth, Victorian and local governments, will
offer start-up businesses and microbusinesses ongoing
support through expert mentoring, training and
education as well as the opportunity to collaborate on
projects. The centre will also create 100 extra jobs in
small businesses within the first 16 months of
operation, and more than 100 jobs will be generated
during the construction phase of the project.

The Third Chair
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — The Banksia
Palliative Care Service has provided specialist care for
over 7000 people living at home or in aged-care
facilities in my electorate of Ivanhoe who have been
diagnosed with a progressive terminal illness. I was
pleased to be at the launch of a book called The Third
Chair, by Iris Crook, which is the diary of a daughter
coping with the challenges of her mother’s terminal
illness. Fifty per cent of the proceeds of the sale of the
book will go to the Banksia Palliative Care Service,
which provides a great service to families in my
electorate. I note that Banksia is now looking after
500 families and people every year. The book is one I
commend to people who are struggling with issues
related to progressive terminal illness, and I commend
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Iris Crook on committing her memories to paper and
raising funds for the Banksia Palliative Care Service.

Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
Mr CARBINES — I also raise the issue of
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE (NMIT). I refer
to an article in the Age today headed ‘Funding cut
leaves NMIT $30 million in red’. It is not a surprise that
the Heidelberg West campus has been decimated by
this government’s cuts to TAFE. We have now seen the
closure of the Greensborough campus, and you are
expecting people to travel from the northern suburbs of
Melbourne over to the Prahran campus, where you
cannot fill any of the courses because nobody from the
northern suburbs wants to go to Prahran to get an
education. You should stop the closure of the
Greensborough campus and should stop decimating
Heidelberg West campus of NMIT and get back to
investing in TAFE instead of decimating the futures of
young people.

Preston electorate education funding
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise briefly to lament the
impact of the failures of this government in my
electorate in the field of education. As I said when
speaking on the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014,
there was no funding for schools in my electorate in the
recent budget. Recent revelations regarding the parlous
state of finances at Northern Melbourne Institute of
TAFE casts doubt on the important role TAFE plays in
my community in providing vocational education and
job opportunities. This government has failed the
people of Preston and Reservoir and continues to do so,
and I despair at its failing.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
making members statements has passed. I did not want
to interrupt the precious few seconds of the member for
Preston, but I say to the member for Ivanhoe that he
must address his comments through the Chair in future.

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

Government performance
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I am
going to grieve today for the people of Victoria, who
are suffering so very badly under a Liberal government
here in Spring Street and a Liberal government in
Canberra — governments that are bad governments,
governments that are fundamentally not the
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governments the Victorian people voted for — but
before I do that I am obliged to note some news that has
just broken: the very sad news that Qantas is leaving
Victoria. The 300 call centre jobs are leaving
Camberwell, and in a new definition of the term
‘offshoring’ under this disgraceful, neglectful
government, where are they going? They are going to
Tasmania. It would seem Tasmania has a stronger jobs
plan than Victoria. We have just got our nose in front of
Tasmania on national unemployment data, but the
question is: for how long?
I could well grieve for the families of those 300 people
who will lose their jobs. They are being told this news
as we speak here today. How bad does it have to get
before this government recognises that if there is no
jobs plan then no job is safe? Losing jobs to Tasmania!
Only this Premier, who no Victorian voted for as
Premier, could redefine the term ‘offshoring’. Fancy
losing jobs to Tasmania. As I understand it there was a
competitive process and Captain Snooze over here, the
Premier of Victoria, was outbid. That is a great
reference point for the indolence, the abandoning and
the abject neglect of this Premier. We heard from Jay
Weatherill, the Premier of South Australia, that the
Premier of Victoria was asleep at the wheel when it
came to the car industry, and we are now seeing he is
asleep at the wheel when it comes to call centre jobs in
Camberwell — off to Tasmania. What a sad day this is.
I draw members’ attention to the fact that on
7 September last year our great Premier, the Premier of
Victoria, said:
Tony Abbott will be an outstanding Prime Minister.

These are the words that Victorians will never forget,
because we will not allow Victorians to forget and we
will not allow this government to slide away from its
consistent praise and this Premier’s sycophantic praise
of his boss, his best friend forever, his best mate, Tony
Abbott. These are the words that expose the Premier of
Victoria as a Liberal first, a Liberal second and a
Liberal third. They prove that he is absolutely stuck in a
pantomime, pretending to stand up for Victoria when
he is signed up to Tony Abbott.
I grieve for the people of Victoria who are having to
endure these two Liberal governments — governments
of betrayal, governments of deceit, governments that
resemble in no way the governments that Victorians
voted for three and a half years ago in the state election
and eight months ago in the federal election. The
Premier cannot take back his praise, because he has
said it on more than one occasion. Indeed he has said it
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over and over again, and he will wear it forever. On
5 September he said:
We are pleased to have the support of the federal coalition
and Tony Abbott …

Is he now? On 9 September:
… congratulations to Tony Abbott and the coalition team for
the fantastic victory in the election on Saturday.

Here is the bit:
I’ve got no doubt that Tony Abbott as an experienced
politician, a person who cares deeply about Australia, will
be —

wait for it —
a fantastic Prime Minister for Australia.

Again on 9 September:
And we’ll certainly be discussing an agenda that we will
jointly share to deliver positive outcomes for Victoria …

Soon after this sycophantic praise confirming what we
all know — that this is a Premier who does not work
with Tony Abbott but works for him; that is a fact —
came the denials. We can hear the Premier declaring,
‘No, no, no, Tony Abbott won’t possibly hit Victoria
with the biggest commonwealth cuts to health and
education in living memory. No, no, no. Be assured.
My best mate Tony wouldn’t do that. No, no. Be
assured of that’. On 4 September the Premier said:
… the Abbott coalition has announced that they will honour
all the funding agreements …

On funding for our schools, the Premier said on
18 September:
… I welcome the fact that Tony Abbott and the incoming
federal coalition government have … endorsed that funding
plan during the term of the forward estimates …

It goes on; it gets better. On 4 September the Premier
also said:
So, we believe we have got a great outcome for Victorian
education, a terrific outcome for Victorian parents and
students and Victorian schools …

This Premier said on 18 September that the Prime
Minister’s plans were:
… something which is very important to the education system
in Victoria.

Absolutely it is. It is not about just schools funding but
also hospital funding. The Premier must have ripped
himself away from the microphone for a moment,
thinking, ‘Let’s give someone else a go to suck up to
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Tony Abbott’, and they wheeled out David Davis, the
Minister for Health. On 4 October he said that he was:
… keen to cooperatively re-examine health funding under the
national partnership agreement with the Abbott federal
coalition to ensure that Victoria receives its fair share and
there is certainty in funding for our hospitals.

Members will notice that there is no mention of patients
in this quote and no mention of care. Oh, no. It was,
‘We are very keen to positively renegotiate’ — blah,
blah, blah. If you wrote this, no-one would believe it.
Let us go back to schools and indeed to hospitals:
$80 billion has been taken away by the Premier’s best
mate, Tony Abbott — the Premier’s best friend
forever — from hospitals and schools. If members
cannot get their heads around that number, that is
80 Royal Children’s hospitals — 80 of them. That is no
small amount of money and no small amount of pain to
be endured by working people across our nation — and
their kids, I should add. They are the cuts to health and
education. That is not a haircut; that is taking off the
whole head, because, apparently, there is a budget
emergency.
The real budget emergency is the budget emergency in
household budgets. Taxing the living daylights out of
people will not fix that budget emergency. Making
people pay more to fill up their car will not fix that
budget emergency. Making people pay more to go to
the doctor will not fix that budget emergency. Making
people pay more for scripts for medicine that they need
will not fix that budget emergency. Making people pay
more for a blood test — that is optional, is it not? —
will not fix the budget emergency, the real one, the one
in household budgets. Making people pay more for an
X-ray — again, not something I would have thought
was a luxury in life — will not fix the very real budget
emergency in household budgets. But that is what the
Premier’s best mate has done to Victorians.
I could go on to talk about pension changes that are
regressive and hit those who are on fixed and limited
incomes harder than anyone else. I could go on to talk
about significant doubts about having 15 hours of
four-year-old child care. There is an endless list of lies
and broken promises in this federal budget, a budget
brought down by this Premier’s best friend in the
world, someone who he said would be an outstanding
Prime Minister. He is a standout all right: he is
someone who stands against the interests of ordinary
Victorian families and someone who has cut like no
Prime Minister before him.
There are many other examples I could go through.
Hundreds and hundreds of millions of dollars have been
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ripped away from teachers and teacher aides, hundreds
of millions of dollars have been ripped away from
nurses and doctors and paramedics, hundreds of
millions of dollars have been ripped off the table — that
kitchen table where families sit down to try to make
ends meet. I could go through all of those. But let us
pivot to the Premier’s response. Having seen that
perhaps sucking up to Tony Abbott might have some
political cost, there must have been a huddle. The
brains trust over there at 1 Treasury Place must have sat
down and said, ‘Well, this is not going so well for us. I
know what we’ll do: let’s pivot to angry. We’d better
do angry’.
Speaker, let me assure you, I have seen the Premier
angry. My three little kids have seen the Premier angry
too. I know what the Premier looks like when he is
angry, and this ain’t it. This is the B-grade midday
movie version of angry. The Port Fairy amateur players
would not cop this B-grade, absolutely unconvincing
‘I’m an angry Premier’. I have seen him angry,
Speaker, and this ain’t it.
He is signed up to and wholly owned by Tony Abbott.
This is not a matter of opinion: the Premier of Victoria
campaigned for Tony Abbott and urged Victorians to
vote for him. If the Premier of Victoria is angry, then
perhaps it is because he believes he is the only one
allowed to cut funding for hospitals and schools,
because that is what he has done for three and a half
long years of decline and neglect, while ambulances fill
the car parks of hospital emergency departments every
night, while schools remain riddled with asbestos, while
teachers are asked to give our kids a first-rate education
in second-rate classrooms and while 50 000 people wait
in pain for the surgery they need. We have a TAFE
system properly charged with making sure that every
young Victorian can have the skills for the job they
want — —
Mr Noonan — That is all they are asking.
Mr ANDREWS — Indeed. As the member for
Williamstown says, that is all they are asking. That is
not too much to ask, I would have thought. Because
frankly, Speaker, as I think you know — we all know, I
would hope, though perhaps not those on the other
side — whenever a young person is held back, we are
all held back. But when a young person gets a pathway
to skills, jobs and prosperity they can make a
contribution and we all move forward together. This is
not a difficult concept, but it seems to have escaped this
loathsome government, which is more interested in
sucking up to Tony Abbott than doing the hard work to
promote a stronger and fairer Victoria.
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The list goes on and on: three and a half years of
absolute neglect and failure. Today’s announcement by
Qantas that 300 jobs have been offshored not to
Singapore or Thailand but to Tasmania is a punctuation
mark, if you like, in terms of the failure of this
government to do what it said it would do. This
government said to the people of Victoria — just as
Tony Abbott did — ‘I’ll fix the problems’. Fix the
problems? It is the problem.
In recent weeks since the federal budget — there was
apparently a state budget as well; there has not been
much conversation about that, but in any event — a
review of the last three and half years has shown the
values and priorities of those opposite. Their support
for Tony Abbott marked them out as Liberals first,
second and third. Their cuts to health and education
marked them out as the government that Victorians did
not vote for. Their priorities on almost every single
issue marked them out as the failures they are —
compromising Victoria’s future, not building it, and
creating problems, not fixing them.
The fact of the matter is this: Denis Napthine
campaigned for Tony Abbott; Denis Napthine urged
Victorians to vote for Tony Abbott. When it comes to
cutting health and education, Denis Napthine is no
better than Tony Abbott. We will make sure that
Victorians understand and know that well on
29 November.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind all members
that they must refer to members of the house by their
correct titles.

Infrastructure delivery
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — That was the
contribution of a man who has given up. That was the
contribution of an empty leader speaking empty words
to an empty gallery. That was just pathetic; what a
pathetic performance. The Leader of the Opposition has
given up on attacking the Victorian coalition’s budget;
he has given up entirely. There was not one question
asked about it yesterday; there was not one mention of
the state budget in his entire 15-minute contribution,
apart from the fact that he said, ‘There was apparently a
state budget’. He has given up any pretence of
economic responsibility because he carries the liability
of the billion-dollar blunder man, the member for
Tarneit, his shadow Treasurer, and Labor can never and
will never have any economic credibility while it
carries that hopeless, economically reckless dead
weight around its neck all the way to the ballot box on
29 November.
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The Leader of the Opposition spent 15 minutes of this
Parliament’s time carrying on like a two-bob watch and
sounding like a cut-price Bill Shorten who has
forgotten to take his tablets. He was hopeless. It was
one of the worst performances I have seen in this place
in my seven and half years here.
There are many things I could grieve for. I could grieve
for the hopelessness of the Labor Party, but what I
really grieve for is the fact that the Labor Party is
absolutely deadset against the $27 billion of
job-creating infrastructure that this government
committed to in its 2014–15 budget.
For the first couple of minutes of the Leader of the
Opposition’s contribution, he was talking about jobs.
We have a jobs plan: it is called a $27 billion
infrastructure program in our budget! It is projects like
east–west link; it is projects like the airport rail link; it
is projects like Melbourne rail link; it is projects like the
Pakenham-Cranbourne rail corridor upgrade. Every
single one of them is opposed by members opposite.
They oppose the airport rail link and the jobs it creates.
They oppose the Melbourne rail link and the jobs it
creates. They oppose the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
upgrade and the jobs it creates. And they oppose
east–west link and the jobs it creates.
Mr Eren interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara
knows that that was improper language. I ask him to
withdraw it.
Mr Eren — I withdraw.
Mr O’BRIEN — That is the most sensible thing he
has said all day, and probably the most sensible thing
he will say. We have heard a lot of claims from the
opposition about east–west link. Do members recall last
year when I brought down my first budget, and the
coalition’s third, and we said that we were committed
to stage 1 of east–west link. There were lots of claims
made in light of that decision. In fact the member for
Tarneit on 21 August 2013 — —
Mr Eren — No-one believes you!
Mr O’BRIEN — I am about to quote the member
for Tarneit, so I can understand why you may have
trouble believing me.
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Mr O’BRIEN — I quote:
In fact, when Denis Napthine spends $8 billion on this tunnel
it means that other transport projects like new train lines and
new and upgraded roads that are urgently needed now won’t
be built for decades.

The member for Richmond said:
We have to understand that this is the biggest infrastructure
investment project undertaken by this state in decades. It will
tie up all available capital for any other discretionary
spending for years and years …

The Leader of the Opposition said:
This project knocks off, for decades, every other significant
investment …
…
It knocks for six so many other projects that would benefit our
city and our state in terms of our livability, productivity and
prosperity in the future …

Have opposition members now changed their tune? Do
we ever hear them now saying, ‘Gee, stage 1 of
east–west link will make it impossible to build anything
else’. No, I do not think we are hearing that from them
anymore, because we have announced not just stage 1
but stage 2 of east–west link, as well as the airport rail
link. We have announced the airport rail link, the
Melbourne rail link, the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
upgrade, the Mildura basin rail upgrade and stages 1
and 2 of east–west link. All of these projects are in the
budget. And they are not just funded for planning and
design; they are funded for construction, because that is
what a good government does. We rebuilt the finances
from the absolute basket case that Labor left Victoria
in — the mess and the continual spending of more than
what was gained in revenue. That is what those
opposite did; they left the state in a structural deficit.
We have come in and turned it around.
Labor members look as if they have been hit with an
axe between the eyes. We brought down the budget and
they say, ‘We have been complaining about east–west
link stage 1 and we are now saying, “What about
stage 2?”’ We have said, ‘Guess what? We are funding
stage 2’. Do you know what they have said? Having
made the claim for years that the project needed to start
in the west and that the priority should be those people
living in the western suburbs, in Geelong and in
Ballarat, they have now turned around and said, ‘We
are opposing it’.

Mr Eren interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara
has been warned.

It is great to hear just a little bit of history. I refer the
house to the Melbourne Press Club address of the
Leader of the Opposition. He was complaining about
east–west link stage 1 and said:

GRIEVANCES
1716

ASSEMBLY

I think a second river crossing, an important redundancy for
the West Gate Bridge and a link direct into the port is a
stronger project.
Stronger when you consider the productivity benefits and
stronger when you acknowledge that the funds are of course
limited.
…
A backup for the West Gate which currently handles more
than 165 000 vehicles a day as well as the significant
commercial and residential growth in the west makes the case
compelling.
‘West–east’ is the way this project should be viewed.

We have had the Leader of the Opposition in his
presidential address — in his ‘State of the Union’
address to the Melbourne Press Club — saying that the
great problem with east–west link is that it does not do
enough for the western suburbs by starting stage 1. He
now says, ‘We oppose the lot. We oppose all of the
6200 jobs that will be created. Every one of those jobs,
Labor opposes. All of the jobs that will be created by
the airport rail link, Labor opposes. All the jobs that are
created by the Melbourne rail link, Labor opposes. The
point is that there is money in this budget for
construction. Construction is going to be
happening — —
Mr Eren — When?
Mr O’BRIEN — The member for Lara asks when.
I say to him: we are going to be starting construction on
east–west link stage 1 this year, Sunshine, and we are
going to be starting construction on east–west link
stage 2 at the end of next year. We are going to be
starting Melbourne rail link and the airport rail link in
mid-2016, which is just two years away. We have the
money, we have the plans, we have the commitment,
we have the vision and we will create the jobs. We will
create the tens of thousands of jobs that Victoria wants
to see. There is only one threat to these projects — one
threat to building the infrastructure Victoria needs, one
threat to creating the tens of thousands of jobs that
Victorians want to see — and that is a pathetic and
disunited Labor Party with no vision, no economic
credibility and no plans of its own. All its members can
do is oppose; they oppose every one of these projects.
I put out on Twitter recently a list of the various
projects that the Labor Party opposes. I had obviously a
long-serving and long-suffering Labor activist tweet me
in response. He said, ‘I can’t believe that Labor would
actually oppose all these projects!’. When even your
own base turns against you and cannot believe that you
would be opposing every single one of these projects,
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you know you are on a loser. You know you are on a
huge loser.
When it comes to these matters, you need to have
economic credibility. You need to look at whether a
government is capable of delivering. We are the
government that is delivering major projects. We have
turned around Labor’s mess on the regional rail link.
Remember, Labor produced regional rail link with no
money in its budget for trains, signals, level crossings
or stations. Apart from that, it was a great project. We
have come to office and actually put the money in for
trains, signals, level crossings and stations. In fact that
project has now been awarded infrastructure project of
the year under the coalition’s management and the
wonderful supervision of the Minister for Public
Transport and Minister for Roads, who is an
outstanding minister. We can manage major projects,
and we can manage money.
When you look at the mess the shadow Treasurer has
created for himself and his party based on his claims,
this bears repeating. Victorians will have a very
important choice to make at the end of the year:
whether they trust Labor to manage money. When the
shadow Treasurer came out with a press release on
Monday, 26 May, he made this claim:
The Abbott government is planning to hand over $1 billion of
the $3 billion contribution to the east–west tunnel before
30 June, allowing Denis Napthine to turn a $65 million deficit
into a $935 million surplus for 2013–14.

The trouble is that he was not just wrong; he was
hopelessly wrong. It is a $1 billion blunder. This is a
man who cannot read budget papers, and he wants to be
the Treasurer of Victoria. Anybody who bothered to
read the budget papers would see quite clearly set out
that we said contributions for stage 2 of east–west link
would be out across the forward estimates. If the federal
government gives us $1 billion towards stage 2, it does
not mean that our $935 million surplus for 2013–14
will go from — —
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — Sometimes it is just too easy. The
point is the member for Tarneit was wrong by
$1 billion, because if the federal government provides
us with $1 billion this year towards stage 2 of east–west
link, it means our budget surplus for this year will go
from being $935 million to $1935 million. He could not
be more wrong.
This is the man who is charged with Labor’s economic
credibility, but it is not his first offence. The shadow
Treasurer was caught out using wrong unemployment
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figures to try to talk down Victoria. He was pinged and
had to withdraw them. This is the same shadow
Treasurer who claimed falsely that Victoria was in
recession, when in fact according to the Australian
Bureau of Statistics our economy grew. It went
forward, not backward. This is a man who cannot read
budget papers. This is a man who cannot count. This is
a man whose word cannot be trusted, and this is the
man on whom Labor has pinned its economic
credibility.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — I thank the Leader of the House
for reminding me. This man, who does not understand
the basics of economic management and financial
services, did not even understand that just because a
bank holds shares as custodian for its clients it does not
mean it has any direct beneficial interest itself. Yet
there was the member for Tarneit trying to retail this
stuff around, claiming there was a conflict of interest,
when this was denied not only by JP Morgan but also
by the managing director of Bendigo and Adelaide
Bank.
The Labor Party has no credibility. It is led by a man
shouting empty words to an empty chamber. Labor’s
economic leader is somebody who cannot count, cannot
read a budget paper and cannot be trusted. The
alternative is a government with a fully funded program
to create jobs, build infrastructure and put more money
into education and health than any government in
Victoria’s history. The coalition has the money, the
policy and the vision; Labor is hopeless.

Education funding
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — The offence of this
Treasurer, Speaker, towards your constituents and mine
is the closure of the university and TAFE in the outer
east. The offence of this Treasurer in the sand belt — in
the seats of Mordialloc, Carrum, Frankston and
Bentleigh — is a rail link that does not go to Richmond
or Flinders Street station. That is the offence of this
Treasurer opposite.
The Leader of the Opposition started off with a few
quotes in his grievance debate. I will start with a few
quotes as well. How about this one:
… you can vote Liberal or Labor and you’ll get exactly the
same amount of funding for your school …

So said Christopher Pyne, the federal Minister for
Education, at his policy launch on 29 August last year.
Or what about this quote: ‘No cuts to health, no cuts to
education’. That was the then federal opposition leader,
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Prime Minister Tony Abbott, on 5 September last year.
If you fast forward to the federal budget a couple of
weeks ago, $80 billion has been ripped out of health
and ripped out of education over the next decade.
When a pre-election promise is so clear and
unequivocal and the post-election reality of the broken
promise is so comprehensive and immense in its
scale — $80 billion — the betrayal takes your breath
away. You can feel it in the community. Speaker, I do
not know if you were out in our community over the
weekend, but I was at Chirnside Park shopping centre. I
have never witnessed such intense anger from our
community towards the federal government and the
Liberal Party as I have over the last couple of weeks.
The federal government and the Liberal Party deserve it
for this Liberal attack on the most vulnerable and this
cutting of our most basic of services.
I grieve for Victorians. I grieve for the state of
education in our state. I grieve for people, students,
parents, teachers, principals and education leaders who
are suffering from the double impact of Liberals in
Spring Street and Liberals in Canberra. We now have a
Liberal federal budget on top of three and a half years
of education cuts by the Napthine and Baillieu
governments. There is a desperate pantomime being
performed by those opposite.
Members of the Victorian Liberal Party claim that they
are not really Liberals; they are trying to con the people
that they are somehow different from their colleagues
and mates in Canberra. From the Premier to the
Minister for Education to the pompous protestations of
the member for Prahran — ‘I am not with Tony; he is
not my mate’, he says in front of hundreds and
hundreds of people — there is faux outrage from those
opposite. The Premier says he is shocked. The Premier
says he is surprised, that he is angry and disappointed.
I heard it last night. I was at a dinner for Independent
Schools Victoria following its annual general meeting.
The Minister for Education spoke at that function, and
he pretended to be disappointed at the cuts to education
at the federal level. He was crying crocodile tears.
No-one believes what he says because it is not true.
Victorians will not forget the fact that the Premier
campaigned for Tony Abbott. He campaigned for him
and said to Victorians, ‘It is all right. There is nothing
to fear from Tony Abbott’. Victorians will not forget
the Premier last month hailing Tony Abbott as a great
Prime Minister. That is his view. The views of Tony
Abbott and the Premier of this state are one and the
same. Their governments are cut from the same cloth.

GRIEVANCES
1718

ASSEMBLY

Liberals cut education, Speaker, as you know. You
have seen it firsthand with the closure of our TAFE and
university in Lilydale. Liberals cut education. It is what
they do, it is in their DNA. The Gonski reforms are
dead. They were killed by the Abbott and Napthine
governments. That national education reform — the
most significant reform in over four decades in our
country — following a historic and comprehensive
review into the funding and performance of education
in our nation has been ripped up and thrown out the
window. Is the member for Forest Hill proud of the fact
that this national reform is dead? I do not think the
schools in his electorate are proud. The Gonski review
identified the absolute link between disadvantage and
poor educational outcomes. It outlined the solution of
needs-based funding, a base allocation set for the blind
and additional loadings for disadvantage.
David Gonski said this about his reform:
We felt strongly that any funding system must ensure
differences in educational outcomes were not the result of
differences in wealth, income, power or possessions.

The Napthine government trumpeted the signing of this
historic agreement, a $12.2 billion agreement in extra
funding, with $5.4 billion from the state and
$6.8 billion from the federal government. In their joint
press release the federal and state governments stated:
… an historic agreement to deliver long-term improvements
under the Better Schools plan for each and every one of the
871 000 students in Victoria.

Each and every one, Speaker. What is the reality under
the Liberals? As far as the Victorian Liberals are
concerned there is not one dollar, and not one specific
program could be identified by the Minister for
Education at the recent Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing that directly related to the national
agreement. There is not one dollar, and not one
program was mentioned in more than an hour of
questioning. I will explore this point later in my budget
report contribution.
As far as the federal Liberals are concerned, they too
have abandoned our schools. I refer to the report of the
Senate select committee into school funding. It
highlights the additional Gonski funding for each state
and territory over the calendar years 2014 to 2017
broken down year by year and sector by sector. It gives
a breakdown of the contributions to Victorian
government schools, Catholic schools and independent
schools, with $666 million for government schools,
$137 million for Catholic schools and $105 million —
almost $106 million — for independent schools, a total
of $899 million over four years.
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Remember, Speaker, that the agreement your
government signed was for $6.8 billion from the federal
government. Tony Abbott will not honour the
arrangements for years five and six of the Gonski
agreement. He has taken $5.9 billion from our schools.
The funding that will flow is a miserable 13 per cent of
what Victoria signed up for. To rub salt into the wound,
the $899 million that will flow is less than what the
Napthine government has taken out over the last four
budgets. It has taken at least $925 million out of
education in that time. What will be returned, as far as
the Gonski agreement is concerned, is $899 million.
There is no national agreement. There is no reform.
Disadvantage and poor educational outcomes will
continue. Our long tail — the long gap between our
best and our worst outcomes in education — will
remain because needs-based funding will be replaced
by CPI adjustments only. Our state and our nation will
be the worse for it. David Gonski said after the federal
budget:
There needs to be a commitment to a properly funded
needs-based, aspirational system and a failure to do so, in my
opinion, would be amazingly to our detriment.

It is a national tragedy that we treat education policy the
way we do in Australia. Those who work every day in
our school systems know how they have been betrayed
by the Liberals. The pompous member for Prahran
should listen to the following quote. The president of
the Victorian Association of State Secondary
Principals, Frank Sal, said the federal budget was
‘hugely disappointing’ for schools. He said:
I think the budget has really made a lie of the federal
government’s commitment to education prior to the last
election.

What the Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, said before the
election was a lie. The Prime Minister has been hailed
as a great Prime Minister by the Premier, who said to
Victorians, ‘There’s nothing to fear’. I will be saying to
schools, to principals, to teachers, to students and to
parents right across Victoria that the Premier of this
state said there is nothing to fear from Tony Abbott.
The Victorian Liberal government and the federal
Liberal government have ripped up Gonski and ripped
up funding for our schools, and they are to be
condemned for it.
It is not only in our schools that the Liberals, both
Victorian and federal, have taken the knife to education.
Let us move to early years education. I refer to the
national partnership on universal access to early
childhood education. Most Victorians know that as the
agreement to lift four-year-old kindergarten hours from
10 hours to 15 hours. There is a contribution of
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10.75 hours for four-year-olds, and 0.75 hours is the
Victorian government’s contribution to that national
partnership; the national government makes up the
balance to 15 hours. This investment in our early years
is the most important investment that any government
can make to set up our children for life. The impact of
investment in the early years of a child’s life has a
profound effect on the future development of those
individuals, and all the evidence shows that. If you
make the investment early, you will reap the benefit for
a lifetime. It was hard fought for and it has been
challenging to implement, whether we are talking about
the capital needs of kinders that needed to grow,
managing timetables or employing extra staff, but it
was recognised by all that this was essential — all
except the Liberals both in this place and in Canberra.
My girls have enjoyed the benefit of those extra hours
in four-year-old kinder; my son may not. The fact is
that following both of these Liberal budgets there is a
very real prospect that we will be forced to cut back
four-year-old kinder hours from 15 to 10. The Napthine
government, a partner in crime, has cynically taken
advantage of the Abbott government’s walking away
from this national partnership and seems set to use this
as an opportunity to cut its 0.75 hour contribution. The
concern in my kids kinder, and the concern in kinders
right across my community and this state, is profound.
If those hours are reduced, children will miss out, jobs
will be lost and parents will be forced to either find
additional child care or cut back their hours of work.
This is so wrong. Investing in our early years is the
most important thing we can do, and this government
and its mates in Canberra are ripping away 5 hours of
four-year-old kinder.
When it comes to post-compulsory education Tony
Abbott is trying to do to our universities what the
Premier and every member opposite have done to our
TAFEs.
Mr Newton-Brown — On a point of order,
Speaker, the member for Monbulk is speaking about
the federal budget, and I ask that you draw him back to
the purpose of this debate, which is the state budget.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The grievance debate is quite wide ranging.
Mr MERLINO — The member for Prahran should
have the courage to enter this debate. Your mate Tony
Abbott, you might want to be running away from
him — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair!
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Mr MERLINO — The member for Prahran might
want to be running away from his association with
Tony Abbott, but the fact is that he is cut from the same
cloth. This government has cut $1.2 billion out of
TAFE, closed campuses — approximately 20 campuses
across the state have been closed — increased fees and
cut courses. What this government has done to TAFE,
Tony Abbott and every one of the Liberal Party
members in Canberra want to do to our universities.
When it comes to education, it is in their DNA to cut it.

Labor Party performance
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
grieve for the people of Victoria at the very prospect
that the Labor Party, now in opposition in this state,
should ever again resume the Treasury benches. If ever
you had wanted to hear an example of why one grieves
accordingly, you only had to listen to the Leader of the
Opposition and now the member for Monbulk in their
respective contributions, because they set the theme that
we are no doubt going to hear from the other
contributors from the Labor opposition on this issue.
What it is all about is that they have absolutely
squibbed it; they have squibbed it in the sense of the
Victorian budget. They are not prepared to come in
here and talk about the Victorian budget; rather we
have this pathetic excuse of an opposition that is trying
to hitch its hopeless wagon to what it perceives is
happening in the Canberra environment.
There are no suggestions about how you fix this
economic black hole, which has become an economic
crevasse, either in a Canberra or in a Victorian context.
There is none of that. The opposition is very good at
creating the appalling mess which it has left to be fixed
but absolutely hopeless at being able to do anything
about it. The opposition is happy to get up and get stuck
into Tony Abbott; I notice it is very clearly not
barracking for Bill Shorten, because it knows this
pathetic bunch is on a path to nowhere. Fundamentally,
as we all know, the problem — and it never changes —
is that Labor members cannot manage money. They are
disgraceful money managers, and what is happening in
Canberra reflects a government trying to fix a mess left
as a result of a pathetic bunch that masqueraded as the
government of Australia, and it is being perpetuated, of
course, here in Victoria.
We have seen the budget blunder by the member for
Tarneit, who masquerades as the shadow Treasurer.
The extraordinary mess that he has engendered in the
last 48 hours is captured in an article in the Australian
today at page 6, headed ‘Budget blunder to hurt
Victorian Labor’. It just goes to show how the member
for Tarneit continues a long tradition of the Labor Party
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in Victoria having no idea at all how to manage money.
In the course of that article John Ferguson writes:
But a careful reading of the papers —

that is, the budget papers —
actually supports Treasurer Michael O’Brien’s position,
suggesting Mr Pallas was confused about when the federal
money would be factored into the accounts.

The fundamental problem was that the member for
Tarneit simply could not read the budget papers. He
made an appalling blunder, a terrible mistake, which no
doubt is now going to be the subject of plenty of
commentary over the course of the coming weeks and
months. Labor cannot manage money.
It is not the only instance generated recently by the
inadequacy of the Labor Party in this fundamental
element of running government. It was perpetuated in a
contribution by the member for Bendigo East when she
spoke on the budget response in this place on 8 May. I
will quote what she said because it is pertinent to this
basic issue of Labor’s lack of capacity to manage
money. It is also pertinent to the $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund, which we as a government established
and which has been such a brilliant success, with many
applications from across the Parliament hopefully being
able to share in what that growth fund brings to
electorates across rural and regional Victoria. This is
what the member for Bendigo East had to say:
A further sign of disrespect is the hoax that is being
perpetrated on the state about a $1 billion growth fund. The
budget papers do not reveal one cent of the forward allocation
for this $1 billion growth fund. There has been $500 million
allocated over a four-year period. We keep being told how it
is $1 billion and how it is locked into the budget. This budget
shows what a betrayal that is, because nowhere in the budget
papers is it articulated that the forward estimates show a
funding allocation for the next $500 million. It would be a
betrayal if the Deputy Premier tried to pull a rabbit out of his
hat by pretending there is money there —

and I emphasise the words ‘pretending there is money
there’ —
and saying down the track that the money is available.

One would have thought the member for Tarneit, as the
shadow Treasurer, would have spoken gently to the
member for Bendigo East and said, ‘You’ve got it
appallingly wrong. Don’t say it again, because it’s
wrong. Not only should you not say it again, you
should apologise for having said it in the first place,
because it is absolutely wrong’. But no, there was
nothing from the member for Tarneit, and now we
know the reason — because he cannot read the budget
papers. He missed it and made a blue as well.
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That is not the end of the story. When I appeared at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings, lo
and behold I was confronted by the member for
Lyndhurst, who has been sold this pup and
unfortunately has been given to believe that what the
member for Bendigo East said is true, when in fact it is
not true at all. The member for Lyndhurst, the
Crouching Tiger, bowled up this big question,
reflecting commentary from the member for Bendigo
East, as to the whereabouts of this so-called missing
$500 million. I answered the question.
In a supplementary question the member for Lyndhurst
assiduously went after the issue to make the case which
the member for Bendigo East had no doubt put to him. I
have sympathy for him because he had been sold an
absolute pup, and it was the poorest pup in a very poor
litter. It was an absolute shocker. As behoves a minister
appearing at estimates hearings to answer the questions
posed by the learned members of that esteemed
committee of the Parliament, one looks to answer them.
I was able to answer that question for the member for
Lyndhurst and also for the member for Bendigo East.
For the record I tell the house that the answer to the
proposition put by the member for Bendigo East on
8 May in this house is found at page 31 of budget
paper 5, under note 12, which is headed ‘Expenses by
government purpose and by department’. A line item
within that note, headed ‘State Development, Business
and Innovation’, sets out the allocations across the
succeeding four years, commencing 2014–15 and
running through to and including 2017–18. In the
broad, the figures for those years are $1.2 billion,
$990 million, $850 million and $827 million
respectively. Those amounts of money embed the
forward allocations for the Regional Growth Fund.
Termed ‘row labels’ by the Department of Treasury
and Finance, in broad terms the amounts in question are
$154 million in 2014–15, $126 million in 2015–16 and
$128 million in both 2016–17 and 2017–18.
I want to put to rest forever the fiction that the money
has not been allocated, which has been perpetrated by
the Labor Party as a whole, by the member for Bendigo
East in particular and, by implication through his
absence from commentary on this matter, by the
member for Tarneit, the shadow Treasurer. In fact the
money has been allocated. As Treasury has observed,
the issue is that this is an existing program. It is not a
new initiative and is therefore included in the
Department of State Development, Business and
Innovation existing appropriation and output costs. It
does not attract a mention as being a new item.
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What does this tell us? The first thing is it reiterates that
Labor cannot manage money. The second thing is it
brings new meaning to the fact that Labor cannot
manage money, because Labor members cannot even
find the $500 million before they get the chance to
waste it. It is a new low on the part of the Labor Party
that it is trying to perpetrate upon the people of
Victoria. What an appalling state of affairs.
The third thing is that the member for Bendigo East
should now come into this place and apologise to the
people of Victoria for this myth that she has
endeavoured to perpetrate upon them. This is another
example of the fourth principle in all this — that is,
Labor members will say anything, they will do
anything and they will sink to any low if they think it
will serve their miserable purposes. They will get out
there and blatantly mislead people as they see fit if they
think it will serve their own miserable purposes.
I say to the house, quite reasonably I believe, that I
grieve today for the people of Victoria should this pack
of charlatans who masquerade as Her Majesty’s loyal
opposition ever be re-elected as the government of the
state of Victoria. Not only has a $1 billion blunder been
exposed, as is set out in an article that has been printed
in a newspaper today, but there is also the other
half-billion-dollar blunder to which I have made
reference today. Surely it has to be a record, even by
their standards.
That is not the end of the story. In terms of this budget I
emphasise to the house that this is a magnificent
outcome for the whole of Victoria, not only for
metropolitan Melbourne but also for the regions. Not
the least of that is the $220 million the government has
now funded into the budget to build the Murray Basin
rail project. This will be a magnificent initiative for
Victoria. It will be the fulfilment, I might say ironically,
of what John Brumby as the then Minister for Regional
and Rural Development said to the house back in about
1999 — that Labor would actually go and do this. What
happened over the succeeding 11-odd years?
Absolutely zero, zilch, nothing. Not a metre of railway
line was ever laid. Labor did not ever do it. This
government is going to do it. The money is in the
budget; we are going to do it. We will standardise the
line so that there is standardised capacity all the way
from Mildura down to Geelong. We will make sure that
for the other lines in the region we get a best possible
outcome on the back of the business case which will be
developed and delivered by the end of this year. We
will start building this by the start of next year. We will
finish this by 2018.
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It will bring magnificent benefits to the region. It will
mean that we will be able to take a lot of trucks off the
road — about 8 or 10 trucks for every train trip that is
undertaken. It will mean that from this area, which
produces around $1.5 billion of our grain exports
annually, we will have an alternative mechanism for
getting product to market. On the basis of the $1 billion
that is produced out of the mineral sands industry, we
will be able to have a lot of that conveyed to market —
conveyed to the ports, conveyed to wherever might be
its export point. That will be able to be exported far
more efficiently and effectively through the use of these
train lines.
As a result of all this we will have the capacity to get
our horticultural products to market, whether it be
through our ports or our airports or whether it be to
Epping — to the new market that will at last be
completed, by our government. I might say that was
another absolutely botched effort by the Labor
government which is now being superbly handled by
the current Minister for Major Projects. We will see a
capacity to deliver to ports and the various other points
the products that are so important to us from an export
point of view.
Where does the real challenge for Labor lie in relation
to this important initiative? I will tell the house where.
Is the Labor Party going to commit to it this time? Is the
Labor Party going to agree to build this fantastic
project, which has been sought for decades by the
people of northern Victoria, north-eastern Victoria and
north-western Victoria? Is it going to commit to it? Are
we going to hear Labor Party members get on their feet
today in this grievance debate and say that they, like us,
share the view that this is a magnificent vision for the
regions of Victoria and that they therefore support it
and will carry on what John Brumby said they would
do 11 years ago and actually deliver on it? It will be
interesting to hear what they have to say.
I will conclude where I started. I grieve for the people
of Victoria at the very prospect that the Labor Party
should ever again be elected to govern this wonderful
state. It would be an appalling tragedy. You need only
to look at its inability to manage money to demonstrate
it.

Geelong region services
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I put on the record my
appreciation for the Deputy Speaker, as opposed to the
Acting Speaker, this morning. Today I grieve for the
people of Geelong and the Bellarine electorate who
have been let down by this Napthine Liberal
government when it comes to health, education, jobs
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and community safety. Communities across the region
are suffering. They are suffering as a result of cuts to
health, cuts to education and cuts that are about to affect
police numbers. As a result of this government’s
neglect when it comes to our manufacturing industry
and its support for it, many hundreds of workers are
about to face the loss of their jobs. This government has
lost touch. It has lost touch with our region, and it has
lost touch with the communities and what matters most
to them.
Just over a week ago it was revealed that the police
services on the Bellarine Peninsula are to be
significantly changed. In fact the last time this occurred
was under the Kennett government, and the
communities rose up and fought the decision by that
government to make changes. The Portarlington,
Drysdale and Queenscliff police stations will basically
close. The minister is probably in his office saying,
‘Oh, they’re not going to close, they’re not going to
close. That’s not what’s going to happen’.
Let me explain what is about to happen. All the police
based at those three stations will be moved to the
Bellarine police station in Ocean Grove — all of
them — and for a few hours a couple of days a week, a
junior police officer will provide a counter service. In
my mind and in the minds of the people of the Bellarine
electorate that is effectively closing those stations. It is
shutting down the community policing role that is so
important to the residents of Drysdale, Queenscliff and
Portarlington. On top of that, all the police who will be
based at Ocean Grove will then form part of the
Geelong roster; they will be formally part of it, enabling
them to be rostered on in Geelong. I say they will be
‘formally part of’ the Geelong roster because, as we
know and as I have raised in this house a number of
times and raised in letters to the minister, the Bellarine
police have been regularly pulled out of Bellarine to fill
gaps in Geelong.
Members should not get me wrong. There is absolutely
no doubt that Geelong is under enormous pressure in
relation to the management of the crime rate and the
number of prisoners in the cells police are having to
oversight. The reason Geelong is under such pressure is
that since 2010 police numbers in the Geelong region
have gone from 224 to 181, with an increase in crime
during that period of 15 per cent. Fewer police, an
increased crime rate — there could be a link there.
Despite the commitment that was made by the then
Opposition leader, Ted Baillieu, before the election that
there were going to be 70 new police in Geelong, we
have fewer police rather than the 70 additional police.
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Apart from the changes proposed in Bellarine, which
are to close three police stations — and I remind those
opposite that when former Premier Kennett tried to do
this in 1999 it did not go down very well — and to take
away Bellarine police and leave our communities
underpoliced, another big example of the policing
changes being made in order to cope with the pressure
in Geelong is that police are no longer going to attend
and service the Geelong football matches. They have
been doing this forever, and they are no longer going to
be there; it is all going to be up to security guards. We
have just moved to night games, and I know the
community of Geelong will notice those police not
being there. It will notice. It knows this is happening
because the government has not delivered the police it
promised.
It is always good to modernise, but at what cost? This is
happening at the expense of community policing. There
is room for community policing, and there is a need for
it. The community needs and demands it. Yesterday the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services backed in
the blue paper, which refers to modernising, new
technology, lots of task forces and basically less
front-line police. I can tell members that when I stood at
the street stall on Saturday in Clifton Springs with the
Lions Club and at Safeway with petitions against police
closures, aside from expressing their incredible anger
about the Liberal federal government cuts, people were
lining up to sign those petitions.
I can tell members there was story after story about the
importance of community policing. Vicky, the evening
shift manager at Safeway, told me many stories,
including one in particular which represents what
community policing is about. Safeway has a lot of
young people aged 15 or 16 who leave Safeway late at
night after their casual shifts — these are young girls.
We had a man parking in the car park night after night
for hours. Ringing 000 resulted in the response, ‘We
cannot do anything about this. It is not illegal for
someone to park in a car’. This man in this car,
however, was causing great concern for both the
Safeway management and the young girls who were
leaving. So it was taken up with the local police, who
were able to do something. They spoke to the guy. The
car was unroadworthy as well. Since that happened, the
man has not been seen again. This is, again, about
prevention and early intervention. That is what
community policing is about.
Let us look at Rodney, from Indented Head, who runs a
boat business. He has had some major crime issues,
including one very major one that occurred recently.
Unfortunately somebody went in — this was vandalism
at its extreme — and drilled holes in all his boats,
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which are now unworkable. Because of the range of
crime issues, he had had a few task forces looking at
them, but at no point had he been able to get any sense
of coherence about what was happening, what was
involved and who was doing what. The local police
officer in Portarlington, Dave, did a great job in pulling
all the information together; the local police played that
coordination role. I could go on and on with stories and
examples that were raised with me on Saturday at the
street stall and that have been raised with me by the
local police.
Incident responding is important, but so is having a
police presence. I can tell members that our population
in the Bellarine electorate triples over summer; there
are massive increases. Normally our police numbers
double, but last summer that did not occur. The
Borough of Queenscliffe had to employ its own
security guards because there were no police down
there. This is a terrible situation — a situation that
communities do not support. Back in December we
committed to returning these stations to being full
time — that is, 16 hours a day, with the Ocean Grove
Bellarine station operating 24 hours a day.
Let us have a look at what has happened in Geelong in
relation to jobs. We are weeks away from hundreds of
people losing their jobs at Alcoa — at the Point Henry
site. We also have hundreds of people who will lose
their jobs later in the year at the Point Henry site and
potentially at the Anglesea site. What have we had from
the Liberal federal and state governments? Absolutely
nothing. We had the Premier and the Prime Minister,
who are pretty keen to hang out together, down our way
a few weeks ago.
Mr Nardella — They’re besties.
Ms NEVILLE — That’s right, besties. In fact the
Premier drove right past Alcoa, but the workers, who I
have met with and who I speak to regularly, said, ‘No
sign of the Premier and no sign of the manufacturing
minister’. The Premier and the Minister for
Manufacturing are happy to see management, but they
should talk to the workers who are about to lose their
jobs. I can tell members that many of those workers
have serious concerns for a number of their co-workers
in terms of their mental health and wellbeing, yet what
we are seeing from this government is nothing. There is
no coordinated skills training and no coordinated
recognition of prior learning process to assist these
workers to be able to get high-skilled work into the
future. They are on the scrap heap.
It is not only that; these workers tell me that many of
them cannot get into the TAFE course they want to do
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because the courses are full. The certificate
qualification in aged care is one, for example, that they
cannot get into. Again that is not surprising when you
look at what has happened to the Gordon TAFE, with
$23 million having been taken out and 136 staff gone.
At the end of the 2012–13 financial year some
4000 fewer students were able to attend the Gordon
TAFE because of a reduction in classes and increases in
fees. The Gordon TAFE is a critical component in
being able to deliver the retraining options for workers
at Alcoa. It was used with Ford, but such a package is
not being provided in relation to the Alcoa workers.
Here we are, weeks away from billions of dollars of
payroll being ripped out of the Geelong community,
with ongoing impacts not just for those workers and
their families but also for the businesses that supply to
Alcoa and the contractors, who get nothing. Many of
those contractors have worked solely for Alcoa for
decades, and many of them have already lost their jobs.
Their money is coming out of the economy, as is any
money that was going into small businesses, which also
rely on wages.
What have we seen from the government? Not only is it
driving past the workers and not talking to them but it
has also provided no coordinated package as was
provided for Ford. That is probably mainly because the
federal Labor government coordinated that one; it was
not the result of anything the federal Liberal
government did. There is no additional money to assist
the economy in Geelong to withstand what is going to
be a major hit. As I said when I started speaking in this
debate, this is about a government that has lost touch
with our region, lost touch with the communities and
lost touch with what matters to those communities and
what those communities need to be able to thrive and
grow. Certainly closing your eyes to what is about to
happen and what is around the corner in relation to
Alcoa is not the way to deal with a major issue.
There is another area I will touch on briefly, and that is
the cuts to health. We know that 1700 people are now
on the waiting list at the Geelong Hospital as a result of
the cuts. Of course this will get worse with the cuts that
are about to occur through the federal government. I
think there is another $44 million to be ripped out of the
Geelong Hospital. These funding cuts are having an
impact. Let me give you as an example Julie Rodger,
who unfortunately was told recently that her breast
cancer may be back. I know Julie has fought hard
against her breast cancer and has done a lot in the
community to raise awareness of the disease. She had a
mammogram and ultrasound and was told she needed a
breast biopsy. She was told by Geelong Hospital that it
would be three weeks before she could get a breast
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biopsy because of cost cutting and funding issues. This
is unacceptable. In the end Julie, who is a pensioner,
paid $99 out of her own pocket.
These cuts are also having a long-term impact on
ambulance services. An article in the Geelong
Advertiser of 18 March really sums it up:
Geelong ‘the flashpoint’ of states ambulance crisis.

That headline is exactly right. The communities of
Bellarine and Geelong cannot rely on an ambulance
actually even being in the region at our peak times.
Cuts to Geelong Hospital by both federal and state
governments will see this situation continue to worsen.
Perhaps one of the worst things and an illustration of
this government’s lack of care about the local
community concerns Ann Nichol House, an aged-care
facility I have spoken about a number of times. The
community has been told that Ann Nichol House,
which is run by Bellarine Community Health, is going
to be privatised, sold off to a private operator. It sits on
Crown land that was donated by the Crown at an earlier
time for this purpose. It is funded by the community,
not by anyone else, and was built by the local
community. All of the money comes from the local
community. What does the community ask the Minister
for Health to do? Just to step in for a moment and say
that the government will not transfer that Crown land
until proper consultation has occurred with the
community. But he is so out of touch he would not even
do that. He would not even allow the community that
built the facility to have a say in the future of the centre.
He rambles on, plays politics with it and has lost touch
with that community. That community is in fact
grieving about that facility, from the Rotary club that
put in money to the local individuals, such as the
builders, who helped build it. That facility is owned by
that community.
As I said at the start of my speech, today I grieve for the
people of Bellarine and Geelong who have been let
down by this government that neglects our
communities and has lost touch with what is important
to them.

Transport infrastructure
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
rise today to grieve for Victorians taken for granted and
treated with utter contempt by the Labor opposition, as
was the case when Labor was in government. We all
remember those famous statements made by the former
health minister and now Leader of the Opposition that
Labor was thrown out because it failed to plan for
growth. Here we have the coalition government with
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not just a plan but with fully funded projects that deal
with the growth of this great state going forward. We
are going to build a better Victoria, we are going to
build a better public transport system and we are going
to build a better road network, but once again this is
opposed by Labor in opposition.
We know Melbourne’s west is growing and that an
estimated 500 000 additional people are expected to
live in the west by 2015. And hasn’t the west changed,
Deputy Speaker? I can remember in my younger days,
as a 16-year-old hitchhiking from Colac, getting out at
the Rising Sun Hotel and walking with my suitcase
across to Gamon Street in Seddon. I remember those
little shops on the corner, with a lot of men sitting
around, drinking coffee and having a smoke. I
remember trying to get directions. They could not speak
English, and I could not understand what they were
talking about. When I go back now and look at how the
west has grown and changed, I see how all those young
families that are moving in are looking for a
government that is going to take an interest in them and
their concerns and not for a Labor opposition that has
taken them for granted for years and is prepared to
stand back, kick sand in their faces and say, ‘We don’t
care about you. We know you’ll vote for us: you
always have’.
It is interesting too when you go there as a minister. I
know that when the Premier visits the council
representatives they are amazed and surprised at seeing
ministers in the western suburbs, talking to and
engaging with people. There are community forums
where we are out there actually engaging with and
talking to people. They find it quite extraordinary. We
know the lived experience of people in the west is one
of gridlock with congested roads and trucks on local
streets. There are areas like Point Cook that were
allowed to grow without infrastructure in place. I know
those people out there greatly appreciate the Williams
Landing railway station and the fact that we have
trebled the number of bus services through that area to
support them.
Of course people in the west are also aware of the
regional rail link project, which has started to flow
through the west — through Wyndham Vale station,
Tarneit station and stations that are being upgraded or
rebuilt at Sunshine, West Footscray and Footscray —
separating the metropolitan trains from the regional
trains to give them a far more reliable and better service
than they have had in the past under a Labor
government. I heard the Treasurer discuss at length the
issue of Labor’s failings with the regional rail link
project. I will not go into that any further except to say
what a disaster it was and how well that project has
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been handled and delivered under a coalition
government.
There is no doubt that there is an east-west divide in
Melbourne. Employment and education opportunities
in the west are constrained because of that. Because
these people rely on getting across the West Gate
Bridge, using that major road network to get from east
to west, they are constrained. If there is a taxi broken
down or a truck with its bonnet up, everyone knows
what that means to people who live in the west. A
major cause of disadvantage is that lack of connectivity.
As we know, quite literally the overreliance on the
West Gate Freeway and the West Gate Bridge has been
holding the west back. Sir Rod Eddington said it,
former Labor members of Parliament have said it and
we have said it. Members of the coalition government
know about it and have said that we will act on this and
deliver this for the community. Eddington’s report
states:
Doing nothing to improve connections to and from the west
will further entrench Melbourne’s significant east-west divide
and severely constrain investment, business and employment
opportunities in the city’s western suburbs.

We know it, and Eddington said it. Eddington’s report
was actually supported by the Labor government. Its
members sang its praises. They promised to act on it,
and what do we get today? We get opposition to it. We
get opposition to the very projects that members of the
Labor government, now members of the opposition,
were calling for action on — that is, this particular
issue, the western section of the east–west link. What
do we get now? We get opposition. You would think
that members of a political party who claim to represent
the west would support a second river crossing. You
would think that a strong leader would stand up to the
Greens, as a former member for Western Metropolitan
Region in another place, now the member for
Lyndhurst, did. On 19 August 2008 he said:
But the Greens have told motorists in the middle and outer
west to ‘stick it’ — no new river crossings and no new roads
for them. Car drivers in the west are to be punished, sacrificed
on the altar of green ideology.

I would say that the reds are turning green, by the sound
of it.
If members want to see the greatest possible act of
hypocrisy, I believe this is it. I refer to the Weekly
Review — Moonee Valley of 15 July 2013. Here we
have a photograph of a billboard that says, ‘The west is
choking. Napthine, stop the neglect’, and, ‘Sign the
petition’. Here we have the member for Williamstown,
the member for Footscray and Cesar Melhem, a
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member for Western Metropolitan Region in another
place, standing in front of this great billboard, claiming
that the west needs to be protected and supporting a
second major river crossing. They are standing and
calling for it. They are saying:
Under the Liberals, the east–west project has been shelved in
favour of an east–east project, which ignores congestion
problems in the city’s inner west and threatens Victoria’s …
growth, with commuters and freight carriers losing time in
traffic.

The article goes on to say:
… a surge in freight truck trips on Melbourne’s roads from
290 000 a day to almost 650 000 within three decades.

Here we have these three astute individuals, members
of the Labor opposition, calling for a petition to be
signed for the western section of the east–west link. In
actual fact, on 15 September 2011 there was a petition
tabled in the Parliament by the member for
Williamstown that calls on the Legislative Assembly to
‘reduce pressure on the West Gate Bridge’ — that is
what we are doing. It calls on the Legislative Assembly
to ‘reduce the number of trucks using residential streets
in Melbourne’s inner west’ — that is what we are
doing. It calls on the Legislative Assembly to ‘create
more jobs and opportunities in the west’ — that is what
we are doing. It goes on:
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the … government to commit funding to build
WestLink.

That is what we are doing. This petition has
1385 signatures on it. Members opposite pulled people
up in the street and said, ‘Would you please sign a
petition so that we can get better connectivity for the
people in the west, so that we can get a connection from
the west over to CityLink and so that we can make sure
that we improve your day-to-day travel times and get
trucks out of Seddon, Yarraville and Footscray? Would
you please sign this petition?’. This petition has
1385 signatures.
I will tell those three members — the members for
Williamstown and Footscray and Cesar Melhem in the
upper house — what I am going to do for them. I have
requested a copy of this petition with the
1385 signatures, and I am going to provide it to Bernie
Finn and Andrew Elsbury, members for Western
Metropolitan Region in the upper house. They are
going to write to each and every one of those people
who were pulled up in the street by those hypocrites
opposite, who asked them to sign a petition to make
sure that we would build the western section of the
east–west link. Now they are standing in this chamber
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of this Parliament, and no doubt in the upper house,
opposing it.
I am following the member for Bellarine, who earlier
spoke on the importance of petitions and lodging
petitions in this Parliament. I believe that if you are
going to pull people up in the street and ask them to
sign a petition, they would expect that you would act on
that petition. We know that quite often it is a stunt
pulled by those opposite, but to turn around and then on
the floor of this Parliament oppose the content of the
very petition is the greatest act of hypocrisy you could
ever wish to see in this place.
Those 1385 people who signed that petition will no
doubt show it, along with a copy of Ben Millar’s article
in the Weekly Review — Moonee Valley, to their family
members to point out what a pack of hypocrites they
have representing them on opposition benches. Labor
opposition members of Parliament are saying one thing
and doing exactly the opposite when they walk into this
house. It is an absolute and utter disgrace, but our
hardworking members in the west, Bernie Finn and
Andrew Elsbury, will bring this to the attention of their
constituents and point out what a pack of hypocrites
Labor has representing them in the suburbs. The
coalition government will bridge the gap.
The state budget funding is allocated to enable the
construction of the western section of the east–west
link. We know the Leader of the Opposition says, ‘Start
at the west’, and we are going to do the west as well.
Because we have managed the state’s finances so well
we can do it. We will reduce congestion and reliance on
the West Gate Freeway. We will cater for growth in
traffic with extra capacity, with around an extra
100 000 vehicles a day. We will slash travel times in
Geelong, Werribee, Altona and Laverton by 15 minutes
to 20 minutes.
Travellers from Ballarat, Melton and Caroline Springs
will save 10 minutes to 15 minutes. Freight operators
from the west travelling to the port of Melbourne will
save 15 minutes to 20 minutes. It will provide relief for
those stuck at up to 24 sets of traffic lights when they
run through the inner west of Melbourne. Freight
operators will have more route options and road space
to move growing volumes of road freight into the future
and we will boost the economy by creating an
additional 3000 jobs during construction.
Many members of Parliament have supported this
project. The community is behind this project. Industry
groups are behind this project. Geelong, Ballarat and
the western suburbs are all behind this project.
Anybody who has been out to Francis Street and seen
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those trucks ruining the amenity of people who live in
the Yarraville area will understand how grateful they
would be to see a project like this get up, where
VicRoads can go to the transport company and say,
‘There is an alternative. We are going to push further
ahead with truck bans. We want to return those streets
to the people who live there so they can enjoy their
livelihoods in peace and quiet, with improved amenity.
We are not going to kick sand in the faces of the people
in the western suburbs as Labor Party members have
done in the past’.
I turn now to a 2009 media release from the previous
Minister for Roads and Ports and now shadow
Treasurer, the member for Tarneit. I think it is fair to
say that the Treasurer has given him a fair hearing
throughout the day. In it he said:
WestLink is an important project for Melbourne that will
reduce overreliance on the West Gate Bridge, cater for the
planned expansion of the port of Melbourne, remove cars and
trucks from local roads, create more jobs and improve our
way of life.

I absolutely agree with what he has to say in relation to
that. The member for Williamstown welcomed the
announcement of the previous Minister for Roads and
Ports regarding the preferred route for the WestLink
project. We agree with that. Our alignment is very
similar. The only difference is that we are taking the
project further and connecting it with CityLink. We are
basically not running it into residential and arterial
roads; we are going to connect right through to
CityLink and to the port as well.
An article in the Herald Sun of 7 May 2013 states:
Williamstown state Labor MP Wade Noonan has slammed
the budget for favouring the eastern suburbs over the western
suburbs.
…
What’s proposed is to build a link between the Eastern
Freeway and CityLink — not a second river crossing as
Labor proposed to take pressure off the West Gate corridor.

In the same article the member for Niddrie said:
I think it’s good the government is providing funding for the
east-west link tunnel but I have a preference the funding
should be directed to the western part of the project given
that’s where our freight is.

He is right again. We agree entirely with those
members opposite that we should build the western
section of the east–west link. We are going to fund that
project. The money is in the budget. It would never
have been able to be delivered under the Labor
government. Its WestLink had a sprinkling of funds but
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nothing like what was required to build what it called
its western project. We will fund it, we will get on with
it and the people of the west will remember that it was a
coalition government that improved their lifestyle.
An article in the Australian of 30 April states:
Despite previously backing the western end of the project,
which would provide Melbourne with a second river crossing
and much-needed relief for the booming western suburbs,
Labor leader Daniel Andrews yesterday announced he was
now opposing both stages.

That is not one but both stages — stage 1 of the
east–west link and also the western section of the
east–west link. The people of Victoria know and
understand that it is one thing to hold up a transport
plan — I think they are sick of plans — and it is
another to take action. What they want is action and
that is what they are going to get from the coalition
government. We have handled the finances well. The
Treasurer has done a great job. The shadow Treasurer
says that we are not actually in surplus, but I think he
has been proven to be terribly wrong. We have the
money, we have the capacity in our forward estimates,
we have the support of the federal government, the
community is with us and we are going to deliver it.

Liberal Party fundraising events
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
grieve for the voters of Victoria. I grieve for those
people who have chosen various Liberal members with
the expectation that they would act honourably and not
take money from criminals. People who take money
from criminals are not worthy of being in this place.
You need only look at a developing story in the Age in
recent days in which state and federal Liberal members
and their associates appear to be comfortable taking
money from alleged drug dealers, murderers, and
standover merchants. It is blood money stained with
misery and crime.
It is very much the case that you should never get
between the snout of a Liberal Party backbencher and a
pot of money. They have the smell of blood in their
nostrils. Their lips are dripping with blood from
criminals. This is what we have seen in the paper in
recent days. We have also seen the Premier and others
pretend they know nothing about it. We have a group of
second-raters in the Liberal Party who have been taking
bloodstained money since the 1990s from criminals
who have already been convicted of crimes as well as
others who have had serious allegations made against
them. Those members are well aware of the dangers.
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You need only look at what happened to Amanda
Vanstone when she gifted permanent residency to a
convicted criminal. You need only look at what
happened to those federal members who were
interviewed by the federal police. That should have
been enough warning for Liberal Party members in this
house to stop taking that bloodstained money and
behaving like the crack addicts of the federal and state
parliaments.
What has happened to the reputation of Amanda
Vanstone? There is no way Amanda Vanstone should
have gifted permanent residency to a person who had
serious convictions recorded against them in Italy. The
mafia police there were absolutely horrified that a
federal minister from the Liberal Party would see fit to
give permanent residency to this person on
humanitarian grounds. What an absolute joke. What
does the Premier of the Liberal Party in this state say?
He knows nothing about it, even though his
backbenchers attended these events. These people have
been arranging fundraisers for backbenchers since the
1990s, yet the Premier knows nothing about it.
You need only look at how many federal members got
involved in this cash-for-visa money scheme. Bruce
Billson, Russell Broadbent and Marise Payne all took
the money and then lobbied for a visa for this convicted
criminal from Italy. We know that this family, against
which there are serious convictions, including those
recorded against the person I mentioned before in Italy,
run this marvellous fundraiser, the Fruits of Life. I note
various backbenchers attended this fundraiser,
including the member for Bass. We know many others
attended because the Liberal Party has indicated that to
various people.
What these people were not aware of is that this
foundation is owned and run by the same people who
own 427 Docklands Drive, where the notorious federal
Bruce electorate fundraiser was held. As I said, one
person has had convictions recorded against them in
Italy. What I found so interesting about this is that
when I went on the web the other day to look at this
fruit supply fundraiser, I found that everything had been
taken down; you can no longer find any reference to it
on the web. It has just disappeared off the face of the
earth.
However, I was lucky enough to find a tweet from an
individual named Lauren Phillips, who unfortunately
would not have been aware of who she was assisting to
raise funds. It was meant to be the Royal Children’s
Hospital. I can tell the house that the children’s hospital
has never, ever received a cent. But what Lauren
Phillips tweeted — and I qualify this by saying that
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Lauren Phillips would not have been aware of who she
was raising money for — was:
Loved hosting the Fruits of Life ball … Over $300k raised …
Well done team!

The Royal Children’s Hospital has not received that
yet; God only knows what would have happened to that
money. Let us hope that it actually does get to the
Royal Children’s Hospital, because the people who
supposedly are trying to clean themselves with this
supposed charitable institution raising money for the
Royal Children’s Hospital are the same people who had
this marvellous Bruce fundraiser. I was fortunate
enough to get a copy of minutes from this fundraiser,
and it talks about how the function held at Docklands
on Friday, 1 March 2013, with the Honourable
Matthew Guy — that is, a minister of this
government — the Minister for Planning, was ‘very
successful’.
The minutes go on:
Another brochure has been prepared by 104 —

I guess that is 104 Exhibition Street —
to target families and females in the age group of 28–24.

The amusing thing about this is that the Liberal Party
has found a group of females in Bruce who are getting
younger every day! I would love a female who got
younger every day; it would be rather amusing. But I
think the most amusing thing here is:
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little drug bust but a monster drug bust. That happened
between the time when Amanda Vanstone got caught
out with the visa scandal and today; you would have
thought that would be enough warning for some of the
backbenchers of the Liberal Party to stop dipping their
snouts into that trough of bloodstained money. You
would have thought it was enough warning, but no, the
Liberal Party thinks it is all right and that these people
are worth taking money from. Because of the manic
nature of this party in its pursuit of money it will stop at
nothing. It will stop at absolutely nothing.
You only have to look at Emanuele Cicchiello — he is
sort of like the Don Corleone of the south-east — who
put together this fundraiser. He is the bagman for this.
Then when we go round asking everybody about this
fundraiser we get the Sergeant Schultz excuse. And we
remember the Sergeant Schultz excuse. What did
Sergeant Schultz always say? ‘I see nothing. I hear
nothing. I say nothing’. Then last of all he would say, ‘I
know nothing’. A recent article states:
Premier Denis Napthine says he knows nothing about it and it
is not a matter for him.

Even though his minister was there, the Premier says it
has got nothing to do with him. The minister was
attending a fundraising event operated and hosted by
convicted criminals, and the Premier thinks it has
nothing to do with him. He said:
It was a federal election candidate, it was run by the Liberal
Party, it is not my responsibility.

Cost of Gary’s function was around $2530, who did not want
to be reimbursed, but it was noted that we could write a
receipt for expenses incurred if he chooses.

Golly gosh, he is the Premier of the state and he has
ministers attending events where there are convicted
criminals. The Premier went on to say:

Let us hope that that gift in kind is recorded, because
we know the Liberal Party fundraising entities in the
south-east have got an appalling record of recording
any money they raise. You only have to look through
the examples over many years of groups like Business
First or the Berwick Ranges 500 Club, which simply
forgot to put in their returns.

These questions are best directed to the Liberal Party itself,
who organise these fundraising events.

You have to wonder why they do not want to put in
their returns. Is it because that money is bloodstained?
Is some of that money coming from convicted
criminals? Is some of it money that should not be seen
by the Australian Electoral Commission or the federal
police? The Liberal Party has been warned that these
people have serious issues associated with them —
serious crimes they are alleged to have committed —
including one of the largest drug busts ever. This was
not just a little bust but one of the largest drug busts
ever. It is alleged that these people have been associated
with the largest ecstasy bust in the world — not just a

I know nothing about these matters. I don’t even know who
they’re talking about.

I just find that hysterical — absolutely hysterical.
Let us look at what the Victorian Liberal Party is
reported as saying:
… the event to raise money for Liberal candidate Emanuele
Cicchiello was organised without the help of the party’s head
office.

This is one of these pop-up events, which are part of the
new culture of Melbourne, where a fundraiser just pops
up — no-one knows who is running it and no-one
knows what the money is for. They just pop up in the
middle of nowhere and a whole lot of Liberal Party
backbenchers arrive, just to sort of come to the party.
We know the party was just across the road from the
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ALP head office, and no-one invited us to this pop-up
event, because no-one knows how these events operate
or how they work.
This is an absolute joke. The Premier needs to take
responsibility. Let us look at what Jason Wood, the
federal member for La Trobe and a former police
member, said about this family. Let us be very clear
and look at what he is reported as saying:
Knowing them and my dealings with them … I would
certainly not take money from them.
Should he have been thrown out of the country? The answer
is ‘yes’.
If all the information I was aware of was known, under no
circumstances, no matter how much help he had from
politicians, should he have been allowed to remain in the
country. He should not have been given a visa.

They are pretty clear words. Even the former Premier
said this cash-for-visa scandal should have gone off to
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission, because it stank. The former Premier
knew it stank, but unfortunately it did not serve as a
lesson for the snout dippers — those people who keep
putting their noses back into the blood and snorting.
Somehow or other Liberal Party state director Damien
Mantach and the Attorney-General have not been able
to convince their backbenchers that they need to stop
doing this. They have not been able to teach them how
to put in a proper return, first and foremost. We only
have to look at Business First, the Berwick Ranges 500
Club and others to see that they should have been
taught how to put in a return, but I can see Damien
Mantach sitting there and saying, ‘Guys, you’ve got to
stop putting that snout into that trough. Seriously,
we’ve had enough’. There is absolute horror in the fact
that their backbenchers continue to take money from
convicted criminals.
You have only to look at what is on the public record in
relation to some of these people. You have only got to
look at what is on the public record in relation to one of
the owners of the Docklands property. One account
from the Scaramouche website dated 23 September
2008 says:
He collected money deposited in a bag at a pre-arranged
location in answer to demands made of three brothers named
Borgonovo following the explosion of a bomb in their home.

This is just one of those little petty crimes we get up to,
where we drop a bomb near someone’s home! That is a
conviction that is on the public record of one of the
owners of the Docklands property where the campaign
fundraiser for Bruce was held. It is the same group of
people who recently had the Fruits of Life ball
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fundraiser, which again many members of the Liberal
Party were involved in.
The Liberal Party has not realised last drinks have been
called and you have got to stop putting your snout into
that trough. No more drinking from the proceeds of
bloodstained money. Very much what we have here is a
marriage made with money. We have a political party
that cannot resist the temptation to continue taking
money from criminals. We have the member for Box
Hill, the Attorney-General, running around like a
lunatic chasing the ghosts of criminals in the union
movement. He would be better off putting some of his
backbenchers on the rack and getting a confession out
of them about where the local crooks are because they
seem to have more association with people who are
corrupt and criminal than anyone else.
The furphy of chasing criminals in the union movement
is an utter and thorough waste of money, whereas if the
Attorney-General were brave enough, he would ask his
backbenchers where the criminals, drug dealers and
murderers are in Melbourne, because at the end of the
day the backbenchers of the Liberal Party seem to
know more about this than anybody else. They have all
been warned over many years that this is not
appropriate behaviour. You have only got to look at the
type of people who get involved in things like Ventnor
and dodgy planning deals, which always seem to
involve the members in the south-east and their
operatives, such as local government councillors.
You have only got to look at Neville Goodwin, who has
been the chair of the fundraising committee for the
member for Bass. This is the same person whose
council failed to have a register of interests; it had
disappeared off the face of the earth. It seems to suggest
to me that we have a group of members in the
south-east who simply do not understand how to put in
their returns and think it is all right to take
blood-stained money from criminals.

Leader of the Opposition
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I grieve today for
Labor Party members and traditional Labor Party voters
who have been let down by the Leader of the
Opposition time and again. When push comes to shove,
the Labor opposition leader backs the pushers and
backs the shovers — the bullies of the militant
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU), the national ALP executive that has rolled
its rank-and-file members — and supports deals with
Labor Party mates right through to council level to
shore up his position as a Labor leader. We have heard
from the member for Narre Warren North, who
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responded with his attacks. I understand that he would
also be at odds with his leader because the member for
Narre Warren North is from Labor Unity, the right
faction, and we know the left faction is well and truly
behind the Leader of the Opposition, the CFMEU, and
this pushing and shoving that is taking place at the
moment.
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These are two examples where the Labor Party has
actually stood up and taken some action. The article
goes on to say:
There is frustration … —

at —
… the CFMEU’s militant behaviour in recent allegations …

The question all Victorians should be asking is: does
the member for Mulgrave, the Leader of the
Opposition, walk the talk or just talk the talk on these
issues? If he is serious, he should clean up his own
mess, start with his own party and demonstrate some
leadership on these issues of bullying and intimidation.
Let us have a look at what is happening, starting with
the CFMEU. On May 25 2013 a Herald Sun article
titled ‘CFMEU pledges to continue militant operation’
reports:
Union boss John Setka has vowed to keep running a ‘militant’
organisation despite a Supreme Court contempt ruling on
violent protests last year.

The article continues by saying that despite the costs of
these fines, Mr Setka would not be winding anything
back. He is reported to have said:
It’s not the first time or the last time a union is found guilty of
contempt.

Despite incurring these penalties, the union is not
apologetic. Mr Setka also said more should be expected
and that unfortunately it is the price that must be paid to
continue to run this militant union. He said that if the
law must be broken a little bit to save lives, then it is
what the public expects.
In March 2014, in an article titled ‘Clean out the
CFMEU, says Simon Crean’, the Australian Financial
Review quotes former federal minister Simon Crean,
who said:
The labour movement’s leadership must take swift action
against the militant construction union after a record court
fine and unprecedented criminal sanction for its blockade of a
Grocon building site in Melbourne …

The article says:
‘They need to get their house in order. They need to control
the rogue elements; they need to show that they can do it as
they have done in the past’, said Mr Crean, who was president
of the ACTU for five years.
…
Asked for past examples of the labour movement reining in
unions, Mr Crean identified the 1986 de-registration of the
scandal-ridden Building Labourers Federation which was
supported by the ACTU, and the 1989 pilots’ strike …

But again, they just do not stand up. The article
continues:
The union was on Monday convicted on five counts of
criminal contempt for defying the court orders, fined
$250 000 on four of those counts and $150 000 on the fifth
count. It was fined $100 000 on two counts of civil
contempt …

The union must pay court costs of well over $1 million.
The article ends by saying:
Grocon said the case was a ‘defining moment’ for the
industry. ‘It should be clear to the Victorian CFMEU that
old-style bullying and intimidation has no place in a modern
workplace or the broader union movement …

What does the Leader of the Opposition say to all of
this? The Herald Sun reports he is on the back foot but
that he is not going to do anything about the CFMEU’s
power and influence in the Labor Party. The article
states:
In the meantime the ALP will keep taking money from the
union — following on from the $6 million to $9 million
they’ve trousered nationally in the past decade …

Again, what do we see from the opposition leader? We
see that he is not prepared to disendorse his mate from
the Socialist Left faction. He is not prepared to ensure
that he is kicked out of the state executive, thereby
allowing him to continue to vote and allowing him to
continue to determine preselections in the upcoming
elections. If those opposite will not listen to the public
outcry from former federal ministers, from the
CFMEU, from the Herald Sun, from the Australian
Financial Review or from the Australian, then
perhaps an Age editorial of 30 January will have an
effect. It says:
Mr Andrews has been a Labor operative for two decades, and
is a key member of Victoria’s Socialist Left faction, which is
closely aligned with the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union. Both Mr Shorten and Mr Andrews have to be
clear about what Labor stands for —

and what they are going to do about it.The article
continues:
For modern Labor to grow and flourish, it needs to adjust its
relationship with the union movement, and reduce —
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the CFMEU’s political influence. The editorial
concludes by saying:
To do so, Labor needs to say exactly where it stands in
relation to corruption inside unions —

and its support for the union movement.
Finally, in April the Age questioned the opposition
leader’s unwillingness to do anything about this. It said:
It was Andrews, after all, who didn’t flinch when the
CFMEU rejoined his Socialist Left faction, giving it the
power to influence state policy and help determine who gets
preselection for seats in Parliament.
…
Indeed, it’s no secret … that shadow cabinet continues to
harbour underperformers because some MPs are there based
on allegiance rather than merit.
…
Voters are entitled to ask what this could mean if Labor is
elected in November.

More importantly what does this then mean to the
construction industry and the $27 billion worth of
infrastructure if the CFMEU are working the strings of
their puppet, the Leader of the Opposition? Does the
Leader of the Opposition walk the talk or does he
continue to just talk the talk on party reforms? There
has been no action from him in terms of rolling his own
party rank and file. The national ALP executive has
rolled its rank and file members and flouted party rules
on the representation of women. In fact the deal the
state Labor Party has currently has allowed women to
go backwards when it comes to preselection in the
Labor Party. For a party that talks about affirmative
action and has based its principals on affirmative action,
when it comes to walking the talk it has walked away
from women.
If you have a look at what has happened in regard to
lower house seats, a Labor Party branch president, John
Goullet, said:
What has happened in Macedon is the single worst abuse of
factional power at the expense of rank and file ALP branch
members that any of us has ever witnessed.

Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — One of your lot said that.
Branch members have launched a petition calling on
Ms Thomas, the current candidate for Macedon, to be
removed and replaced with Mr Zahra, a popular
candidate for preselection who the rank and file wanted
on board, but their wishes were unfortunately
overturned. A former member for Northern Victoria
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Region in the Council, Candy Broad, said the decision
went against the wishes of the Macedon ALP members.
What have we heard here? We have heard nothing.
Upper house preselections have been controlled by the
executive; they have been overturned by the executive.
In my area the federal member, Michael Danby, has
written to the national executive, complaining that this
is about to disenfranchise some 1100 ALP members in
his local area. I say to those 1100 members, who have
been let down by people who have been catapulted by
the executive into the upper house under factional
deals, that they have an opportunity in November to
vote for Shannon Eeles, a very strong female candidate
for Albert Park who will certainly be representing their
issues, unlike the Labor Party.
There have been factional deals at the expense of Labor
Party branch members. We have seen it in the upper
house and at branch level — we have seen it
everywhere. The Labor Party has failed its membership
in Victoria, and it has failed women. The percentage of
women will go backwards by five percentage points,
from 31.5 per cent to 26 per cent. This is unacceptable
for women and for a more diverse Labor Party. We do
not support quotas on this side; we support women on
merit.
However, members on the other side have their
principles but they have let down their rank and file
membership. They have deserted their principles and
their morals, and unfortunately we have seen no
leadership from the Leader of the Opposition on
women’s issues, on electing representatives from their
rank and file or on standing up to the CFMEU.
Let me come to the kicker, ladies and gentleman, which
is that I am told that the Leader of the Opposition has
done a deal to support his factional mates at the City of
Monash to help shore up his seat of Mulgrave and
ensure his leadership. The member for Monbulk, from
another faction, had his buddy removed from the state
executive, I am told, and replaced with the Leader of
the Opposition’s captain’s pick. Who was that captain’s
pick put onto the state executive? This is the kicker.
Labor sources tell me that the mayor of the City of
Monash, Geoff Lake, is being rewarded with a plum
job on the state executive, shafting the member for
Monbulk’s opposing faction. He was shafted to ensure
that the opposition leader keeps his leadership.
Let me explain a little about Geoff Lake, the mayor of
the City of Monash. He was preselected to replace
Simon Crean for the seat of Hotham at the last federal
election. Geoff Lake was later dumped by the former
Labor Prime Minister, Kevin Rudd, for failing to
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disclose matters which included bullying behaviours in
2002, when he was forced to apologise to a fellow
Monash councillor, Kathy Magee, for calling her a slut
at council meetings.
This was certainly not the only time Cr Lake was
caught so inappropriately attacking a woman. In 2006
in a letter to the Oakleigh Monash Leader, Mrs Edna
Grant, then in her 80s, asked Cr Lake why he had been
so rude in harassing another female councillor,
Cr Solity.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — A Liberal councillor, but a
female. The reply from Cr Lake — ‘She is a fucking
bitch and a no-hoper’ — was taken down in a sworn
statutory declaration.
Mr Brooks — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
while the member on his feet may insist he is quoting
from a document, there are two things I want to raise as
points of order. Firstly, regarding the language that has
been used, the member should be aware that this
proceeding is subject to broadcasting over the internet
and there could well be children listening in. I ask him
to consider that.
I also suggest that in relation to the sorts of filthy
allegations he is throwing around, if he has the guts to
do so, he should go outside onto the front steps of the
Parliament and repeat those statements outside this
house — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will resume his seat. I ask the member for
Caulfield to consider his wording.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I was quoting the
unfortunate words used by a Labor councillor. A
former Prime Minister. Kevin Rudd, showed leadership
in dumping Cr Lake as a Labor candidate at the last
federal election. Mr Rudd said:
… I cannot be confident that he has met the standards that I
would expect and demand from members of the
federal … Labor Party.

What does the Victorian opposition do? It rewards its
factional mate with a position on the state executive.
The state council released a policy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — That is what I am told. The
state council has proposed a royal commission into
family violence. Although I do not agree that we need
another talkfest, I commend the state council for putting
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this important issue on the agenda. We need to do
something about this important issue. This sort of
behaviour has no place anywhere, and these sorts of
people should not be rewarded with positions on the
state executive.
If the Labor Party were serious, it would put some
action behind its words, walk the talk and not reward
union bullies. It should not reward Labor apparatchiks
who bully women and it should get some balance in its
preselections. We need to see what opposition members
really think. If they are very serious about showing
some leadership here and showing Victorians what they
need to do, then they should get up and do something in
their party. They should not say one thing and do
another, which is what we hear time and again in this
house.
Question agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Road Safety Committee: serious injury
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In rising to
speak on the Road Safety Committee’s report into
serious injury I would like to make a number of
reflections. For those in Victoria who have had to work
through the issues of death and disability incurred
through accidents on Victorian roads it is a tragic matter
to confront. One of the first functions I had the
responsibility of attending to during my parliamentary
service was the opening of the acquired brain injury
unit at Bethesda Hospital. Great work was undertaken
there at the time.
Over the last number of years there have been
significant reductions in the level of deaths on Victorian
roads. Within the last calendar year 242 deaths were
recorded as opposed to over 1000 deaths in the late
1960s and early 1970s. Our success in reducing the
road toll has been achieved through a collaborative
approach. The community, the Parliament, dedicated
road safety experts, academics from diverse policy
areas, the media and industry have collectively been
crucial in achieving that success. At the start of this
century, however, it has become clear that our focus on
fatalities alone has masked the hidden road toll of
serious injury. In presenting evidence to the committee,
Associate Professor Stuart Newstead from the Monash
University Accident Research Centre stated that
Victorian road safety has had a mono-focus on road
fatalities to the detriment of serious injuries. I strongly
agree with this view. More importantly, a growing
awareness of the need to tackle serious injuries is

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 28 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

shared by other jurisdictions, nationally and
internationally.
During the course of the inquiry the committee met
with many different witnesses and had many
submissions. I stand in awe of the outstanding work
done by road safety reformers, road safety engineers,
academics, government advisers and bureaucrats,
trauma surgeons and those who work in the realm of
epidemiology in this state.
Since the inception of the Victorian parliamentary Road
Safety Committee in 1967 it has played a highly
valuable role in investigating important road safety
topics and recommending a wide range of road safety
interventions, many of which have resulted in
legislative change and much of it has been due to the
bipartisan work of members of the Parliament’s Road
Safety Committee. Some of these interventions include
random breath testing, mandatory helmet wearing for
cyclists and the demerit point system. The most
noteworthy intervention is the mandatory wearing of
seatbelts, which was the key recommendation in the
then committee’s 1969 report, Investigation into the
Desirability of the Compulsory Fitting and the
Compulsory Wearing of Seatbelts. I pay tribute to the
great work of Professor Peter Joubert, who was a
pioneer in this realm and whose work was honoured
earlier this year by the Road Safety Committee and
successive committee chairs in the Victorian
Parliament.
The report of the Road Safety Committee on its inquiry
into serious injury investigated the importance of
accurate, usable and accessible serious injury data,
including the need for an appropriate serious injury
definition, improving the use of evaluations in road
safety policy to understand whether the interventions
and countermeasures implemented to address road
trauma are actually working and the extent to which
this is occurring, and refocusing road safety policy to
place greater emphasis on serious injury.
I would like to pay tribute to the work of the committee
during this parliamentary term, which has been aided
by a thoughtful, diligent, industrious and keen-minded
secretariat that dealt with the highly complex and
technical issues brought to the committee’s attention.
More specifically I would like to thank Yuki
Simmonds, the executive officer; John Aliferis, the
research officer; and Christianne Castro, the office
manager, for their excellent work. I would also like to
acknowledge the work of the deputy chair of the
committee, the member for Derrimut, and my
colleagues the members for Benambra and Cranbourne,
and a member for Western Metropolitan Region in the
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other place, Mr Elsbury, for their contributions and
their work to make Victorian roads safer. Those people
have had the firsthand experience of addressing the
tragic consequences of acquired brain injury,
quadriplegia, paraplegia and major thoracic and
abdominal injuries and know the importance of the
work of the Road Safety Committee and the potential
for far-reaching changes as a consequence of this
report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2013–14 (part 1)
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to make some
comments on the reports to this Parliament of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, most
particularly its June 2013 report on the 2013–14 budget
estimates, and its more recent financial and
performance outcomes on the same budget.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member can talk to one report, but not to two.
Mr FOLEY — I will restrict my comments, as I
was indicating before you so kindly beat me to the
point, Acting Speaker. I want to draw the Parliament’s
attention to page 134 of appendix 5 to chapter 5 of the
recent, Report on the 2012–13 Financial and
Performance Outcomes, indicating in the area of total
government expenditure across the recreation and
cultural aspects of government spending a figure of
$735.7 million. Interestingly enough, a large proportion
of that expenditure relates to the outputs of Arts
Victoria, operating within the Department of Premier
and Cabinet, which for the period covered is
approximately $480 million. That $480 million is a
significant investment in anyone’s terms. Whilst a large
part of it is appreciation and asset management moneys,
a significant part of it in terms of investment and
accountability to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria is around a policy framework, and investment
in creativity should be an important part of that public
policy.
Ensuring that a strategy is understood, communicated
and shared by the arts and cultural sectors should be an
important part of this output, but apparently not, it is
my sad duty to report — at least not here in Victoria
and not under this Minister for the Arts. The reality is
that this minister started off with good intentions in
how she approached this significant amount of money
but has now been found to have broken her word in
how that accountability is delivered.
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I refer the house to a document dated 23 January when
the minister on ArtsHub talks about what the
framework for that investment should be. She said:

Rural and Regional Committee: capacity of
farming sector to attract and retain young
farmers and respond to an ageing workforce

Beyond this, I believe it is time to revisit an important piece
of arts legislation, the Arts Victoria Act 1972, to assess
whether the objects of the act adequately express the
aspirations of the sector for the future of the arts in Victoria. I
will task the new director of Arts Victoria to fully consult
with all stakeholders in the sector and community to establish
a new vision for the arts and culture in our state and a
legislative framework that unequivocally enshrines this.

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on
the Rural and Regional Committee report on the
committee’s inquiry into the capacity of the farming
sector to attract and retain young farmers and respond
to an ageing workforce. That report was tabled in June
2012 and the Victorian government’s response to the
report was tabled in Parliament last year. I would like
firstly to congratulate the committee and its staff on its
report, and particularly the chair, the member for
Rodney. There were quite a number of public hearings,
workshop briefings, meetings and submissions from
right across Victoria — from country Victoria as well
as from the metropolitan region. The committee heard
from a number of witnesses from right across the
diverse range of people in the farming industry.

Oddly enough when this matter came before the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) in its
recent hearings in the context that we have established
here, the minister was asked what had happened to that
commitment given only five months ago, and it came
as a surprise and indeed a disappointment to learn that
the minister had not charged the new director of Arts
Victoria with this responsibility and had no intention of
doing so. This simply confirms the view that this
significant output of public money under the arts
portfolio is seen by this minister and this government as
little more than her private arrangement to distribute
patronage within, it seems, 500 metres of the arts centre
spire on St Kilda Road.
This minister’s view of what is in fact a rich ecology of
the arts and cultural sector in Victoria is more akin to
that of a vegetable garden rather than a rich broader
ecology as she likes to refer to it. Her role seems to be
the leading pest descending on it in a seemingly random
manner, rather than a supporter of the blossoming
products of creativity and imagination in our
community. When it comes to the arts and creativity
this minister and this government are presiding over a
valueless policy-free wasteland, and the minister brings
no vision for and no hope to the creative communities
of Victoria. Indeed to set up the expectation that she
would deliver these arrangements and seek the
appropriate policy framework for this only to fail at the
first hurdle, as it were, just confirms the view that many
have that this government’s view of creativity and
culture, led by the Premier, starts and ends at the
racetrack gate.
Let us hope that the next PAEC set of accountabilities
the minister has to go through make clear the fact that
her commitments given to the community and to the
arts and creative sector count for nothing. We intend to
hold this minister to account for her shameless
mismanagement.

The committee heard about the challenges faced by the
farming industry and its workforce, but it also heard
about the opportunities that farmers can have with the
emerging advances in technology and farming
practices. This subject is as important now as it was
when the committee undertook its report. We keep
hearing from people about the challenges in the
workforce and how we can retain and attract young
people, so succession planning is vitally important to
our farming community.
The committee heard that there was a negative image of
the agriculture industry that impacted on its ability to
attract and retain young people in the workforce, which
is why we have such an ageing community of people
working on farms. The committee found that the source
of that negativity came in some ways from the families
themselves, as they sat and talked around the kitchen
table. It also came from the schools, which did not have
the ability to say to young people that there was a career
in agriculture.
It also came from the media constantly talking down
agriculture and not talking about the opportunities and
the importance of farming and agriculture to our state.
Sometimes the negativity came from the industry itself,
whose representatives were always talking to us about
the challenges it faces. It is so important that we
understand not only those challenges but also some
wonderful opportunities that exist in our agriculture
industry at the moment.
As a community we need to value what our farmers do.
We need to value the contribution they make not just to
themselves and their families but also to the food
industry as a whole and its importance to the economy
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of our community and state. There were a number of
snapshots in the report. One was from Jennifer Savage
in Shepparton, who started Savage Fish Pty Ltd in
2004. That we have fisheries as well shows the broad
diversity we have in agriculture. She also spoke about
the importance of mentoring and the importance of
leadership in the agricultural industry. She talked about
the importance of the Rural Women’s Award. She was
a part of that award, and she talked about the
importance and benefit to her in regard to leadership of
talking to other leaders in the community and talking to
other scholarship winners. I know the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security and Minister for Water
strongly supports this award.
The awards presentation took place recently, and the
minister was in attendance talking up agriculture and
the opportunities in agriculture, as was the Minister for
Women’s Affairs, who also strongly supports the Rural
Women’s Award. It is important that we continue to
attract young people, whether they be women or men.
Although the agriculture sector has been a
predominantly male-dominated area, more and more
women are choosing a career in agriculture, in the
sciences and in research, and it is important that we
support them.
The recommendations of the committee were to
convene a round table with heads of industry and young
people and task it with setting a plan to attract and
retain young people in agriculture, including trying to
change the image of and trying to have self-promotion
in the industry. The government has been doing that. It
established the round table and discussed appointing a
careers adviser to work with schools. We need to
promote careers in the Victorian agriculture industry.
The Victorian government has said it wants to double
Victoria’s food and fibre production by 2030. It is
therefore important that we keep our farmers viable and
able to have a decent quality of life. If families leave the
country it affects not only the farming families
concerned but also the community, the schools, the
kindergartens and the traders, including pharmacists,
who will leave the area if there are no families to
sustain businesses. I commend the committee on its
work on that inquiry. While the report was completed
in 2012 and the response was delivered in 2013, it is as
relevant today as it was then.

Education and Training Committee: extent,
benefits and potential of music education in
Victorian schools
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to make some
comments in relation to the report from the Education
and Training Committee’s inquiry into the extent,
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benefit and potential of music education in Victorian
schools. In particular I want to talk about the
instrumental music program, and I am sure members
are aware that that is the main music education program
in secondary schools across the state. The committee
was told that the program was funded to the tune of
some $27 million — a 2012 figure — which was then
distributed to schools via the regional offices of the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development. The majority of government secondary
schools receive some portion of instrumental music
program funding, although the committee observed in
its report that there was a wide range in the amounts of
money allocated to schools. In 2012 some schools
received as little as $3903, while other schools received
up to $640 000. Consideration was given in the report
to the inadequate funding provided to some secondary
schools to establish or improve their instrumental music
program.
In light of that consideration, and given the committee’s
firm view that instrumental music and the provision of
a quality music program to our government school
students is desirable and beneficial in many ways,
recommendation 13 of the report is that schools should
be supported to establish instrumental music programs
and:
that the Victorian government establishes a start-up grants
program to support secondary schools without an
instrumental music program to start a program.

The committee put to the government that a new grants
program was needed to assist schools to ensure that
there was an improvement across the system.
Unfortunately in its response to this report the
government has chosen to ignore that recommendation.
There is no new funding in the government response at
all. In fact what the government is undertaking is:
… a review of the instrumental music program, its
management and implementation to determine how best to
distribute this funding …

What we are seeing in the government response is what
many schools that run excellent instrumental programs
were fearful of. Acting Speaker, I know you will be
aware of Blackburn High School’s fantastic
instrumental music program. The report says the school
was specifically concerned that the government was
going to use this report as an opportunity not to increase
funding to schools but to redistribute funding away
from schools like Blackburn High School to other
schools. Blackburn High School receives $371 000
from the government for the instrumental music
program, and parents make a significant contribution of
$270 000 in fees. I am sure they would be shocked to
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know that the government was reviewing the
instrumental music program with a view to distributing
that money in a different way. That can only mean one
thing: some schools that offer quality instrumental
music programs will lose their funding. It is quite clear
from the government’s response to the inquiry that it is
looking at taking funding away from some schools to
give to others, as opposed to the committee’s
recommendation to provide new grants to assist other
schools.
The Minister for Education took to Twitter to deny that
the government was going to cut funds to some school
music programs. I pointed out to the minister on
Twitter that the government’s own response was that
there would be a review of the distribution of funding.
He has not responded to my tweet and since then has
not said anything about the government’s response to
the music inquiry. Either the minister was not aware of
what was in the government response, was not across
the brief and did not realise that there was going to be a
review on the distribution of funding in the instrumental
music program or he is deliberately misleading schools
in saying that there will be no loss of funding when it is
clear that there will be the potential for that to happen.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2012–13
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak about the 119th Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) report entitled Report on
the 2012–13 Financial and Performance Outcomes,
which was tabled in this house earlier in the month. The
report contains a range of findings, noted on pages xv
to xxviii, and includes 84 findings and
10 recommendations. The report is the second part of a
two-part report by PAEC on its inquiry into the
2012–13 financial and performance outcomes, with the
first part tabled in March this year. The report contains
eight chapters and eight appendices.
Chapter 1 provides the context for the report and
examines the financial and performance outcomes
across the public sector. It includes commentary on the
three sectors of government: the general government
sector, the public non-financial corporations sector and
the public financial corporations sector. Chapter 2
provides an overview of the state’s finances in 2012–13
and compares the results to the estimates previously
included in the budget papers; chapter 3 looks at
revenue; chapter 4 looks at debt, borrowings and
liabilities; chapter 5 looks at output expenditure and
delivery; chapter 6 looks at asset investment; and
chapter 7 looks at reporting practices for key asset
projects. The fact that two chapters are devoted to
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asset-related matters shows just how important the area
of correct asset acquisition and acquisition management
is for the state of Victoria. The last chapter —
chapter 8 — is the government’s responses to previous
recommendations of the committee, and as I mentioned
before, there is also a range of appendices.
A highlight identified within the report includes the net
operating surplus of $316.4 million coming in
$161.5 million over budget. It is worth noting at this
juncture the fact that that particular outstanding result
reflects the very competitive economic management
that is being undertaken by the current coalition
government in Victoria. The investment of $5.9 billion
on various infrastructure projects and assets is another
highlight. As I mentioned before, two chapters are
devoted to various aspects of assets and investment and
management and so on of key asset projects.
Throughout the report there is a range of charts and
tables that can be of assistance to members. I
particularly want to highlight a couple. Page 9 of the
report goes through in a graphical way the variances
between budget estimates and actual results for key
elements of the finances for the public sector as a whole
for 2012–13. This provides a very useful snapshot for
members if they are trying to determine where
variations in the various revenue, output expenditure,
asset funding and annual asset investment amounts
occurred, because it is right there at figure 2.3 for all to
see. On pages 17 to 21 there are more tables and
figures. They provide a good way for members to
quickly get a feel for what has happened with the
finances of the state during 2012–13.
The overall gist of the document and, as I said, the
outstanding result that it reflects is that there was very
strong and sound financial management throughout the
2012–13 financial year. That is one of the cornerstones
of the coalition government. It is a good report, and it is
a comprehensive report. I commend the report to
members, and in doing so I thank the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee secretarial staff and
committee members for their work on the report. It has
been a great team effort. A lot of work went into it, as it
does into all the committee’s reports. As I said, it is a
good read and it is informative for all members. I
commend the report to the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2013–14 (part 1)
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I wish to
comment on the report of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee of June 2013 entitled Report on
the 2013–14 Budget Estimates — Part One. My
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comments will be particularly confined to page 91 and
the energy and resources portfolio. The information that
was presented at the hearings has proven to be timely, if
you like, because there have been some eventualities
since then which go to some very important matters in
this portfolio area. In particular the committee heard
evidence from the then Minister for Energy and
Resources on the government’s priorities with respect
to some key areas of activity, including coal seam gas
exploration, mine stability reports, wind energy projects
and the Victorian energy efficiency target scheme
(VEET).
I wish to make some comments about the evidence that
was presented at the hearings by the minister,
particularly with regard to the mine stability reports.
This is becoming a pertinent issue in daily
conversations and discussions with respect to what
happened post the hearings and the report being
tabled — that is, the fire that occurred at the Hazelwood
mine when the northern batters caught fire. Mine
stability reports are produced by the Technical Review
Board, which is a board appointed by the minister. Its
function is to respond to and monitor the stability of all
mines in the Latrobe Valley. Importantly, at the time of
those hearings the opposition noted that the number of
mine stability audit reports was reduced from six to
three. Given the fires that started and took hold at the
Hazelwood mine, what needs to be considered is
whether the government having cut back on the number
of those reports was a good thing to do.
That has been repeated in the budget that is now before
the house. We see that the government has decided to
stick to the number of three stability audit reports to be
conducted rather than learning from the experiences of
the Hazelwood fire. Perhaps the Technical Review
Board needs further resourcing to do better with the
important checking on the stability of those mines.
The Victorian energy efficiency target scheme is an
area I wish to reflect on. At the time it was reported that
the previous Minister for Energy and Resources
basically put the energy efficiency sector on notice. The
minister put on notice 2000 to 2500 jobs, because at the
committee hearing he stated that he needed to be
convinced that the scheme was worth pursuing and
maintaining. I reflect on this, noting, importantly, that it
was this government that, after being elected, doubled
the target of the VEET scheme, but then in a short time
thereafter it not only signalled the demise of that
scheme and its important cost-cutting benefits for
low-income households but also the jobs which are
generated by and which rely on the VEET scheme.
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In the last two weeks the new Minister for Energy and
Resources has made good the threat of the previous
minister to dump the VEET scheme. On the
government’s own estimates, 2000 jobs are at risk. I
now have reports from the energy efficiency sector
itself and it is reporting that people are being laid off.
Two thousand equivalent full-time jobs that have been
supported by the scheme are now going out the door.
That is not to mention the importance of this scheme in
providing important energy-saving devices and
measures in the home to reduce energy consumption
and put downward pressure on bills. The government is
not making true its claim that it was going to cut the
cost of living. In fact it is making it worse and is costing
jobs.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The time for making statements has finished.

FILMING APPROVAL BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) 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 Filming
Approval Bill 2014 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, 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
The bill establishes a consistent approach to the approval of
filming on public land managed by public agencies, including
local councils and state government entities. The bill
prescribes ‘film friendly’ principles that public agencies must
comply with when performing any functions or duties or
exercising any powers under any filming approval legislation
in relation to commercial filming.
Human rights issues
The right to freedom of expression under s 15 of the charter
act
Section 15 of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression which includes the freedom
to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds
orally, in writing, in print or by way of art or in another
medium chosen by him or her, which includes film. The right
to freedom of expression extends not just to the content of
expression, but also to the conduct of expression. In regards
to the medium of film, the scope of the right encompasses
both the making of a film as well as the exhibition of that
film. Accordingly, the right is relevant to any laws that
regulate activities necessary to make a film.
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The bill enhances the protection of freedom of expression by
promoting and facilitating the approval of commercial filming
permits and reducing the red tape, costs and delays in
securing a permit. The bill implements prescribed criteria in
the schedule, titled ‘the film-friendly principles’ to which
public agencies with discretion to approve or decline film
permits must comply, subject to any other act. Principle 1
prohibits a public agency from unreasonably withholding
approval of a film permit application. Principles 1.3 and 1.4
outline the reasons to which a permit may be declined, which
are for public amenity, safety and security, environmental and
heritage impacts and operational requirements of a public
agency. The reasons for declining a permit do not limit the
right to freedom of expression because they relate to
reasonable concerns such as public convenience and safety,
and do not relate to the content of a film, the viewpoint or
ideas espoused by a permit applicant or the suppression of
expression. Principle 3 requires that a public agency must
give reasons to the applicant for any refusal to approve an
application for a film permit, and principle 1.2 requires an
agency to take reasonable steps to work with an applicant to
identify alternative locations for filming.
The Hon. Louise Asher, MP
Minister for Innovation

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
Screen productions filmed in Victoria generate income, jobs
and opportunities for Victorians and promote Victoria as a
tourism destination.
The Victorian screen industry generates around $1.4 billion in
economic activity annually for the state and employs more
than 10 000 people on a full-time basis.
The economic impact also extends far beyond those
companies directly employed in the screen industry — from
accommodation providers, lighting suppliers, builders and
tourism operators to artists, carpenters, sculptors, painters,
fabricators, timber and paint suppliers and restaurants.
International production I, Frankenstein alone generated more
than $35 million in production expenditure for Victoria,
engaged more than 650 Victorian companies and more than a
thousand Victorian cast and crew.
The screen industry also contributes to the state’s cultural
capital by sharing Victorian stories, including iconic
television series such as The Slap, Summer Heights High,
Offspring, Kath & Kim, Jack Irish, The Secret Life of Us,
SeaChange and feature films Animal Kingdom, Picnic at
Hanging Rock, Kenny, The Man from Snowy River and The
Castle.
However, the international screen environment is highly
competitive. To maintain a competitive edge in attracting film
production, we need to continually improve the conditions
that encourage local and international production activity in
Victoria.
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Securing footloose production is crucial to Victoria’s screen
industry. In the last three years, it has accounted for between a
third and a half of Victoria’s screen production expenditure.
The Victorian government is a strong supporter of the local
screen industry. Since December 2010, through Film
Victoria, the government has supported more than 140 film
and television projects which are estimated to generate more
than $560 million in production expenditure in the state.
In the 2013–14 state budget, the government also allocated
$13.8 million over four years to support Victoria’s television,
animation and games sectors, and to ensure the Melbourne
International Film Festival remains the most prestigious film
event in Australia.
Yet we can do more.
The screen industry is highly competitive, deadline driven
and cost sensitive. The ease of doing business is a key
consideration for a footloose production in finalising its
project location. International productions create entire
budgets for up to eight territories before choosing a location,
with permit and location fees regularly compared.
The ‘film friendliness’ of a location can make a significant
difference in attracting and stimulating filming activity —
attracting an extra 100 days of television production
expenditure in Victoria could generate around $10 million in
additional production expenditure for the state and a
medium-size international production could generate
$20 million to 50 million.
Each year, thousands of filming permits are issued in Victoria
by public bodies for locations as diverse as suburban streets,
beaches, cemeteries, museums and cultural institutions,
national parks, zoos, gardens, courthouses, ports and sporting
facilities.
A filming permit is an approval to undertake commercial
filming on public land in accordance with local laws or other
regulatory frameworks and is issued with terms and
conditions that define the application of the permit.
A permit application is likely to include traffic, parking and
pedestrian management plans, site plans with details about
equipment or other infrastructure to be brought and utilised on
location, a concise schedule with details about crew numbers
and planned activities, a stakeholder communication plan,
evidence of public liability insurance and, in many cases,
permit fees that will need to be paid prior to a permit being
issued.
On average, approximately 1500 to 3000 filming permits are
currently issued to feature film and television productions
each year in Victoria. This figure does not include permits
sought for television commercials, or other non-television or
feature filming events, such as sports filming, short films and
corporate videos.
Depending on the nature and requirements of a production,
permits and approvals are issued by local councils as well as
government agencies, departments and authorities. All these
bodies have different policies, procedures and processes in
place to manage film permits and approvals. For example:
a.

many councils and public land managers do not
have dedicated film permit application forms;
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b.

filming guidelines vary from council to council;

c.

permit fees vary considerably across public
agencies and councils (from zero to over $1200 a
day);
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d.

the majority of councils require the production to
contact more than one department within the
council;

e.

turnaround times for assessing film permit
applications vary from 24 hours to over one month;
and

f.

service standards are often inconsistent across and
within councils largely due to the absence of
formalised application processes for film permits.
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safety, security, environmental or heritage concerns as well as
operational matters such as commercial sponsorship
agreements.
The film-friendly principles also require public land managers
to set minimal fees for filming permit applications where the
fee is not set by regulations or orders in council. When
determining the fee, a public land manager must consider the
broader economic benefits that filming will bring to the
community and must not exceed cost recovery.
Clause 6 of the bill empowers the minister to make guidelines
in relation to the film-friendly principles. Prior to
commencement of the bill, the guidelines and other
supporting material will be developed in consultation with
public land managers and the screen industry, to support
implementation of the new obligations.

Inconsistent practices and service standards across public
bodies frustrate screen productions working in Victoria and
cause uncertainty and unnecessary delays.

Schedule 2 of the bill consequentially amends a number of
acts to ensure that the film-friendly principles are applied
where a public land manager has discretionary powers to
grant or decline filming permits under existing legislation.

One of the strongest drivers for film production is certainty.
Providing an assurance that the conditions for filming can be
secured within short time frames is a significant incentive to
choose one jurisdiction over another. For film producers and
location managers, certainty of location and approval for its
use in a short time frame is equivalent to time and money.

The screen industry is an important industry for Victoria, and
facilitating filming is a responsibility of public land managers.
This bill will make it easier for production companies to do
business in Victoria by creating harmonised and streamlined
approval processes for commercial filming on public land.

The New South Wales government realised this and in 2008
introduced a mandatory film approvals framework, backed by
legislation.

Local councils and public land managers have been provided
with a draft of the film-friendly principles and advised that
they may be incorporated into legislation.

In its 2010 innovation election policy, the Victorian coalition
government committed to reviewing and reforming the
granting of film production permits. The Filming Approval
Bill 2014 delivers on that promise.

Victoria has an excellent international reputation as a
world-class screen production destination based on its highly
skilled crews, diverse locations and outstanding production
facilities. This bill will enhance Victoria’s competitiveness as
a screen production destination and reinforces our reputation
as a centre for screen business in the region.

This bill will reduce red tape and make it easier for footloose
and local screen production companies to do business in
Victoria. The bill creates harmonised and streamlined
approval processes for filming on public land managed by
local councils and Victorian government agencies.
The bill establishes film-friendly principles that apply to
commercial filming on public land. The principles generally
relate to processing filming permit applications in a positive
and consistent manner, and to provide the screen industry
with streamlined access to public land managers and
information on the application process.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 June.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility

Under clause 5 of the bill, local councils and state government
entities that manage public land must comply with a set of
film-friendly principles set out in schedule 1, which ensure
commercial screen producers can expect transparent and
responsive service when applying to film on public land.

Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:

Public land managers will need to approve or refuse a film
permit application in a timely manner and take reasonable
steps to respond to an application within five business days.
This response may be a determination to grant or decline the
application, where that is possible, or an acknowledgement of
the application. Some applications may take longer to
determine due to the complexity of filming and/or the
resources of agencies.

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2014.

Public land managers will retain the flexibility to decline
commercial filming — or issue a permit subject to
appropriate terms and conditions — to protect public amenity,

I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.

In my opinion, the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2014, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights set out in the charter act.
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Overview of bill
The main purpose of the bill is to expand the circumstances in
which a drink-driving offender will be subject to an alcohol
interlock requirement and a driver licence or learner permit
cancellation. To ensure the workload of the court is not
adversely affected by this reform, the bill will also create a
new VicRoads-operated administrative process for the
imposition and removal of alcohol interlock licence
conditions for first time drink-driving offenders with a blood
or breath alcohol concentration (BAC) of less than 0.10.
The bill provides for the introduction of new interlock camera
technology to identify the driver. This will assist VicRoads
and the courts to determine whether alcohol readings detected
by an alcohol interlock device should be attributed to the
offender or other persons sharing the vehicle. This
information will help to determine whether an offender has
successfully learned to separate drinking and driving
behaviour.
The bill provides for the introduction of a cost recovery fee to
recover from drink-driving offenders the cost of operating the
expanded Victorian alcohol interlock program.
The bill will also create a new combined drink and drug
driving offence.
The bill will amend the Transport Accident Act 1986, the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 and the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013. Under current
legislation, a person can lose some or all of his or her
entitlement to particular kinds of compensation if he or she is
convicted or found guilty of a drink-driving or a drug-driving
offence related to the circumstances of the injury. These
amendments will ensure that a person who is convicted or
found guilty of the new drink and drug driving offence
receives a reduction in compensation payments equal to what
he or she would have received if he or she had committed a
drug-driving offence alone or a drink-driving offence alone.
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a complete review of the Victorian rail access regime, which
is currently being undertaken by the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure, to be finalised.
Human rights issues
Section 8 of the charter act provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of the
law without discrimination. This includes protection from
age-based discrimination.
The bill restates certain provisions in the Road Safety Act
1986 that impose stronger driver licence sanctions on
drink-driving offenders under 26 years of age. Therefore, the
right to equality is relevant.
However, the right is not limited because the bill does not, of
itself, impose any new age-based discriminatory measures. It
merely restates provisions that already specify licence
sanctions that vary according to the age of the offender. The
rationale for imposing stronger licence sanctions on
drink-driving offenders under 26 years of age is that this
group of offenders is more vulnerable due to inexperience
compared with other driver groups and is overrepresented in
traffic crashes resulting in serious injuries and deaths.
Section 12 of the charter act provides that every person
lawfully within Victoria has the right to move freely within
Victoria and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to
choose where to live.
The bill provides that a broader range of drink-driving and
new drink-drug-driving offenders will be subject to sanctions
including the cancellation of driver licences and learner
permits and disqualification from driving in Victoria for a
specified period. The imposition of these sanctions is relevant
to the right to freedom of movement under section 12 of the
charter act because they prevent a person driving a vehicle for
a specified period.

The bill will provide for the imposition of a 30-day vehicle
impoundment sanction on first time drink drivers with a blood
or breath alcohol concentration of 0.10 or more. The power of
police to impound vehicles will remain discretionary.

However, the right to freedom of movement is not limited
because the affected person is free to use other forms of
transport such as walking, cycling and public transport. In
addition, they are free to travel as passengers in private
vehicles provided that another person drives the vehicle.

The bill will also extend a zero BAC requirement and
introduce a mandatory carriage of licence requirement for
motorcyclists subject to a restricted licence.

Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.

The bill will provide that where police officers are forced to
enter and remove vehicles which are causing an obstruction,
or are unlawfully parked or left standing so as to cause danger
or traffic congestion, Victoria Police can recover the costs of
doing so from the registered operator of the vehicle.
Currently, they are only entitled to recover these costs from
the owner.

The bill provides for the introduction of new types of
interlocks that will assist VicRoads and the courts to
determine whether alcohol readings detected by an alcohol
interlock device should be attributed to the offender or other
persons sharing the vehicle. That technology might, for
example, consist of a camera module that forms part of the
alcohol interlock device and records photographs of persons
using the alcohol interlock device. Therefore, the right to
privacy is relevant.

The bill amends the Rail Management Act 1996 to enable
access arrangements to continue beyond their expiration date
in May 2015. Access arrangements set out the terms and
conditions on which the transport service providers provide
access to the service, including the price for access and the
standards to which infrastructure must be maintained.
All declared rail transport services require access
arrangements to be approved by the Essential Services
Commission. Allowing access arrangements to continue
beyond their expiration date in May 2015 will allow time for

The fitment of an alcohol interlock device to a vehicle that is
capable of recording the identity of the driver can only be
done with the consent of the vehicle owner. Furthermore, it
will be readily apparent to any person who uses the vehicle
that driver identification technology has been fitted to it.
Therefore, any person using the vehicle will be effectively
providing their consent to the recording of driver
identification information when they enter and use the
vehicle.
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The bill does not limit the right set out in section 13 of the
charter act because the requirements relating to driver
identification technology are authorised by law. Furthermore,
the recording of driver identification information is not done
arbitrarily. Driver identification information is only recorded
in specific vehicles where the vehicle owner has consented to
the installation of an alcohol interlock device that incorporates
driver identification technology. Furthermore, the collected
information is used for the specific purpose of monitoring the
relevant offender to determine whether he or she has
successfully separated drinking and driving behaviour. The
collected information can only be used in accordance with the
strict use and disclosure of information regime set out in
part 7B of the Road Safety Act 1986.
The collected information also benefits the offender by
providing him or her with evidence in the event that another
driver was responsible for a positive breath test reading that
otherwise may have resulted in an extension of their interlock
condition.
Section 20 of the charter act protects property rights and
requires that a person must not be deprived of his or her
property other than in accordance with the law.
The extension of the current vehicle impoundment scheme to
include immediate roadside impoundment for all drivers who
record a BAC of 0.10 or more is relevant to the right to
property. People who drive a motor vehicle with a BAC of
0.10 or more may have their vehicle immediately impounded
by Victoria Police members for a period of 30 days, thus
depriving the person of their property. As the person can only
be deprived of his or her property under the impoundment
process in accordance with the law, the right to property is not
limited in any way.
The creation in the bill of a new combined drink and drug
offence is relevant to property rights as a person who commits
this offence may have his or her vehicle impounded by
Victoria Police. As the person can only be deprived of his or
her property under the impoundment process in accordance
with the law, the right to property is not limited in any way.
Section 25(1) of the charter act states that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
The bill creates a new offence of combined drink and drug
driving. The separate offences of drink driving and drug
driving already exist in the Road Safety Act 1986. To assist
with proving these offences there are evidentiary provisions
contained in section 48 of the Road Safety Act 1986. These
evidentiary provisions state that if it is established within 3
hours after the alleged offence that a person had a certain
concentration of alcohol in his or her blood or breath, or that
an illicit drug was present in his or her blood or oral fluid,
then it is presumed, until the contrary is proved, that the
alcohol or drug was present in the person’s body at the time
the offence was committed. The new offence of combined
drink and drug driving is subject to the same evidentiary
provisions that are currently available for the separate
offences of drink driving and drug driving.
The evidentiary provisions in section 48 of the Road Safety
Act 1986 reverse the onus of proof because, following a
positive result in a test for alcohol or drugs, a person is
presumed to have alcohol or drugs in his or her system at the
time the offence occurred, until the contrary is proved. This is
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relevant to the presumption of innocence. Although action
against a person, in the form of immediate licence suspension
and vehicle impoundment, does happen prior to a conviction
or finding of guilt in court, a person must first test positive to
alcohol or illicit drugs before any action can be taken.
The presumption of innocence is not removed by the
evidentiary provisions that reverse the onus of proof.
Ultimately a court will hear the matter and the accused
remains innocent until proven guilty. The evidentiary
provisions are important because they relate to evidence (such
as when and how much alcohol and drugs a person
consumed) that may be solely within the knowledge of the
accused. The reversal of the onus of proof in this instance is a
reasonable limitation on the presumption of innocence and
assists with the prosecution of persons who pose a road safety
risk by drinking alcohol and taking illicit drugs and then
driving a vehicle. There is not a less restrictive means
reasonably available that would similarly assist with the
prosecution of these types of offences.
Section 27(2) of the charter act provides that a penalty must
not be imposed on any person for a criminal offence that is
greater than the penalty that applied to the offence when it
was committed.
The bill provides for the imposition of cost recovery fees to
recover from drink-driving offenders the cost of operating the
Victorian alcohol interlock program. The fees will be payable
by any person that has an alcohol interlock fitted under the
program, including where the relevant offence was committed
before the commencement of the bill.
The imposition of a cost recovery fee does not limit the right
set out in section 27(2) of the charter act because the purpose
of the fee is to recover the costs of operating the Victorian
alcohol interlock program and it is not punitive in nature.
Therefore, there is no issue of an increased penalty for a
criminal offence.
Terry Mulder, MP
Minister for Roads

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
Victoria continues to lead the way in road safety
Victoria is an international leader in road safety. We have
taken great strides in reducing deaths from 1000 per year in
the 1970s to less than 250 now, but more can and is being
done. Reductions in serious injuries lag behind reductions in
deaths. Serious injuries are estimated to cost the Victorian
community $2.4 billion per year.
Through Victoria’s road safety strategy 2013 to 2022 the
government has committed to reducing the number of deaths
and serious injuries on our roads by 30 per cent.
Reducing drink driving and drug driving is a major priority in
Victoria’s Road Safety Action Plan 2013–2016. Drink drivers
are responsible for 25 to 30 per cent of deaths and 11 per cent
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of serious injuries on Victoria’s roads. Illicit drugs are a factor
in 20 per cent of driver deaths.
This bill helps to achieve the government’s targets by
expanding the reach of alcohol interlocks and vehicle
impoundment for drink drivers, preventing reoffending and
protecting other road users. The bill also introduces a new
offence with tough penalties for drivers under the combined
influence of alcohol and illicit drugs; and it extends zero
blood or breath alcohol concentration limits applying to
motorcycle riders to enable the introduction of stage 1 of the
government’s commitment to the new motorcycle graduated
licensing system.
Expansion of the alcohol interlock program
The government is responding to community views and the
ongoing need to fight drink driving by expanding the alcohol
interlock program from only drivers with repeat and high
blood or breath alcohol concentration (BAC) readings to all
convicted drink drivers. Interlocks are a vital tool in
addressing drink driving. Research shows interlocks reduce
repeat offending by around 60 per cent when offenders are
required to use them.
Alcohol interlocks are devices fitted to motor vehicles that
require drivers to provide a breath sample prior to starting the
vehicle and at random times during a journey. If there is
alcohol present the vehicle will not start. If alcohol is later
detected or a retest is not completed while the vehicle is being
driven, a violation is recorded and the vehicle lights and horn
may activate.
Currently interlock fitment ranges from six months for a first
offence to four years or more for serious and repeat offences.
Offenders must return to court at the end of the fitment period
for the interlock condition to be removed.
More than 35 000 interlocks have been installed in Victoria
since the program commenced in 2002, preventing driving
under the influence of alcohol more than a quarter of a million
times. Interlocks are currently mandatory for:
all offences with a BAC of 0.15 or more;
most repeat offences;
first offences by young drivers with a BAC of 0.07 or
more;
refusing a breath test or driving under the influence of
alcohol; and
other serious offences under the Sentencing Act 1991,
such as culpable driving involving alcohol.
Other offenders may be required to fit interlocks at
magistrates’ discretion.
The changes are being introduced in two stages, to allow
swift implementation for higher risk drink drivers.
This bill addresses stage 1 and will make interlocks
mandatory for:
every first offender who has a probationary licence or
learner permit;
other drivers who have a BAC of 0.07 to 0.15;

Wednesday, 28 May 2014
drivers with a BAC under 0.07 whose licences are
cancelled, including professional drivers of buses and
taxis, as well as first year motorcycle riders who are
subject to a zero BAC limit;
all repeat offenders with a BAC reading under 0.07; and
serious alcohol-related vehicle offences under the
Sentencing Act 1991, including first offences.

The bill will make licence cancellation mandatory for learner
and probationary drivers with a first offence below 0.07 BAC
and all repeat offenders with a BAC below 0.07. The
minimum licence cancellation for a first offence under 0.05
BAC will be three months.
The minimum interlock period for first offences will be six
months, consistent with current provisions. As now, a driver
relicensed with an interlock condition on his or her licence
will also have a zero BAC licence condition, which lasts at
least three years.
A bill to enact stage 2 will make interlocks mandatory for all
remaining drink drivers not captured by stage 1. This bill will
be prepared after further work is undertaken on how best to
manage this group, which includes offenders with a BAC
under 0.07 who are not subject to mandatory licence
cancellation.
The first stage of the expanded interlock program will
commence from October 2014.
Expanding the interlock program to include first offences and
low-level BAC offences is expected to result in an increase in
the number of drivers required to have an interlock, from
5400 to 10 700 per year.
To ensure that courts are not overloaded with additional
cases, VicRoads will establish a new administrative process
to manage first-time drink-driving offenders with a BAC
below 0.10. This is expected to reduce offences managed at
court by up to 1600 to 2000 per year.
In all cases, the alcohol interlock condition will not be
removed until the mandatory minimum period has passed and
the offender can show he or she has successfully separated
drinking from driving.
Assessment will be based on interlock data including alcohol
breath test readings when attempting to start the vehicle,
confirmation of driving with the interlock fitted and evidence
of tampering.
Interlocks that can take photos of whoever tries to start the
vehicle or that can otherwise identify the driver will become
mandatory. This will assist VicRoads, courts and offenders to
resolve who is responsible for attempting to start a vehicle
with alcohol present.
Affordability for offenders has been considered. Offenders
pay interlock suppliers to install, maintain and remove
interlocks. The current legislation provides concessions for
health-care card holders. Concessions will also be made
available to holders of a pensioner concession card or
Department of Veterans’ Affairs gold card through
supporting regulations.
All offenders will pay for the costs of establishing and
operating the expanded alcohol interlock program. The cost
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recovery fee is expected to be $40 per month. A 50 per cent
concession on this fee is proposed for the abovementioned
card holders. Again, this will be addressed in supporting
regulations.

mandatory minimum 12-month licence cancellation, with
longer periods at higher BACs and for repeat offences. The
maximum fines for the combined offence will be 50 per cent
higher than the maximum fines for drink driving alone.

VicRoads will monitor alcohol interlock fitment rates to
ensure compliance with the requirement remains at a high
level. If fitment declines, VicRoads will work to identify
potential improvements to the program.

Under the current transport and work-related injury
compensation, a person can lose some or all of his or her
entitlements to particular kinds of compensation if he or she is
convicted or found guilty of a drink-driving offence or a
drug-driving offence related to the accident circumstances.
The bill provides that a person who commits the new
combined drink and drug driving offence will be treated in the
same manner and will face the same loss of entitlements.

Immediate impoundment for BAC of 0.10 or more
Around 70 per cent of drink drivers killed in crashes have a
BAC of 0.10 or more, and police detect a BAC reading at
these levels in one-third of the drink drivers that they stop.
For most of these high-level drink drivers, it is their first
drink-driving offence.
Research indicates that vehicle impoundment or
immobilisation is an effective drink-driving countermeasure.
Drink-driving offenders with a BAC of 0.10 or greater
already face immediate licence loss on their first offence.
Research shows that a combination of immediate licence loss
and vehicle impoundment or immobilisation significantly
reduces drink-driving offending and crashes.
The bill extends the ability of police to impound vehicles of
not only second offenders but also first-time drink drivers
with a BAC of 0.10 or higher. This bill will give police the
discretion to impound or immobilise the vehicles of first-time
drink drivers with a BAC of 0.10 or higher for a period of
30 days consistent with other first offences that attract
impoundment.
The existing impoundment provisions for a second
drink-drive offence with a BAC of 0.10 or greater remain at
30 days immediate impoundment by police, plus additional
time applied by the courts. This is consistent with other
second offences that attract impoundment.
An estimated 3800 to 4800 additional vehicles are expected to
be impounded in the first three years after commencement of
the bill. The bill includes measures to assist Victoria Police to
manage more efficiently the vehicle impoundment scheme.
Amendments proposed will improve immobilisation, vehicle
abandonment and court hardship application processes.
New combined drink and drug driving offence
There is increasing evidence of driving whilst under the
influence of both alcohol and illicit drugs and its involvement
in road trauma. Victorian Coroners Court data on drivers and
motor bike riders killed with alcohol in their system over a
four-year period (2008–2011) showed that 8 per cent also had
at least one illicit drug present.
Research indicates that when drivers combine alcohol and
illicit drugs they are on average 23 times more likely to be
killed in a crash compared with drivers who are drug and
alcohol free. Drivers killed with both alcohol and illicit drugs
in their system are also more likely to be responsible for the
crash than those who only have alcohol in their system.
Currently offenders can only be charged separately with
drink-driving and drug-driving offences. This bill creates a
new combined drink and drug driving offence.

Newly licensed motorcycle riders
The government has been working with the motorcycle
community and road safety experts towards implementing a
new graduated licensing system for motorcyclists in Victoria.
The high crash risk of inexperienced riders has highlighted
the need to update licence conditions applied to novice riders.
The bill provides that, for inexperienced motorcycle licence
holders, the rider will be subject to a zero BAC requirement
for three years rather than the current 12 months. This
requirement will apply whether or not the person already held
a car driver licence. The motorcycle rider will also be subject
to a mandatory licence carriage requirement for that
three-year period.
Recovering costs of vehicle removal
The bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to ensure that
where police are forced to enter and remove vehicles which
are unlawfully parked, or causing an obstruction, danger or
traffic congestion, they can recover the costs of doing so from
the registered operator of the vehicle. Currently they are only
able to recover these costs for the owner of the vehicle, who
may be different from the registered operator.
Access arrangements under the Rail Management Act
1996
The bill amends the Rail Management Act 1996 to enable the
access arrangements to continue beyond their expiration date
in May 2015. Access arrangements set out the terms and
conditions on which the transport service providers provide
access to the service, including the price for access and the
standards to which infrastructure must be maintained.
All declared rail transport services require access
arrangements to be approved by the Essential Services
Commission. Allowing access arrangements to continue
beyond their expiration date in May 2015 will allow time for
a complete review of the Victorian rail access regime, which
is currently being undertaken by the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure, to be finalised.
This bill is a significant step toward addressing the
unacceptably high level of drink and drug driving related
deaths and serious injuries on Victorian roads.
The measures contained in this legislation will send a strong
message to the community that drink driving and drug driving
will not be tolerated.
I commend the bill to the house.

The penalties for the new combined offence will reflect the
seriousness of the offending behaviour. Offenders will incur a
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Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 June.

PRIVATE HEALTH CARE FACILITIES
BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental Health)
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 Private Health
Care Facilities Bill 2014 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.
Overview of the bill
The purpose of the bill is: to provide for a registration scheme
for private health-care facilities; to provide for oversight
mechanisms; to ensure the welfare of patients of private
health-care facilities; and to provide for enforcement
mechanisms to ensure compliance with the bill.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The rights relevant to the bill are:
Section 13 — Privacy and reputation

Wednesday, 28 May 2014

Provision of information to the secretary
The type of information that must be provided to the secretary
under this bill includes personal information. It is necessary
for the secretary to have this information in order to make
decisions about the registration of private health-care
facilities, including whether or not an applicant is a fit and
proper person to carry on the business of a private health-care
facility. Without this information the secretary would not
have the required information to register private health-care
facilities, renew, vary or transfer a private health-care
facility’s registration or approve the appointment of a new
director or officer of a body corporate proprietor to achieve
the purposes of the bill.
Where the bill provides for information to be provided to the
secretary in the clauses referred to above, it ensures that the
extent of the limitation on the right to privacy is kept to the
minimum necessary by specifying the circumstances in which
the information is to be provided and for what purpose. This
ensures that any interference with the right to privacy is
lawful and not arbitrary.
Part 5 — enforcement
Clauses 52, 53, 54, 59 and 60 interfere with the right to
privacy as they allow authorised officers to enter and search
private health-care facilities.
The purpose of these provisions is to effectively monitor
private health-care facilities and ensure they are complying
with their obligations as set out in the legislation.
The powers to enter and search premises are clearly defined
and contain the following safeguards to ensure the extent of
the interference with the right to privacy is kept to the
minimum necessary.
While clause 52 permits an authorised officer to enter a
registered private health-care facility at any time without a
warrant, it limits the power to enter for the purposes of
monitoring compliance or investigating a possible
contravention to a registered facility.

Right to privacy — section 13(a)

Clause 55 requires that before entering any premises in the
exercise of a power under the bill an authorised officer must
announce that he or she is an authorised officer under the bill
and give any person in the premises a reasonable opportunity
to allow entry to the premises. In addition, clause 56 also
requires that if the authorised officer exercises a power of
entry without the proprietor or occupier being present they
must leave a notice setting out: the time of entry; the purpose
of entry; what was done on the premises; the time of
departure; and the procedure for contacting the secretary for
further details of the entry.

Section 13(a) of the charter act recognises a person’s right not
to have his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.

Further, as a participant in a regulated industry, the proprietor
is taken to consent to monitoring activities and therefore has a
lower expectation of privacy.

The right to privacy is relevant to the bill as a number of
clauses provide for information to be provided to the
secretary. See clauses 4, 9, 11, 15, 17, 22 and 33. The right to
privacy is also relevant to part 5 of the bill as it allows
authorised officers to enter and search private health-care
facilities.

With regard to facilities that are not registered under the
scheme, but that an authorised officer suspects may be
operating as a private health-care facility, clauses 53 and 54
only allow for entry with consent or a warrant. Further, clause
57 requires that before executing the warrant the authorised
officer must announce themselves and give any person in the
premises an opportunity to allow entry to the premises.

Section 20 — Property rights
Section 25(1) — The right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty
Section 25(2)(k) — Privilege against self-incrimination
These rights, as they are relevant to the bill, are discussed in
more detail below.

The right to privacy is not absolute in law and may be subject
to reasonable limitations.
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Whilst on the property, clauses 59 and 60 give the authorised
officers a range of general powers to inspect, seize, take
samples, take photographs and direct a person at the premises
to produce documents, operate equipment and answer
questions. The extent that these powers limit the right to
privacy is kept to the minimum necessary as the powers can
only be exercised under powers of entry conferred on the
authorised officer by the bill (see division 2 of part 5).

The offences introduced by clauses 60(2) and 68 are
punishable by way of a pecuniary penalty. There is no
prospect of imprisonment for the defendant. Consequently,
even if there is a limitation in the bill on the right to be
presumed innocent, it is reasonable, proportionate and
compatible with the charter.

As outlined above, the bill specifies the circumstances in
which the right to privacy is limited and includes safeguards
to ensure interference with the right to privacy is not used
arbitrarily. There are no less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve the purpose of the limitation. The powers
of enforcement in part 5 of the bill are necessary to ensure
compliance with the bill so that the purposes of the bill,
namely to provide for a registration scheme for private
health-care facilities and oversight mechanisms to ensure the
welfare of patients of private health-care facilities are
achieved.

Section 25(2)(k) provides that a person charged with a
criminal offence is entitled not to be compelled to testify
against himself or herself or to confess guilt. It applies to
protect a charged person against the admission in subsequent
criminal proceedings of incriminatory material obtained
under compulsion, regardless of whether the information was
obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge being laid.

For the reasons outlined about the limitations that the bill
places on the right to privacy are reasonable, proportionate
and compatible with the charter act.
Property rights — section 20
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law. The measures contained in the bill are compatible
with this right as the bill includes safeguards to ensure
interference with a person’s property rights is not arbitrary.
Part 5 of the bill provides that a thing may only be seized and
retained by an authorised officer in prescribed circumstances.
Clause 63 provides that all reasonable steps must be taken to
return the document or thing to the person from whom it was
seized.
The right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty —
section 25(1)
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. The right is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof onto an
accused in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest, that he or she is not guilty of an offence.
Clause 60(2) makes it an offence for a person to fail to
comply with an authorised officer’s direction under clause
60(1), without a reasonable excuse. Similarly clause 68
makes it an offence for a person to obstruct or hinder an
authorised officer who is exercising a power under the bill,
without a reasonable excuse. In doing so, these provisions
place an evidential burden on an accused person.
The purpose of imposing an evidential burden on an accused
person is to allow him or her to avoid liability for breaching
clause 60(2) or clause 68 if they are able to prove that they
had a reasonable excuse.
The evidentiary burden is imposed upon an accused person,
as it is the accused person who would have knowledge of the
excuse. Clause 60(2) and clause 68 do not impose a legal
burden. This is because after an accused person has adduced
evidence to support the existence of an excuse, the
prosecution must prove beyond reasonable doubt the absence
of the excuse raised.

Privilege against self-incrimination — section 25(2)(k)

The right is relevant to clause 66 of the bill, which provides
that a person may refuse or fail to give information or do any
other thing that the person is required to do by or under this
bill if to do so would tend to incriminate the person. However
this protection does not apply to the production of a document
that the person is required to produce by the bill. As outlined
above the bill provides for the secretary to direct a proprietor
of a private health-care facility to provide specified
information and for authorised officers to enter and search a
private health-care facility with a range of general powers to
examine or inspect anything (including a document) and
direct a person at the premises to produce documents.
The privilege against self-incrimination generally covers the
compulsion of documents which might incriminate a person.
However, the protection accorded to the compelled
production of pre-existing documents is considerably weaker
than that given to oral testimony or to documents that are
required to be brought into existence to comply with a request
for information.
The purpose of the abrogation of the privilege in relation to
documents is to assist the authorised officer to monitor
compliance with the bill or investigate possible contravention
of the bill. The limitation is confined to documentation that is
already in existence, located at the premises and is in the
person’s possession or control. There is a clear and rational
relationship between maintaining a proper functioning
registration regime and allowing access to particular
documents. Indeed, an inability to access such documentation
would undermine the scheme.
Any limitation on the right against self-incrimination is
therefore appropriately tailored, proportionate and minimal.
For the above reasons, I consider that clause 66 imposes a
reasonable limitation on the privilege against
self-incrimination.
Hon. Mary Wooldridge, MP
Minister for Mental Health

Second reading
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
Speaker, the Private Health Care Facilities Bill 2014 will
replace part 4 of the Health Services Act 1988.
The purpose of the bill is to:
continue to register and regulate private health-care
facilities and create new powers that better enable the
implementation of a risk-based approach in monitoring
and enforcement where appropriate;
provide a regulatory framework that is sufficiently
flexible to be able to respond to future health service
innovations and complement national quality assurance
schemes;
modernise and streamline provisions where required and
remove those obligations that are no longer relevant to
patient safety and quality; and
reduce red tape for the private health-care sector.
I would like first to provide the house with some background
to this bill.
The Victorian government is committed to high quality health
care for the Victorian population.
The Victorian Health Priorities Framework 2012–2022 has,
for the first time, formally recognised the valuable role of the
private health-care sector in the delivery of health services in
Victoria. The private health-care sector plays a critical role in
the provision of hospital services in Victoria as it provides a
significant amount of hospital health care in this state and the
sector is one of growing importance to both the Victorian
economy and the health of Victorians. The framework
recognises that the private health-care sector must be
integrated into the planning for Victoria’s health sector if the
government is to develop the best possible health service for
all Victorians.
Operators of private health-care facilities range from sole
proprietors, to not-for-profit organisations to international
for-profit companies. Private health-care facilities offer a full
range of medical and surgical services to Victorians.
Private health-care facilities treat approximately
400 000 patients in Victoria annually and carry out 63 per
cent of all elective surgery carried out in this state. The private
health-care sector in Victoria directly employs more than
12 000 people.
One hundred and sixty-four private health-care facilities are
currently registered by the Department of Health. These
comprise 82 private hospitals and 82 day procedure centres
and they provide 8249 beds in total. A further 500 beds and at
least one new hospital are planned to come on stream in the
next two to three years. This is a sector that is growing
strongly and will continue to do so, as the Victorian
population grows and ages.
Technology is driving improvements and innovation across
health care and this is particularly evident in the private
health-care sector. There is an increasing range and
complexity of services being offered by the sector. There are
changes to the ways in which the sector is delivering those
services. The efficiency and efficacy of treatment provided
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continues to improve. More patient care is being provided
outside of traditional hospital-based settings.
There is a need for the government to ensure growth and
innovation in the sector is not stifled, while also ensuring
minimum requirements for patient care are maintained.
The government is actively working with the private
health-care sector to co-deliver services under various
arrangements. Current examples are the Mildura Base
Hospital, Jessie MacPherson Hospital, and Frances Perry
House. The government’s competitive elective surgery
program, where the government is providing $15 million of
contestable funding in stage 3, will deliver 2235 elective
surgery operations for public patients in public and private
hospitals over the next year.
The government is examining opportunities for future
partnerships with private health-care providers.
Acknowledging the important role of private health-care
facilities in the system, I intend to establish a representative
advisory group to engage with stakeholders and consider
matters of relevance in the innovative provision of health
care, including these partnership opportunities.
The bill is seen as an evolutionary step in reducing the red
tape burden to private health-care facilities. The state will
review this three years post implementation with the intention
to consider further opportunities to optimise regulation and
further reduce burden, while ensuring patient safety and
quality of care is maintained.
I now turn to the bill.
Speaker, the bill will modernise the regulatory framework for
the private health-care sector and reflect contemporary
approaches to regulation.
The bill is designed to:
remain relevant in the context of further growth and
change in health services delivery settings,
provide for a likely increasingly national approach to
health service regulation,
avoid duplication of regulatory requirements and
unnecessary regulation, and
ensure the safety and quality of patient care are
protected.
Part 1 sets out the purpose of the bill and definitions. It
includes a definition of a private hospital and a private day
procedure centre to ensure the scope of the legislative scheme
is clear.
Part 2 sets out the registration requirements for private
health-care facilities.
The bill will update the registration requirements to remove
unnecessary impediments to doing business and will remove
a loophole that has created a potential patient safety risk.
All private health-care facilities providing services that are
prescribed in the regulations will still be required to be
registered as is the current arrangement.
All private health-care facilities that provide a prescribed
health service will now be required to be registered and
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regulated irrespective of the frequency of the service
provided. This will result in the inclusion of a small number
of private health-care facilities that were previously not within
the scope of the legislation. The types of facilities affected are
those where the prescribed service provided was not a major
activity of the business. These facilities have been lawfully
able to undertake surgery outside of the regulatory
supervision of the act.
The government will streamline the registration process as I
will now outline.
The period of registration for private health-care facilities will
be increased from two years to three years reducing the
administrative burden of the registration process.
Fee arrangements will be streamlined. There will be a single
registration fee payable on initial registration and then once
every three years on renewal of the registration. This will
replace the current system where registration fees are payable
every two years and there is also a separate annual fee.
The bill will remove barriers to efficient bed allocations by
registered facilities. Facilities will no longer be required to
seek departmental approval to be able to allocate beds
according to demand for services. A facility will be able to
allocate beds to services according to demand at any time
provided it has the necessary equipment, suitable staff, and
processes in place to ensure the safety and quality of patient
care. This will improve the efficiency of operation of private
health-care facilities by enabling them to respond to changing
demand as and when it occurs. The current requirement to
obtain departmental approval to vary the registration to reflect
changed bed allocations will be removed.
The bill will remove unnecessary registration criteria. A
private health-care facility will no longer be required to
demonstrate financial capacity to operate a facility, nor
provide evidence of tenure of the site. Providing this
information is a cost for the businesses and may delay the
issue of the registration while the information is being
gathered. This change will reduce the administrative burden
on all registered private health-care facilities. Financial risk is
not a matter the government wishes to regulate.
The bill will provide for more flexibility in the registration of
private health-care facilities. It will now be possible for a
facility to be registered to provide services both at the
registered address and other settings. This new measure
recognises the changing face of health service delivery.
In time, as technology evolves, some services that are
currently provided in hospitals will be provided in other
settings. We anticipate increased hospital-in-the-home
services, telehealth, mobile services, and beds in lower care
facilities (for example, hospital beds located in hotels for new
mothers and babies). Over time this measure will reduce
capital expenditure costs that may otherwise have been
incurred or remove barriers to accessing services that may
otherwise have not been provided.
The requirement for an applicant to apply for an approval in
principle (AIP) to build or alter a private health-care facility
will no longer be mandatory.
Some hospital groups with experience in building hospitals
and with the design capacity and expertise to meet the
regulatory requirements have advised that AIP is not of
benefit to them and can result in significant delay costs.
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However, the government acknowledges that operators of
smaller private health-care facility companies and sole
proprietors may require assistance. They may opt to apply for
an AIP certificate to provide them with the assurance that
their building will comply with the legislation once it is built
in accordance with the approved design. In addition there will
be reduced delays in receiving registration. AIP is being
retained as an optional process in recognition of this business
need. It is intended to implement a cost recovery model for
utilisation of AIP.
Choosing not to utilise the AIP process will avoid a dual
assessment of compliance with the legislation at both that
stage and at the assessment for registration. The assessment
will only be done prior to the facility being registered to
operate.
If an applicant does apply for, and receives, a certificate of
AIP from the department they have assurance that they will
receive a registration, or variation of current registration, on
completion of the works provided the facility is built or
altered in accordance with the approved design.
In both cases should a facility not meet the regulatory
requirements on completion of the building, the operator will
be required to make the necessary modifications at that time.
Part 3 sets out the reporting and notification requirements.
The government intends that the Department of Health will
take a risk-based approach in its regulation of the private
health-care sector. To do so requires certain information to be
reported by facilities to the department.
Adopting a risk-based approach will provide benefits to
patients by ensuring that high-risk services and identified
patient risks will be more closely monitored. There will also
be benefits for private health-care facilities that are
performing well, or who provide services of lower risk to
patients, as they will be subject to fewer regulatory
inspections.
The bill will require a number of matters to be reported:
whether the private health-care facility was granted or
refused accreditation under their quality assurance
scheme, and
any findings of significant patient risk in private
health-care facilities that are identified by independent
surveyors as part of the quality assurance scheme
assessment. Significant risk findings will be required to
be reported to the department within 24 hours to enable
the department to take any necessary steps to ensure
patient safety.
A new national accreditation scheme for private health-care
facilities, the Australian Health Service Safety and Quality
Accreditation Scheme, commenced implementation in
January 2013. The scheme’s purpose is to protect patients
from harm and improve the quality of health service
provision.
The government will ensure that the bill complements the
scheme and does not subject private health-care facilities to
duplication of assessments. The bill will therefore include a
new requirement for accreditation to an approved quality
assurance scheme, with the Secretary of the Department of
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Health to declare the quality assurance schemes that are
approved for the purpose of the bill.
As I outlined earlier, the information from the accreditation
assessments will be used by the department to assist in
adopting a risk-based approach to the regulation of private
health-care facilities in order to ensure patient safety.
Part 4 sets out compliance matters including the use of
compliance notices by authorised officers and the obligations
the notices confer on the proprietors of private health-care
facilities.
The bill will provide for compliance notices to be issued
where there is an identified non-compliance with the
legislation.
This is a new power that will require private health-care
facilities to remedy breaches of the legislation in a timely
manner. The compliance notice will identify the breach of the
legislation, what remedy is required to be put in place, and the
date by which the remedy must be in place. It will be an
offence to not comply with the notice.
Part 5 sets out the enforcement provisions, including the
powers of authorised officers.
The bill requires that only authorised officers may undertake
the necessary enforcement activities required by the bill. The
provisions are consistent with government policy and are the
minimum necessary to enable the bill to be enforced.
Authorised officers will have the right of entry to registered
private health-care facilities in order to ascertain whether or
not the bill is being complied with. However, in order to enter
unregistered facilities to carry out investigations either the
consent of the owner or a warrant will be required.
Part 6 sets out the remaining general requirements such as the
powers of the minister, the power to bring proceedings,
evidentiary matters, offences, and review of decisions.
The bill will provide the minister with the power to exempt a
private health-care facility from any or all of the requirements
of the bill.
This is a new power and may, for example, be used by the
minister to exempt a private health-care facility delivering
public health services from the registration requirement. The
government is providing flexibility in the bill so that private
health-care facilities delivering public health services do not
have to be subject to dual requirements of legislation and the
department’s funding services agreement.
With this new ministerial power the bill will provide a way to
prevent duplication from occurring provided the minister is
satisfied that the safety of patients would not be compromised
as a consequence of the exemption.
A right of review to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) will be maintained for any person whose
interests are affected by any decision made under the bill by
the minister or the secretary.
Part 7 provides for the savings and transitional provisions.
Part 8 provides for repeals and consequential amendments to
the Health Services Act 1988, the Cancer Act 1958 and other
acts.

Wednesday, 28 May 2014

Summary
The bill is designed to ensure the best outcome for patients
and private health-care facilities. The government considers it
important that the bill ensures patient safety and quality of
care, while providing sufficient flexibility to allow private
health-care service innovation to flourish, and minimising
compliance costs. The bill delivers on these three key
elements.
Speaker, I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Bellarine).
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That the debate be adjourned for two weeks.

Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I move:
That the word ‘two’ be omitted with the view of inserting in
its place the word ‘four’.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I propose that we maintain the adjournment
at two weeks, and I do not agree with the suggestion
from the other side. This is a reasonably straightforward
bill. I recall that many times in the previous Parliament
bills of some substance, including health bills of
substantial substance, were adjourned for two weeks. It
was then up to the Parliament to take the time to get
briefed on and understand the bill and come back and
have that debate. This is an important bill to progress. It
reflects a number of issues in relation to the regulation
of private facilities that move matters forward
significantly. We think there is plenty of time for the
process to occur as it should, for the opposition to be
briefed and for the debate to happen in two weeks, not
the four weeks as proposed. We oppose the suggestion
of four weeks and very much want to progress with the
two weeks, as is standard process.
It has been the perspective of the government that when
extra time has been needed those discussions have been
had. In relation to the recent TAC bill, for example,
additional time was allowed for that debate to occur and
to understand the bill’s extent. In my recollection of
that bill, it was many hundreds of pages. This bill is
reasonably straightforward. It relates to longstanding
issues in relation to the provision of private health-care
services and in relation to the facilities. We will
therefore not be supporting a four-week time frame. We
stand by the standard processes of the house and
believe this should occur after a two-week
adjournment. We will therefore not be supporting any
suggested changes.
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Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — This is an
important bill, and we need more time to be able to
discuss it. It makes reference to future partnerships with
private health-care providers, and it is critical that the
Parliament has a substantial period of time in which to
seek extensive consultations and communications. The
time frame that has been proposed by the government is
not sufficient to do that. We have had some significant
issues regarding hospital waiting lists, elective surgery
operations and the role of private health-care facilities
in the system, which are all vital components of what
this bill seeks to do.
We contend that sufficient time is required for us to be
properly engaged with the elements of the bill and for
the community to have a say about the consequences it
presents. Gone are the days when governments could
come into this place and willy-nilly make changes
within time frames that did not allow for proper
community consultation and engagement. It is
important that we reflect — and this government needs
to reflect — on the fact that it cannot continue to do that
time and again and impose on the community changes
that go fundamentally to critical health needs and
critical health care without engaging thoroughly and
comprehensively with the community at a local level.
Community engagement and social licence to make
changes through bills need to be dealt with with great
care so that the government takes the community with it
on any changes it proposes. This is especially so given
the assault that has been imposed on the community by
the federal government — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, this debate is about a process. It is about how
much time is allowed between the second reading of
the bill and the debate. The member is straying into
debate about the points of the bill, and I ask you to
bring her back to the debate at hand.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
do uphold the point of order, and I ask the member for
Mill Park to return to the substance of the debate.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I contend quite seriously
that there are serious issues, especially in areas such as
Geelong, where there have been special arrangements
made — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member is disregarding your ruling and is
straying again from the point of the debate.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, the bill clearly talks about private
health-care facilities and Geelong. My point goes to the
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heart of the need to ensure that there is an appropriate
amount of time to engage the community of Geelong
on what is a very critical issue. This is not like any
other bill in that regard. Time is needed — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
have heard sufficient of the member for Mill Park’s
response to the point of order. The member did go into
debate in terms of mentioning Geelong and so forth. I
asked the member to come back to the point of the
debate, which is about timing as opposed to substance.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — The timing of debate on the
bill is critical to ensure that we have thorough
community engagement. With reference to what is
happening, as an example, in the Geelong community,
it goes to the very heart of what this bill seeks to do,
and timing — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member continues to defy your ruling and
go to points of debate on the bill rather than to timing.
The issues she is raising are elements of the bill and not
about the procedural matter we are debating. If she
continues to defy you, Acting Speaker, I ask you to sit
her down.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, the fact is that timing is a critical
matter. When you consider aspects of the bill, it is
important that when a government seeks to make the
changes that it has presented in this bill we cannot talk
about time lines without having some reference to the
subject of the bill — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — I ask the
member for Mill Park: is this on the point of order, or
have you resumed?
Ms D’AMBROSIO — No, we are going on. I
believe you have already dealt with the point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — No, the
member for Mill Park said, ‘On the point of order’.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Rule on that, Acting
Speaker, and then we will go on.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — I do
uphold the point of order, and I do ask the member to
stick to the substance of the debate.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — The motion is quite clear.
When we talk about serious matters of change within
the community in terms of how they
interact — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Time!
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — What a
pathetic procedural device by a pathetic opposition. We
have a major piece of legislation called the
Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014, the budget, that
we actually wish to get on with debating this week and
the opposition has decided that it will have a debate
about what? It will have a debate about whether we
adjourn debate on this bill for two weeks or four weeks.
Is this the big issue in the Victorian Parliament? Is this
the big issue in the Victorian public mind? There is an
opportunity for the opposition to debate the budget, but
we are now having a debate on whether we should
adjourn a bill for two weeks or four weeks.
This is a procedural device from a lazy opposition to
take up the valuable time of this house. I might add for
those members who have any familiarity with the
contents of the Private Health Care Facilities Bill
2014 — and I will not be discussing the contents of the
bill, of course — these procedures with private
providers were put in place by the previous
government. Presumably the consultation was done,
and there is no need for ongoing consultation.
However, I do not wish to waste the time of the house
either. I do not wish to waste the time of this Parliament
on a procedural matter when the Parliament should be
getting on with debating the budget bills. I simply put
to members that there is no need to defer this debate for
four weeks. If those on the other side were half an
opposition, if they were prepared to do their work, they
would be able to come back to this place in two weeks
prepared — not necessarily to debate but prepared — to
engage in debate on this bill. This is a pathetic
procedural device by a pathetic opposition that does not
want to debate a fabulous budget put up by the
government.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 42
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

Napthine, Dr
Newton-Brown, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Mr
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr

McIntosh, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
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Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Noes, 42
Allan, Ms
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
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Howard, Mr

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

The SPEAKER — Order! The result of the division
is ayes 42, noes 42. In order to enable the question to be
considered in its original form, I put my casting vote as
an aye.
Amendment defeated.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 42
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
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
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Noes, 42
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms

Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kanjis, Ms
Knight, Ms
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Brooks, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Howard, Mr
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Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

The SPEAKER — Order! The result of the division
is ayes 42, noes 42. As the house has agreed that debate
be adjourned to provide certainty as to the house
considering the bill further, I cast my vote with the
ayes.
Motion agreed to.
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 June.
Sitting suspended 1.10 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling for
questions I wish to advise the house that I have
reviewed the notices given this morning. With regard to
the notice given by the member for Caulfield, I have
edited the notice and I advise him and other members to
be more respectful in their choice of words.
With regard to the first notice given by the member for
Prahran, I have ruled that that notice as written is out of
order. With regard to his second notice, I have ruled
that a large part of this notice is frivolous and out of
order, and the remainder has been edited.
With regard to the notice given by the member for
Lyndhurst, I have edited it down because it exceeded
50 words. I ask all members to be very conscious about
staying within the word limit and to not rely on other
people having to edit and review their notices.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Qantas job losses
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the fact that on
11 March of this year, Tasmanian Liberal leader Will
Hodgman met with Qantas executives expressing
concern about Tasmanian jobs and vowed to ‘work
constructively with Qantas to help retain these jobs’,
and I ask: when did the Victorian Premier first become
aware that 300 Qantas call centre jobs at Camberwell
were at risk?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I refer to the
background of this announcement today by Qantas, as
outlined in its media release of 28 May — which is
today — in which it announced that this was part of its
previously announced $2 billion transformation
program and associated — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — I will read the full paragraph for
context. It says:
Qantas will consolidate its three Australian call centres into
one facility based in Hobart by 2016 as part of its previously
announced $2 billion transformation program and associated
reduction of … jobs.

Prior to and since that time my government and I have
been in regular contact with Qantas, both at the senior
management level and also on an ongoing basis with
Qantas and Jetstar, regarding their decisions relating to
the overall transformation of the company. Qantas
explained in its press release today with respect to the
call centre:
… more people are using online channels to manage their
travel needs. Since 2005, call volume has halved — —

Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Monbulk.
Dr NAPTHINE — The quote is:
Since 2005, call volume has halved and we now see 30 times
more visits from customers to qantas.com than we receive in
our call centres. This is a long-term change in customer
behaviour — —

Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question sought clarification from the Premier about
when he first became aware that these 300 jobs were at
risk. Those workers and all Victorians are entitled to an
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answer to that question. If he found out today by
reading a media release, then he ought to just say that.

associated reduction of 5000 jobs. There have been
ongoing negotiations — before then and since then.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows very well that taking a point of order
is not an excuse to add to debate.

The Qantas group employs 6000 people in Victoria —
4500 in Qantas, 1500 in Jetstar. We secured, in August
2013, Jetstar jobs associated with the Dreamliner and
we secured jobs at Avalon in Jetstar, and we will
continue to work with Qantas and Jetstar to retain jobs
in Victoria.

Dr NAPTHINE — Qantas is saying that there has
been a change in the way people interact with it and
that there is less need for call centre operators, and it
has rationalised its call centre operations. With regard
to the decision of where it locates its remaining call
centres, I can advise the house that we as a government
made a substantial offer to Qantas, but Qantas made it
clear to us that it wanted a significantly larger
government subsidy to have fewer jobs and that there
was no certainty about the future of those jobs. What
Labor, I suppose, is saying to us is that we should write
a blank cheque for these jobs when there is no certainty
about these jobs — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, if I
could renew my point of order, the question related to
when the Premier first became aware that these jobs
were at risk — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the Leader of the
Opposition’s point on relevance?
Mr Andrews — Absolutely it is on relevance, and
what is more, Speaker, it is on debating the question as
well. Referring to the Labor Party is hardly relevant to
the question that was asked. I invite you, Speaker, to
call the Premier back to an answer that is in accordance
with the standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I again remind members
that points of order must be listened to in silence and
that every member has a right to raise a point of order. I
believe the Premier was being relevant to the question
as it was asked, and I ask him not to refer to the Labor
Party.
Dr NAPTHINE — The Leader of the Opposition is
absolutely right: the Labor Party is irrelevant — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to finish
answering the question.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I said previously in my
answer to this question, we as a government became
aware of issues relating to employment in Qantas when
Qantas announced some months ago that it was
undertaking a transformation program with an

Government financial management
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — My question is to the
Premier. Could the Premier tell the house how the
Victorian coalition government has helped reduce the
cost of living for Victorian families and what measures
are planned for the future?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the member
for Hastings for his concern about the cost of living for
Victorian families. The coalition government is very
proud of its record of financial management in this
state — very responsible, strong financial management.
The recent budget again demonstrates that the coalition
government has an ongoing commitment to use this
strong financial position to assist Victorians in most
need and to reduce the cost of living for Victorian
families.
The budget that has just been handed down delivers
over $500 million in utilities concessions for eligible
Victorian families. Indeed since we have been elected
to government our government has introduced
year-round electricity concessions for eligible
households, which has already delivered over
$200 million worth of savings in summer electricity bill
relief to over 800 000 Victorian households.
We have also provided over $240 million worth of cuts
to ambulance subscriptions. We are reducing
ambulance subscriptions for Victorian families by
50 per cent. We as a government are proud of the fact
that we introduced the long-awaited and much-needed
reforms to the fire services levy, to deliver a fairer and
more equitable system of fire services based on
property, which has lowered the cost of the fire services
levy for most Victorian families. Also, for the first time,
we have introduced a levy concession to eligible
concession card holders.
This year’s budget does even more to reduce the cost of
living for Victorian families, including that from
1 January 2015 people can travel from zone 2 to zone 1
for a zone 1 fare. There will be free trams in the CBD
and Docklands, and workers travelling from zone 2 to
zone 1 for daily work in the city will save over $1200 a
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year. This budget also increases the stamp duty savings
for first home buyers, with the increase in the
concession from 40 to 50 per cent. It will also remove
stamp duty on insurance policies.
Recently, with the Minister for Water, I was able to
announce a significant saving for Melbourne families
through the Fairer Water Bills initiative. This is a direct
result of sound financial management, improved
management of our water authorities and efficiencies in
our water authorities, so that all Melbourne residential
customers will receive a $100 a year reduction on their
water bills, starting on 1 July. They will get a $100 a
year reduction on their water bills as of 1 July this year
and the year after and the year after that. The people of
Victoria will see a real contrast between this side of the
house and the Labor Party, because under the Labor
government the people of Melbourne saw their water
bills absolutely skyrocket. Why did they skyrocket?
Because of the mismanagement of the Labor
government.
We saw the Labor government with its absolute white
elephants — the north–south pipeline, which cost
$750 million and has never been used, and the massive
high-cost desalination plant. Every Labor member
should hang their head in shame for their participation
in the desalination plant. It was over cost, it was over
budget and it has not been used. So there is a significant
difference between this side of house and the other side
of the house with regard to cost of living. We manage
money well. We deliver cost of living savings to
Victorian families, especially those in need, and Labor
just puts costs up and up and up.

Qantas job losses
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer to the fact that
on 2 April the Tasmanian Premier, Will Hodgman, met
with Qantas executives to secure 300 Victorian Qantas
call centre jobs for Tasmania, and I ask: has the Premier
in the three months that he has known these jobs were
at risk ever met with Qantas CEO Alan Joyce about
saving these 300 call centre jobs?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — Since Qantas
announced its decision to have a transformation of its
business, including a potential reduction of 5000 jobs
across its whole enterprise, across Australia and across
the world, our government has been in regular contact
with Qantas.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Oakleigh will cease interjecting, and the members for
Bellarine and Lara are warned.
Dr NAPTHINE — Our government has been in
regular contact with Qantas and with Jetstar to make
sure we get the best outcome for Victoria.
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Albert
Park and the member for Williamstown! I will not warn
members; members will be leaving the chamber if they
keep interjecting in this manner.
Dr NAPTHINE — With regard to these particular
jobs in the call centres, can I say that Qantas has made
it clear that it has three call centres — in Brisbane, in
Melbourne and in Hobart.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was very directly about whether
the Premier has met with Alan Joyce about these jobs. I
ask you to draw him back to the question and ask him
to provide a relevant answer in accordance with the
standing orders.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question also had a preamble attached to it. The
preamble is part of the question. That has been a
longstanding Speaker’s ruling, and the Premier is
answering the question that was asked.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
preamble related to the actions of the Tasmanian
Premier. The question was quite specific. The Premier
has got time to meet with the member for Frankston.
Did he meet with Alan Joyce?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk knows very well that the preamble becomes
part of the question. I do not uphold the point of order,
and I ask the member for Monbulk not to take points of
order in that manner again.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I have said previously, I and
my ministers meet regularly with the leaders of Qantas
and the leaders of Jetstar, whether it be Alan Joyce or
Jayne Hardwicke, and have regular discussions with
them. Indeed the Minister responsible for the Aviation
Industry spoke with the CEO of Qantas — —
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Footscray
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the member for Footscray will leave the
chamber for an hour.
Honourable member for Footscray withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Qantas job losses
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — As I have said, I meet
with the CEO of Qantas and CEO of Jetstar on a
regular basis to have discussions to ensure that we get
the best outcome for jobs in Victoria. That is why we
have over 6000 people employed by the Qantas group
in Victoria — that is, 4500 for Qantas and 1500 for
Jetstar. That is why we were able to achieve — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, I
renew my point of order. The question was very
specific. These workers and all Victorians are entitled
to an answer. Has the Premier met with Alan Joyce or
not? It is a simple question. I ask you to draw the
Premier back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will not use points of order to continue to
debate. The Premier has 2 minutes left. The Premier is
being relevant to the question that was asked.
Dr NAPTHINE — As I have said in my response
three times now, I meet with Alan Joyce and I meet
with Jayne Hardwicke on regular occasions to discuss
the future of jobs, and that is why this Victorian
government was able to secure the next generation 787
for Victoria, including 100 new Jetstar jobs,
$100 million in capital investment, establishment of
maintenance engineering and training facilities in
Melbourne, a 787 flight simulator and the 787 cabin
door trainer. In October 2013 the Victorian government
signed a $12 million deal with Qantas to market
Victoria as a fantastic tourist destination. In December
2013 the Victorian government secured 270 Jetstar jobs
at Avalon by dealing directly with Jetstar and with
Qantas.
My government has continued to have ongoing
discussions with Jetstar and with Qantas over job
security and the future of Jetstar and Qantas in this
state. They are important employers in this state, and
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we continue to work with them. As I outlined in my
previous answer, the Minister responsible for the
Aviation Industry has had a number of conversations in
recent days with Qantas. Indeed our government put a
substantial offer on the table to seek to secure these
jobs.
We were told by Qantas it wanted a significantly larger
government subsidy to have fewer jobs in Melbourne
and to have no certainty about the future of those jobs.
In those circumstances we did not believe that was
value for money for the state of Victoria. While the
Labor Party would like to write blank cheques to big
companies, we on this side of the house want to have
fair dinkum negotiations. We are prepared to co-invest,
as we are doing at SPC Ardmona, as we are doing at
Carbon Nexus and as we are doing at Carbon
Revolution to grow jobs and opportunities.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Fire services property levy
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Treasurer. How is the Victorian coalition
government’s economic management and reform of the
fire services levy helping to ease the cost of living
pressures for Victorian families, farmers and
businesses?
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Mordialloc for her question and for her interest in
improving cost of living outcomes for Victorians. The
fire services levy reform was a critical reform of this
coalition government. It was a recommendation of the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission, which
found the old way of funding our fire services was
unfair and led to insecure funding for our fire services.
The royal commission recommended that we move to a
property-based levy. This was a proposal that had been
around for decades, which the former Labor
government did nothing to enact either before the royal
commission reported or afterwards.
This government stepped up to the plate. We did the
hard work, and we ensured that we implemented that
new reform last year. As a consequence Victoria’s fire
services are now more fairly funded than ever before.
Previously those who had insurance on buildings or
contents paid their premium, paid stamp duty, paid
GST on top of that and a levy, so you had a tax on a tax
on a levy on a premium. You also had no concessions
for pensioners at all. We got rid of that old unfair
system and introduced a fair system applicable to all
property owners ensuring that 400 000 Victorians now
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get access to a $50 concession they have never had
previously.

government business or the question that was asked. I
would appreciate your clarification to the house on that.

Under this fairer system, because of the way in which
we manage it — and being across the detail is
important — last Wednesday the Deputy Premier and I
were able to announce the new fire services levy rates
for 2014–15. I am happy to inform the house that every
single rate in every single category is down for next
year. It is down! We are making sure we can deliver
more funding for our fire services but at a lower
average cost to households and businesses.

Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, if I can
quote from page 48 of Rulings from the Chair — —

In the 2014–15 budget we are seeing the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) receive $457 million, which is
$58 million more than in Labor’s last year, and
$326 million for the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB),
which is $39 million more than in Labor’s last budget.
In every single budget under this coalition government
we have given the CFA and MFB more than Labor
ever did, and it is fairer. There has been a very positive
reaction.
A headline in the Wangaratta Chronicle of 23 May is:
Good news on fire levy — Property owners to pay less.

This has been particularly welcomed by rural and
regional Victoria. A headline in the Weekly Times of
21 May is:
Victorian Treasurer announces 21 per cent fall for primary
producers, 20 per cent for businesses — Fire levy relief for
farms.

The president of the Victorian Farmers Federation,
Peter Tuohey, said:
I’d have to say we’re very happy to see the Victorian coalition
government not only adopt the tough FSL reform, but also
ensure that farmers are treated fairly.

This has been an important reform for Victoria,
reducing the cost of living while ensuring our fire
services are better funded — but not everybody
supports it. I was aware that material was circulated in
one community criticising the fire services levy
reforms. A circular states, ‘You could be paying much
more under the Napthine government’s levy’. I think
the person responsible for this was none other than the
member for Tarneit, but I have to say I am not sure
because this document has spelt the electorate of
Tarneit as ‘Tarniet’, which is not how you spell Tarneit.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
appreciate an explanation or an understanding of how
under standing order 58 the carry-on from the Treasurer
is in any way relevant to standing orders, to

Ms Allan — A rubbish ruling from a rubbish
Speaker.
Ms Asher — The rubbish Speaker, Jim Plowman!
He actually conducted himself with dignity.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Asher — The ruling states:
It is not in order to ask the Speaker a question without notice
in the house.

What the member for Bendigo East is seeking to do is
to ask you a question by way of a point of order for
some clarification. I suggest that you rule her point of
order out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order raised by the member for Bendigo East.
Mr O’BRIEN — This fire services levy is a great
reform, but you do have to worry about critics who
cannot read a budget paper and cannot even spell the
name of their own electorate.

Qantas job losses
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I very simply ask: has the
Premier ever discussed these 300 Camberwell call
centre jobs with Alan Joyce?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — As I have outlined to
the house before, Qantas announced some months ago
that it would be undertaking a $2 billion transformation
program. The company announced at that time that it
would have a reduction of 5000 jobs across their
network, be that in Australia or overseas, and including
its subsidiaries. At the time there were discussions with
Qantas at the highest level about the implications for
Victoria, and at that stage Qantas said it was still
working through some of the issues about where and
how those savings would be made.
As a government we have had ongoing liaison and
discussions with both Qantas and Jetstar throughout
that process. We have been working hard with Qantas
and Jetstar to secure the best outcome for Victoria.
Qantas and Jetstar — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Dr NAPTHINE — The Leader of the Opposition
asked how it is going, and how it is going is that we
have got 6000 people employed in Victoria, 4500 by
Qantas and 1500 by Jetstar. As I outlined previously we
have been able to negotiate with Qantas and Jetstar in
the last 12 months or so new jobs associated with the
new generation Boeing 787 fleet.
Mr Andrews — Speaker, can I put it to you as a
point of order that the question could not have been
more narrowly cast. The Premier has not mentioned
Alan Joyce once in his answer. The question was solely
about whether he has met with him and discussed this
issue. By definition his answer cannot be relevant to the
question that was asked. It was a very narrow question.
Surely we would all recognise that, and I again ask you
to bring the Premier to the question. Has he met with
Alan Joyce about these jobs or not?
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, again
the Leader of the Opposition has used a point of order
to restate his question. That is not the correct usage of a
point of order, and I ask you to rule his point of order
out of order.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is in no way being relevant to the question. The
arguments in previous points of order have been around
the preamble, and one word here or one word there.
This was a very specific question. The Premier was not
being relevant to the question. He is either a spectator
or he is not.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will sit down. I will cease taking points of
order if the member continues to make them in that
way. I will rule on the point of order. The question was
a short question. As far as I am concerned, the Premier
is giving background to the question that was asked,
and I ask the Premier to continue.
Dr NAPTHINE — There has been ongoing
communication at the highest level between our
government and Qantas and Jetstar on a range of these
jobs, including positions at the call centre in
Melbourne. Qantas has made it clear through its
communications with our government, and it has made
it clear through its public communications today, that
there are significant changes in the way people are
interacting with Qantas, so there is a significant shift of
people using online connections — —
Ms Campbell interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Pascoe Vale
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Pascoe
Vale will leave the chamber for an hour under standing
order 124.
Honourable member for Pascoe Vale withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Qantas job losses
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — In its media release
today Qantas says there are 30 times more visits from
customers — —
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, and respecting your earlier ruling about the
Premier providing background, surely that background
must be drawing to an end. The question was very
narrow and very simple. I will not repeat the question,
but one can only assume that the answer is no, because
of the Premier’s refusal to answer the simplest,
narrowest question that could possibly have been asked
of him. These workers are entitled to an answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient
on the member’s point of order. The Leader of the
Opposition is very well aware that the Speaker cannot
direct any minister in the way they answer a question.
Dr NAPTHINE — Qantas has said that there are
30 times more visits to qantas.com than to its call
centres. It has recently invested in new customer
services technologies and it expects that 1 million
people will download the Qantas app. It will have
significantly less need for call centres and therefore call
centres have a limited future.
Even so, as a government we put on the table a
substantial offer directly to Qantas to seek to secure
some of those jobs in Melbourne. Qantas made it clear
to us that it needed a substantially larger government
subsidy to have fewer jobs with no certainty for those
jobs. We did not feel that was a good outcome for
Victorian taxpayers. But I can assure you, Speaker, and
I can assure the people of Victoria and those people
who are employed by Qantas that I have worked very
hard and the Minister responsible for the Aviation
Industry has worked very hard, and we have been in
regular and substantial communication with the CEO of
Qantas and other senior Qantas officials.
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Local government rates
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — My question is to the
Minister for Local Government. How is the Victorian
coalition government helping Victorian families and
businesses by assisting local government to keep rates
down, and is the minister aware of any alternative
policies?
Mr BULL (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for Rodney for his question; I
certainly heard him. The coalition government is
working with the local government sector to put
downward pressure on council rates and support
families with cost of living pressures. Under the
coalition government state grants to local government
have increased by 64 per cent compared with the level
of funding provided by Labor in 2010. We are
supporting local government through a range of
strategies and policies. They include the $160 million
country roads and bridges program, which is a very
popular program, and the $100 million local
government infrastructure program, which is part of the
very popular Regional Growth Fund. We are also
investing record recurrent funding into our library
system all around Victoria.
The local government sector has acknowledged this
level of support from the state government. Indeed the
president of the Municipal Association of Victoria
(MAV), Bill McArthur, in a media release in December
said:
… the Victorian government delivered a $360 million
windfall for local roads, community facilities and other
initiatives, which has funded more than 1500 projects to date.

Annual rate rises are lower under this government.
Council rate rises under Labor averaged 8.42 per cent
compared with 5.86 per cent this financial year. Under
this government the trend of council rate rises has been
going down; there is a clear trend there. Rate rises this
year are at their lowest level since before 2000. An
initial analysis by my department of 60 draft budgets
that have come in from councils around Victoria shows
that on average rates will be lower again in 2014–15.
This government has also increased the rates
concession for eligible concession card holders to
50 per cent of their rates bill, up to a maximum
$202.90 per year. It is a very popular initiative.
The question asked if I was aware of any other policies
affecting council rates and the cost of living, and I am. I
am aware of a policy to cap rate rises at consumer price
index, and if councils needed to increase rates above
this level, they would need to go through the costly
process of applying to the Essential Services
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Commission. What is the cost of living impact of this
policy? The MAV president had a bit to say about that
as well. He said:
… a vote for Labor will be a vote for run-down community
facilities or reduced services, plus massive unfair hardship for
generations of future ratepayers …

A document that came out very recently under the
heading ‘Support councils to independently manage
their finances’ states:
Recognise and support the autonomy of councils in setting
rates and municipal charges.

Where did this document come from? What is it? It is
the Victorian Labor Party’s 2014 platform; it is at
page 76 of that document. This shows clearly that
grassroots Labor does not support Labor’s rate capping
policy; it is in its own policy document. How
embarrassing! This government is assisting with lower
rate rises than those delivered under 11 years, and it
will continue to work hard for this.

Qantas job losses
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the fact
that on 7 May Tasmanian Premier Will Hodgman met
with Qantas workers and unions to discuss working
together to secure and deliver a good outcome in terms
of Qantas jobs for Tasmania, and I ask: has the Premier
met with or discussed these 300 Camberwell call centre
jobs with Qantas workers or their unions?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — As I have outlined
previously, since Qantas announced some months ago
its proposals for the transformation of its company and
a potential loss of up to 5000 jobs I and my government
have been meeting regularly with Qantas people to seek
to secure the best outcome for Victoria for both Qantas
jobs and Jetstar jobs. Indeed in recent times I can advise
the house that the Minister responsible for the Aviation
Industry has been regularly in contact with Qantas on
these issues, including a conversation with the CEO of
Qantas on Monday. I wrote to Alan Joyce on 14 May
this year following up further interactions between our
government — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Monbulk
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry to interrupt
the Premier. Under standing order 124, the member for
Monbulk will leave the chamber for an hour. There is
no cause for celebration when the Speaker has to resort
to asking a member to leave the chamber.
Honourable member for Monbulk withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Qantas job losses
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — As a result of our
ongoing dialogue with Qantas and Jetstar, we have
been able to secure the 787 Dreamliner headquarters in
Melbourne. The future of Qantas and Jetstar is that
there will be more next generation 1870s, being the
main aeroplane used in their fleets, and they will
provide jobs for people in Victoria. They will provide
both flight simulator and cabin staff training. It will also
involve the establishment of maintenance, engineering
and training facilities. We also secured the jobs at
Avalon that were under threat. People will recall that in
November last year the opposition said that we could
not secure those jobs. We did secure those jobs.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, again
the question was narrowly cast: has the Premier met
with unions and workers from Qantas? It is a very
simple question, and again we can only conclude that
the answer is no or the Premier would have given a
half-relevant answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat.
Dr NAPTHINE — In relation to these call centre
jobs, we understand that there are changes in
technology and changes in the interaction between
customers and Qantas, that there is a reduction in the
number of call centre jobs across these three centres
and that Qantas is looking to consolidate them in one
centre. We argued quite strongly on behalf of the
Victorian people. We put forward a very strong case for
the logic of having those jobs retained in Victoria.
Indeed we put a substantial financial offer on the table
to Qantas to seek to secure these jobs, although Qantas
said that even with that substantial offer there would be
fewer jobs than there are now and there would be no
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certainty about the long-term future of those jobs. But
we still put a substantial offer on the table on behalf of
those workers and on behalf of the people of Victoria.
Qantas came back to us and said that it wanted even
more money for fewer jobs and no certainty. We felt
that was not a good use of taxpayers money.
We have a great track record in Victoria of careful,
strategic and considered co-investments to secure jobs
with companies like SPC Ardmona, Koko Black,
Carbon Revolution, PMI Image works, Energy
Australia in Geelong and Flavorite Tomatoes. We have
a record of strategic co-investment where we do get
value for money for job outcomes in Victoria.
Unfortunately in this case Qantas was asking for too
much.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Electricity prices
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Minister for Energy and Resources. How is the
Victorian coalition government helping to reduce the
cost of living for Victorian families through lower
energy bills?
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Mornington for
his question and for his concern about energy prices in
Victoria. It is important for householders and
businesses to ensure that their budgets are in order by
making sure that they are well aware of the income they
receive and the expenses going out. A key election
commitment we made as an opposition coming into the
2010 election was to ensure that the winter energy
concession rate would be extended all year round. This
very important policy initiative was supported only by
the coalition, not by other political parties.
Indeed last week the Minister for Community Services
talked about the overall concessions budget in Victoria.
If you compare the $503 million provided in
Department of Human Services concessions in
2009–10 to the $718 million provided by the Victorian
coalition in the latest budget, you see a 43 per cent rise
over that period.
In an earlier answer to a question the Premier talked
about electricity concessions. By extending the
electricity concession rate from winter to all year round
the government has provided a significant boost in
savings for low-income householders in Victoria. For
example, under Labor the 2009–10 electricity
concessions budget was $68 million and in the latest
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budget for 2014–15 that concessions budget is now
$194 million — a 186 per cent increase in concessions.

consumers. We have a range of initiatives in place that
are supporting our local householders in Victoria.

The government has also had to deal with the rollout of
the smart meters, a program that Labor mismanaged to
the tune of $415 million. It underestimated that cost.
What we have done as a government is make sure that
there are consumer benefits. We have put in place
major changes, supported by welfare groups and
consumer groups, with initiatives such as flexible
pricing to give consumers the opportunity to opt in to
make sure they get better deals. Indeed at the time the
Victorian Council of Social Services welcomed the
move. It said that flexible pricing:
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… will ensure consumers get better value for money and are
more likely to get some real benefits.

We have also established a ministerial advisory
committee, which consists of consumer groups and the
Consumer Utilities Advocacy Centre, which at the time
very much welcomed our flexible pricing initiative. It
said:
… the government has been listening to the concerns of the
community and consumer groups.

We have also established the My Power Planner
website, thanks to the previous minister. This particular
tool has already had in excess of 60 000 visits. It
provides an opportunity for consumers to compare
prices of retailers throughout Victoria. There are
opportunities for consumers to save on average around
25 per cent on electricity costs if they switch to a new
plan, and we know many people are doing that.
Through the latest state budget we have also increased
our funding to the tune of $4.7 million to ensure that
gas and solar initiatives are part of that My Power
Planner website and another initiative of the former
minister that ensures that multicultural groups have the
opportunity to participate in that space as well.
Last week I had the opportunity to announce the
recipients of the Energy Information Fund grants.
Fifteen community groups are recipients — Carers
Victoria, Scope and a number of multicultural
groups — that can go and espouse the virtues of the My
Power Planner website, which has been a fantastic
initiative.
You might remember, Speaker, that in past legislation
before the Parliament the government closed a
$94 million loophole that would have potentially
allowed distribution companies to charge consumers in
Victoria. We have a difference of opinion and point of
view in comparison to other political parties. We do not
support the carbon tax, which increases prices upon

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier, and I ask: is the Premier
proud that he sat by and did absolutely nothing while
Will Hodgman, the Tasmanian Premier, fought to
secure Qantas call centre jobs for Tasmania at the direct
expense of Victoria?
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, under the
standing orders questions must be factually based. As
the Premier has outlined to the house today, a variety of
initiatives have been undertaken by our government to
secure these particular jobs in the face of — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will say once again that
points of order will be heard in silence. Respect will be
shown to members on their feet. I ask the minister to
repeat his point of order.
Mr Ryan — Under the standing orders, Speaker,
questions are to be factual. As the Premier has outlined
to the house today, a variety of initiatives have been
undertaken by our government to secure these
particular jobs. As it happens, Qantas, as the Premier
has indicated, wanted to secure these jobs on a basis
which simply was not value for money for the
Victorian taxpayer. To found the question factually, as
the Leader of the Opposition is attempting to do, is
simply wrong because the facts he was putting before
the house in the preamble to that question are simply
wrong.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question was directed to the Premier about the
Premier’s conduct. It is a factual question because the
fact is the Premier has done absolutely nothing to save
these jobs.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to standing order 57:
(1) A member asking a question must not:
(a) offer argument or an opinion on the matter …

It is very clear that the Leader of the Opposition offered
an argument or an opinion, and he has also contravened
standing order 57(2), as has been already pointed out by
the Deputy Premier, which says:
(2) All questions must be direct, succinct and seek factual
information.
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The question was not succinct.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, raised
by members of the government, we ask that you allow
the question to go forward because it is consistent with
the recommendations in standing order 57. As you have
ruled previously in this house, it is not your role to
direct ministers to answer questions; obviously it would
also not be your role to direct us on how to ask those
questions.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Ms Allan — We are merely operating within the
parameters the Speaker has set for us. We ask you,
Speaker, to also recognise that the Leader of the
Opposition has based his questions on the answers that
have been given by the Premier to the house this
afternoon, which clearly indicate a lack of action on this
issue, and we are providing for further information in
line with what the Leader of the Opposition has asked.
It is entirely within the standing orders, and it is a great
shame that the government is trying to gag debate on
this issue.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before ruling on the
point of order, in regard to the member for Bendigo
East’s contribution, I do not appreciate the criticism of
previous rulings being taken into account on this. I ask
the member to read Hansard tomorrow to see what she
said.
This is a question that is difficult to rule on because one
side will say it is not government business while
another says it is. I am going to rely on the Premier to
decide whether he wishes to answer the question.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I am happy to answer
the question, because the assertions in the question are
simply and utterly wrong. Ever since Qantas
announced — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! An opposition member
asked this question. If opposition members want the
Premier to continue answering it, they will cease
interjecting in that manner.
Dr NAPTHINE — Ever since Qantas announced its
transformational program that it says will reduce its
workforce by 5000 and take $2 billion out of its system,
I and my government have been actively involved in
working with Qantas and Jetstar to secure the best
outcome for Victoria in terms of the Victorian economy
and Victorian jobs. We are very proud of the
6000 people who work for Qantas and Jetstar in this
state.
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We are very proud that this government worked hard
and beat other states to get the 787 Dreamliner here in
Melbourne and make sure the headquarters of this
new-generation aeroplane was based here in
Melbourne. The training is here in Melbourne. The
maintenance is here in Melbourne. The jobs for the
Dreamliner are here in Melbourne. We worked hard to
do that. We worked hard in November last year when
Jetstar was threatening to discontinue flights from
Avalon. We worked hard with Jetstar to secure those
flights out of Avalon.
Similarly, we worked hard with Avalon to get HAN
Aviation to sign a contract for further flights of cargo
direct from China to Avalon. We have continued to
work hard, and I and the Minister responsible for the
Aviation Industry and our government team — who
work as a team, not as a group of individuals — have
worked hard with Qantas to seek to do it.
We work hard in the context of getting value for money
for Victorian taxpayers. We do not shy away from
making strategic co-investments where we secure jobs
and get outcomes that are in the interests of workers, in
the interests of the Victorian economy and in the
interests of this great state, as we did with
SPC Ardmona and its 2700 jobs and as we have done
throughout the length and breadth of this state.
Co-investment to grow jobs and opportunities is what
we are about.
But we will not pay companies too much to secure jobs
in this state. What happened with this situation at the
call centre is that we put a substantial and fair offer on
the table to Qantas to seek to secure those jobs. It was a
substantial offer that we made to Qantas, but the
company came back and said it wanted significantly
more money. It also told us that, even if it got that
additional money, there would be fewer jobs and no
certainty about the future of those jobs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Lara
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the member for Lara will leave the chamber
for an hour.
Honourable member for Lara withdrew from
chamber.
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plan, funded in the budget, is a reduction in the cost of
public transport for families in Melbourne.

Qantas job losses
Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — That is what Qantas
said, and in those circumstances we made a judgement
that that was not good value for money. We on this side
of the house have a responsibility to get value for
money in terms of the Victorian economy. Victorian
taxpayers trust us to manage their money well and to
invest it where you do get good job outcomes — —
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Mill Park
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Mill
Park will also leave the chamber for an hour under
standing order 124.
Honourable member for Mill Park withdrew from
chamber.
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Questions resumed.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — It may be Labor
policy to write blank cheques to multinational
companies and not get value for money. That is the
Labor way, but that is certainly not — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will sit
down.

Public transport fares
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. What actions is the
Victorian coalition government taking to reduce the
cost of public transport in the CBD and outer suburbs,
and is the minister aware of any alternative policies?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Gembrook for his question and
for his very great interest in driving down the cost of
living for families. On Monday, 19 May, the Premier
and the Minister for Planning formally launched Plan
Melbourne, and one of the most exciting parts of this

Through the budget the coalition’s affordable public
transport initiatives ensure that as from 1 January 2015
there will be free travel on trams in the CBD and
Docklands and that people travelling through zones 1
and 2 will be able to travel on a zone 1 fare. Of course
people who travel in zone 2 exclusively will still enjoy
the benefits of that discounted fare. This will provide
significant cost reductions for families. It comes on top
of a $24 billion investment in both public transport and
roads.
How does this benefit commuters? Commuters from
Gembrook, Eltham, St Albans and Frankston will all
benefit as will commuters who use the Werribee line. I
will just give an example involving Tim from Tarneit.
Tim travels to the city from zone 2. Tim knows that
punctuality on the Werribee line has risen from 75.2 per
cent in April 2010 to 90.6 per cent in April 2014. From
1 January 2015 Tim could save $1200 a year as a result
of the fare changes. Over 28 years Tim and 30 000 of
his constituents could save more than $1 billion.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have to stop the
minister. He was referring to Tim and he is now
referring to someone with constituents. I ask the
minister, if he is referring to members, to use their
correct titles.
Mr MULDER — I also refer to another prominent
individual from Altona. They pay $12.12 for a daily
commute, and they will save around $5 a day from
January 2015. When that person arrives home at
Williams Landing station, they are greeted by
protective services officers on the platform before
connecting with one of 2120 bus services around Point
Cook that have been introduced by the coalition. On
board the train they hear that Altona loop bypasses have
fallen from 1004 in 2010 to 320 in 2013, a fantastic
improvement in that part of the metropolitan area. They
also get the opportunity to enjoy one of 181 extra
weekly train services on the Werribee line.
Of course, before we could introduce these great
initiatives, these cost benefits for families, we had to
clean up the mess that was left behind. We had to clean
up the myki mess, the regional rail link mess, the digital
train radio system mess, the Cardinia Road and
Lynbrook stations mess — and the list goes on —
before we were in a position to offer these great
benefits to Victorian families.

NATIVE VEGETATION CREDIT MARKET BILL 2014
1762

ASSEMBLY

Of course there have been alternative proposals and
policies relating to the costs for families. The Victorian
Transport Plan of the former government says:
… fares will increase above consumer price index … to
reflect some of the cost of the investment —

in public transport. However, the 2014 Victorian ALP
Platform says:
Labor will:
commit to one-third of the construction cost of
Melbourne Metro rail …

One-third of the cost! I do not know what third of the
cost the Labor opposition was referring to. Was it the
trains? Was it — —
The SPEAKER — Order! As the minister would
know, it is perfectly in order to refer to previous
governments but not to refer to the opposition.
Mr MULDER — Quite obviously, Speaker, there is
only one party and one government — —
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Human rights issues
The rights to privacy and reputation, property, and to be
presumed innocent until proven guilty, are relevant to the bill.
Section 13 — Privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. This may be relevant when a law authorises
the disclosure of personal information, or entry to a person’s
home. However, an interference with privacy will not be
unlawful or arbitrary if it is permitted by a law that operates in
a reasonable, just and proportionate manner to the end sought.
Two aspects of the bill are relevant to the right protected by
section 13.
Firstly, part 6 of the bill establishes the native vegetation
credit register (the ‘register’), which will include information
about native vegetation credits under the bill. Under
clause 50, the information will include the name and address
of the holder of a credit, the amount paid for any sale of the
credit, and the details of how the credit has been used, or
‘allocated’. This information will be publicly available under
clause 55. It should be noted that the bill makes provision for
suppression of personal information from the register in
exceptional circumstances.

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

These provisions are relevant to the right protected by
section 13 because they result in the disclosure of personal
information.

NATIVE VEGETATION CREDIT MARKET
BILL 2014

As native vegetation credits are a tradeable commodity, it is
necessary to provide information about credit owners to
potential buyers in order to enable contact to be made with the
holder, to negotiate trades and to carry out due diligence in
relation to trades. The history of previous trades (including
the amount paid) is available to provide historic context to
inform the market’s negotiations on price.

Statement of compatibility
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) 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 Native
Vegetation Credit Market Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Native Vegetation Credit Market Bill 2014
(the ‘bill’), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights as set out in the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
Three aspects of the bill are relevant to the charter act:
(a) the establishment of a register of native vegetation
credits which makes provision for public access to
certain personal information;
(b) the establishment of an enforcement regime that
includes powers to enter land, seize property and sell
land in some circumstances; and
(c) the creation of criminal offences that include defences.

Information about a credit’s usage is provided to promote
transparency in the way native vegetation credits are used to
offset the clearing of native vegetation elsewhere, by allowing
a person to see how a credit has been used. It also facilitates
management of compliance programs by relevant bodies,
such as a local councils, who administer permit conditions
that rely on native vegetation credits being allocated. The
register enables verification that a credit is held by the
relevant person and has been allocated for the appropriate
purpose.
While information may therefore be disclosed under the bill,
it occurs for reasons relevant to the functionality of the bill
and is not arbitrary or unreasonable. This aspect of the bill is
therefore consistent with the right under section 13.
Secondly, part 11 of the bill authorises entry to land, which is
also relevant to the right protected by section 13 to the extent
that any entry occurs on residential land that includes a
person’s home. Entry to land may occur in five situations:
under clauses 98, 100, 102, 112 and 123.
In the cases of clauses 98, 100 and 102, the powers of entry
enable authorised officers to verify the extent and condition of
native vegetation on land for the purposes of assuring the
accuracy of information supplied by owners of land under the
bill, and verifying the owner’s compliance with obligations
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under the bill. These are important powers for the integrity of
the scheme established by the bill.
Clause 98 only permits entry with consent, which may be
refused or withdrawn at any time. Clause 100 only applies
where advance notice has been given and confines entry to
daylight hours. In both cases, entry to a person’s home is not
permitted (see clauses 98(4)(b) and 100(4)), which effectively
means these clauses do not impact privacy.
Clause 102 permits entry to land under a search warrant
issued by the Magistrates Court. The warrant could
conceivably authorise entry to a home, which may impact
privacy. However, as the warrant must be issued by a court
upon being satisfied that the issue of the warrant is necessary
for the investigation of reasonable suspicions of an offence
having occurred under the bill, any impact would be in
reasonable circumstances and subject to strict controls. It
would therefore not be arbitrary, and would be consistent with
the right protected by section 13.
Clause 112 enables the secretary to enter land and carry out
work that a landowner has failed to do as required by his or
her agreement with the secretary under the bill. The provision
is only enlivened after the secretary is satisfied that a
landowner has defaulted, and after a notice has been issued
under clause 110 and the owner has been given a period of
time to comply with the notice. Given the focus of the bill on
native vegetation, it is most unlikely that it would ever be
necessary to enter a person’s home to comply with the
owner’s obligations under an agreement, and as such, this
provision is unlikely to impact privacy at all, or, if it did, it
would occur only in defined circumstances, thus being
consistent with the right protected by section 13.
Clause 123 is similar to clause 112 and enables entry upon
notice to enable the secretary to complete obligations
specified in an enforceable undertaking, but in respect of
which the owner has failed to comply, and in respect of which
a court order has been issued (and, in turn, not complied with)
under clause 123. Similar to clause 112, it is unlikely that
entry under this clause would involve entry to a person’s
home and, as such, this provision is unlikely to impact
privacy.
Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law. A deprivation will not be unlawful or arbitrary if it
is permitted by a law that operates in a reasonable, just and
proportionate manner to the end sought.
Three aspects of the bill are relevant to this right.
Firstly, clause 112, as discussed in relation to privacy, enables
the secretary to enter a person’s land and carry out work if the
owner of the land has failed to comply with his or her
obligations under their agreement with the secretary under the
bill. Should this occur, it may be inconsistent with the
property owner’s right to control his or her property, and, to
that extent, may amount to a deprivation. However, if it does,
it is consistent with the right protected by section 20. The
clause is only enlivened once the owner has failed to comply
with his or her obligations and has been given a further
opportunity to comply (under clause 110), and, in any case,
the clause only permits the carrying out of work that the
owner has already agreed or is already obliged to do. For
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these reasons, any deprivation under clause 112 is reasonable
and not arbitrary. For the same reasons, if there is any
deprivation arising under clause 123, it would be reasonable
and not arbitrary.
Secondly, clauses 98, 100 and 102 include a power to take
samples or otherwise seize property when entry to land is
made under those clauses. A seizure of property would be a
deprivation as it would deprive the owner of the right to
possess or control his or her property. However, the taking of
a sample under clauses 98 and 100 may only occur if consent
is given; as such, if this amounts to a deprivation, it is
reasonable and consistent with the right under section 20.
The taking of a sample or the seizing of an item under
clause 102 may only occur if authorised by a warrant issued
by the Magistrates Court or, if entry is made under a warrant
and the item could have been described in the warrant, if the
seizure is necessary to prevent the concealment, loss or
destruction of the item as evidence. As these powers can only
be used in carefully prescribed circumstances, subject to strict
controls and for the purposes of enforcing the scheme under
the bill, they are reasonable and not arbitrary. They, too, are
therefore consistent with the right under section 20.
Thirdly, clause 116 permits the sale of land over which a
charge has been applied under clause 115. The sale of land
authorised under clause 116 is a deprivation of the owner’s
right to sell his or her land. The purpose of this provision is as
a last-resort mechanism for the secretary to recover its costs in
performing environmental commitments in respect of which
the owner has defaulted (see clauses 112 and 123). This is
only likely to occur in extreme cases of serious and persistent
default by owners of land. The ability to carry out this work
and recover associated costs is important to provide the
environmental outcomes that native vegetation credits
represent, while avoiding the public having to subsidise the
costs of the landowner’s default.
The provision is subject to strict controls that ensure it cannot
be abused. A sale may only occur after the following have
occurred: the secretary must obtain a judgement debt against
the owner; the owner must fail to pay the judgement debt over
a period of at least 12 months; the secretary must attempt
recovery of the debt; the secretary must obtain a further court
order authorising the sale; the secretary must issue various
warnings and notices to the owner of the land. Further, a
proposed sale must be abandoned as soon as payment of the
amount secured by a charge is received. Accordingly, while
this is a significant deprivation of property, it nevertheless
occurs in very carefully defined circumstances, for sound
public policy reasons, is subject to checks and balances and
operates with ample opportunity for the owner of the land to
intervene. It is therefore reasonable and consistent with
section 20 of the charter act.
Section 25 — Right to be presumed innocent until proven
guilty
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that an accused has
the right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty
according to law. The right requires that the prosecution must
prove that an accused committed the charged offence beyond
reasonable doubt. This means that the prosecution must
generally prove all elements of a criminal offence. However,
the right may be subject to reasonable limitations. Two
aspects of the bill are relevant to the right.
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Firstly, clause 106 creates an offence for a person to obstruct
or hinder an authorised officer or interfere with an authorised
officer’s exercise of powers under the bill. The maximum
penalty is 60 penalty units. The offence does not apply if a
person has a reasonable excuse. This provision will require an
accused who seeks to escape liability on the basis of a
reasonable excuse to point to or present evidence that raises
the possibility of an excuse — see section 72 of the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009. This may limit the right in section 25(1).
However, the provision is included in order to reduce the
scope of the offence, and is done in the least restrictive way
possible: it only imposes an evidential burden, and it will be
easy for an accused who acted with a reasonable excuse to
raise evidence of that excuse. Any such limit is therefore
reasonably justified under section 7(2) of the charter act.
Secondly, clauses 118 and 119 of the bill each create criminal
offences concerning contravention of a native vegetation
management agreement under the bill. These only apply to
the owner of the land that is subject to the agreement. It is a
defence to each offence if the person proves that the person
took all reasonable steps to comply with the agreement.
Should an accused wish to rely on this defence, he or she will
have the legal burden of proving to the court that, on the
balance of probabilities, he or she did the things that the
defence refers to. The maximum penalty for an offence
against clause 118 is 600 penalty units; for an offence against
clause 119, it is 120 penalty units. Neither offence is
punishable by imprisonment.
Although both of these offences require that the prosecution
prove all elements, consistently with the right protected by
section 25(1), the inclusion of the defence potentially has the
effect requiring an accused to prove particular matters in
order to escape liability. The defence may therefore limit the
right in section 25(1) of the charter act. If it does, any
limitation is reasonably justified under section 7(2) of the
charter act for the following reasons.
The purpose of the limitation is to include a defence, thereby
narrowing the scope of the offences in clauses 118 and 119.
The default position is that the offences will be committed by
any person who fails to comply with their native vegetation
management agreement (in the case of clause 118, where the
mental elements of knowledge or negligence are made out).
These are serious offences that are central to the scheme
under the bill. The bill enables the creation of native
vegetation credits in exchange for undertakings to carry out
improvements and provide long-term protection for native
vegetation. The credits so created are then able to be used to
justify the permanent destruction of native vegetation
elsewhere. In order for this justification to have merit, the
undertakings that underlie the credits must be regulated in a
robust, and enforceable, manner. The elements of each
offence reflect this focus, requiring that a person comply with
their obligations. However, in the interests of fairness, a
person who has apparently failed to comply with their
agreement should not be guilty of an offence if they have
done everything reasonably possible to comply with their
obligations under the agreement.
This is included as a defence, rather than a core element of the
offence, as it is likely to be exceptional: most owners of land
who take all reasonable steps to comply with their agreement
will, invariably, comply with the agreement. It is appropriate
to require an accused to demonstrate that he or she took all
reasonable steps to comply with their agreement. Whether or
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not an accused has made attempts to comply with their
agreement will be a matter that is peculiarly within the
accused’s knowledge; for example, whether or not the person
has undertaken weed and pest control actions as required by
an agreement, where those actions may have been
unsuccessful. Given that these actions will occur on the
accused’s land, and be carried out by or on behalf of the
accused, usually in rural or remote locations without
supervision, it would not be feasible for a prosecuting
authority to be required to gather evidence and prove these
matters as a core element of the offence. It is also reasonable
to require an accused to gather and maintain evidence as to
the steps he or she carried out for the purposes of this defence,
as the bill requires an owner of land to document his or her
efforts for the purposes of the reporting obligations in
division 2 of part 11. Further, since the work to comply with
an agreement will always involve a degree of physical work,
evidence will be easy to gather and maintain. It is therefore
reasonable to expect an accused who has taken all reasonable
steps to have a repertoire of evidence of this at his or her
disposal.
The inclusion of the defence with an evidential burden, rather
than a legal burden, has been considered. However, this
would unacceptably compromise the robustness of the
offence provisions. The key elements of the offences require
an owner of land to comply with his or her native vegetation
management agreement, as the regulatory source of the
obligations to protect and maintain vegetation on his or her
land. If a situation arises where this is not apparent from the
physical state of the land that is subject to the agreement, it is
appropriate to require the owner of land to prove that, despite
the state of the land, they took all reasonable steps to comply
with the agreement. If the onus were for the owner to merely
present or point to evidence from which it could be inferred
that there was a possibility that they took all reasonable steps
to comply, the standard would be too low. This would
increase the possibility that an owner who has not taken any
steps to comply could raise inadequate evidence, which may
not be able to be disproved by the prosecuting authority. In
turn, this would increase the possibility of a person who has
in fact failed to comply with their obligations escaping
conviction, which would be inconsistent with the objectives
for the offence provisions. The legal burden is therefore
appropriate.
It is not likely that an innocent person will be convicted of an
offence against clause 118 or 119 because of the legal burden
included in the defence. The prosecution must still prove all
elements of the offences beyond reasonable doubt. Further,
the regulatory agreements, and the corresponding offences,
impose obligations to protect, improve and maintain native
vegetation. If a person has met the requirements of their
agreements, it is most likely that there will be ample evidence
of that on their land. In the rare cases where the defence will
be relevant, where a person has taken all reasonable steps but
there is still the appearance of a failure to comply with the
agreement, evidence that the person has taken those steps will
be necessary for the person to avail himself or herself of the
defence. It is theoretically possible that a person who makes
some attempt to comply with their agreement, but is unable to
tell a court what he or she did, and has no other physical
proof, would not be able to make out the defence, for want of
proof. However, in all likelihood, that person is unlikely to be
innocent. A person who has diligently taken all reasonable
steps to comply should easily have enough information to
provide to a court about what they have done, to prove, on the
balance of probabilities, that they took those steps. It is
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therefore not likely that an innocent person would be found
guilty due to the framing of the defence in clauses 118 and
119.
The Hon. Ryan Smith, MP
Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Second reading
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
This bill plays an important role in implementing the key
environmental reforms of this government by driving best
practice environmental regulation and supporting innovative
market approaches.
The scheme delivers on the commitments made under the
Reforms to Victoria’s Native Vegetation Permitted Clearing
Regulations to introduce legislation to support the functioning
of the native vegetation offset market and to deliver better
targeted long-term environmental outcomes.
In 1989, Victoria first introduced the requirement to offset the
clearing of native vegetation into our planning scheme.
In 2014, on the 25th anniversary of what may have seemed
like a small step, I am proud to introduce a legislative
framework for a significant market that has grown to support
this requirement.
The native vegetation offset market in Victoria has increased
in size and value since offsets were first introduced 25 years
ago. Consistent and clear rules will assist in growing and
protecting this market for all participants.
Native vegetation offsets or ‘credits’ account for the
environmental gain generated by landowners who voluntarily
commit to enhance and protect biodiversity values on their
land through permanent on-site agreements. These credits can
then be sold, generating funds for the management of the site.
Credits are generally used to offset the impacts on
biodiversity values that are likely to occur as a result of
development elsewhere.
Whilst native vegetation credits are already created and traded
under an existing policy-based framework, the absence of an
underpinning legislative framework means that there is some
uncertainty as to the legal nature of a credit and whether it is a
tradeable right. Further, a key risk in an unregulated market is
that the fundamental value of credits as a right to satisfy
planning conditions is not guaranteed. In the absence of a
legislative framework, it remains open to any local council to
reject native vegetation credits. This underlying risk is an
extra source of potential uncertainty for participants.
Additionally, the lack of regulation for offset arrangements
provided by third parties (known as ‘third party offsets’)
means that responsible authorities (such as local councils) can
accept offsets that do not conform to a consistent regulatory
standard. Such arrangements are not subject to ongoing
monitoring and compliance oversight by government and the
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level of environmental value they provide long term cannot
be guaranteed.
Placing the credit scheme in legislation will clarify this matter
and protect investments made by Victorians in securing land
and managing native vegetation.
The development of a statutory framework for the scheme’s
rules and guidelines will also provide greater transparency,
certainty and confidence for rural land-holders who wish to
secure land for native vegetation offsets and generate an
income from the sale of the resultant credits.
This bill will also promote market integrity and facilitate
growth in the market by increasing the opportunities for
credits to be traded and sold for broader environmental
conservation purposes. The scheme will explicitly allow
philanthropic purchases, enabling credits to be allocated to
meet corporate social responsibility requirements or other
environmental or philanthropic purposes.
The corporate sector may also be encouraged to invest in
Victoria’s native vegetation offset market knowing that the
quality of their investment is guaranteed by a clear and robust
monitoring and compliance regime.
This approach will likely increase the amount of native
vegetation offsets available and make the purchase of credits
more cost competitive. This will assist in reducing the
regulatory burden by reducing compliance costs for those
proponents that purchase credits to meet permit conditions.
Clear rules for assessing offset sites and creating and
registering credits are also likely to attract a greater number of
private brokers to the market, providing employment
opportunities to small business in Victoria. The requirement
to adhere to these rules and the technical standards developed
by the secretary to the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries (the secretary) means that there is a need
for qualified assessors to determine the ‘gain’ that can be
generated on site and prepare other aspects of applications or
determinations to create credits under the bill, providing
further employment opportunities to small business in
Victoria.
I turn now to the particular features of the bill.
This bill will formalise arrangements for managing the
existing policy-based native vegetation scheme by conferring
a regulatory role on the secretary to administer and manage
the scheme. This will result in consistency in the sector, in
turn leading to better environmental outcomes in the
management of credit sites.
Part 2 of the bill provides for the creation of credits on private
land by making an application to the secretary for native
vegetation credits. Applications may be made over any
freehold land that meets eligibility and additionality criteria
that will be specified in regulations made under the bill. A
qualified assessor must prepare these applications.
The bill establishes a clear link between an application to
create credits and the related obligations to enhance and
protect biodiversity values. An application must include a
proposed site management plan, which details the
landowner’s proposed management actions to improve and
protect native vegetation on the land. The site management
plan includes obligations to improve the site over the first
10 years, followed by obligations to protect and maintain the
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site (and the improvements) permanently. If an application is
accepted, the site management plan forms part of a binding,
permanent agreement made under part 5 of the bill.
Part 3 provides for the creation of credits on certain types of
public land, noting that this can be done in three ways: by
permanently reserving unreserved Crown land for a
compatible purpose, by improving the extent and quality of
native vegetation on Crown land already reserved for a
compatible purpose, and by transferring private land to the
Crown for permanent reservation for a compatible purpose. A
‘compatible purpose’ is limited to high-conservation purposes
such as national parks, nature conservation reserves and
wildlife reserves.
The bill enables a vegetation improvement plan to be applied
to these types of Crown land, which, similar to the site
management plan for freehold land, includes obligations for
the public land manager to improve the site over a 10-year
period. Beyond that period, the bill relies upon the obligations
to protect and maintain the site arising from the permanent
reservation for a compatible purpose under the existing
Crown land management legislative framework for ongoing
protection.
An additionality test also applies to the creation of credits on
Crown land to ensure that all credits reflect a real gain or
improvement in environmental outcomes.
Importantly, part 4 of the bill describes the methodology for
calculating the environmental gain that underpins the value of
a credit and the conversion of that gain into credits. This
reflects the methodology developed as part of Victoria’s
Permitted Clearing of Native Vegetation — Biodiversity
Assessment Guidelines that were incorporated into Victoria’s
planning scheme last year.
Part 5 describes the process for entering into native vegetation
management agreements that are used to secure the
obligations proposed in applications under par 2 to create
native vegetation credits on private land. These agreements
run with the land and ensure that the permanent clearing of
native vegetation is offset by permanent protection of native
vegetation and supports this government’s commitment to ‘no
net loss’ of native vegetation in Victoria. The bill includes the
ability for the agreements to adopt standard terms and
conditions set out in regulations made under the bill, which
will promote transparency and reduce transaction costs by
having a set, consistent framework of obligations.
These agreements can also be entered into by the secretary for
other native vegetation protection purposes, making them a
flexible tool for ongoing environmental protection in Victoria.
As the agreements that underpin the creation of credits are
recorded on title and intended to provide permanent
protection for native vegetation, the bill looks to the future
and outlines the process for varying and cancelling
agreements in certain circumstances if an equivalent offset
can be provided somewhere else. This provides significant
flexibility for landowners to deal with changing
circumstances over time and provides a balance between
certainty of environmental outcomes and the most efficient
use of land. A similar process applies to the variation of
vegetation improvement plans for Crown land under part 3.
Clear processes allow for both flexibility and transparency in
the scheme.
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In order to provide a single and authoritative source of
information regarding credits, part 6 of the bill provides for
the creation of a native vegetation credit register and
describes the information that is publicly available. This will
support the operation of the market by enabling prospective
buyers to make contact with credit owners, and support the
private broker market that matches credit owners with permit
holders. The register will also promote transparency in the
way credits are used, by enabling information about a credit’s
usage to be verified. This aspect of the register will also
facilitate management of compliance programs by relevant
bodies, such as local councils, who administer permit
conditions that rely on native vegetation credits being
allocated.
Part 7 describes the process for allocating credits towards
particular purposes. Allocation effectively extinguishes the
credits’ value, and an allocated credit cannot be allocated
again, or sold. Whilst it is anticipated that credits will mainly
be used to satisfy planning permit conditions, credits can also
be used for philanthropic purposes, and any other purposes
that are prescribed in regulations made under the bill, such as
for meeting obligations under other acts.
Part 8 provides for the process of credit trading and requires
that proceeds of certain sales of native vegetation credits are
paid into the native vegetation credit fund. This requirement
applies to the first time a credit is sold, if the sale occurs
during the initial 10-year period when the active management
obligations apply.
This particular feature of the bill is intended to assist
landowners with the cost of meeting the site management
obligations during the initial 10-year period, when the costs of
managing the land are likely to be highest. For this reason,
part 8 of the bill requires there to be a correlation between the
price paid for the first transfers of native vegetation credits
during the initial 10-year period, and the estimated cost of
managing the site. Although there is room for discretion, the
default position is that the price for the first sale of native
vegetation credits during this period must be at least a certain
percentage of the estimated management costs, in order to
ensure that the landowner will have a sufficient income
stream during the 10-year period to manage the site.
Once the money is paid into the fund, it is effectively held on
trust by the secretary, subject to the bill, and paid to the
private land owner or public land manager on a yearly basis
on submission of an annual report that indicates they have
undertaken the required actions on site.
This also ensures the secretary is aware that landowners are
meeting the terms and conditions of their agreement and is
able to reject a report and withhold funds if non-compliance is
detected. Part 10 establishes the fund and describes the
mechanisms for payments out of the fund to be made to
private land owners and public land managers.
After the initial transfers to which these mechanisms apply,
credits can be transferred any number of times before they are
ultimately allocated by their owner. This provides flexibility
to the market and allows buyers to use, trade, bank or sell
their credits when it is of greatest benefit to them. Part 8 also
outlines the process for these transfers that will enable swift
transactions to occur.
Part 9 enables the secretary to suspend or cancel native
vegetation credits if it was suspected or determined that false

NATIVE VEGETATION CREDIT MARKET BILL 2014
Wednesday, 28 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

or misleading information was provided on the credit
application under part 2 or in limited circumstances under
part 3. This ensures that the integrity of the credit market is
maintained and that the environmental gain that underpins
credits always occurs. Importantly, however, credits that have
been sold cannot be suspended or cancelled, in order to
protect the value of credits to their new owner. It is only
appropriate to suspend or cancel credits when they are still
owned by their first owner, who will also be the person
involved in the application. Credits can also be cancelled as a
result of non-compliance with the native vegetation
management agreement under part 11.
Part 11 contains a series of compliance and enforcement
provisions. The framework aims to ensure that landowners’
obligations under native vegetation management agreements
are able to be monitored and enforced. This is central to the
scheme under the bill. Given that native vegetation credits can
be used to justify the permanent removal of native vegetation,
it is important that the corresponding obligations to protect
and improve vegetation elsewhere are upheld.
Division 2 of part 11 outlines the reporting obligations of
private land owners, public land managers and the minister.
In addition to the process of annual reporting that enables
landowners and managers to access payments out of the fund,
division 2 also includes an annual reporting obligation on the
minister in relation to the management of credit sites created
on Crown land. This provides public transparency and
accountability in the way credit sites are managed. For
administrative convenience, the minister’s report forms part
of the Department of Environment and Primary Industries
annual report under the Financial Management Act 1994,
which is required to be tabled in Parliament under section 46
of that act.
Division 3 of part 11 includes a suite of monitoring and
investigation powers that the secretary can use to enter private
land to ensure native vegetation is being protected,
maintained or improved in line with the agreement on title.
These provisions operate on the basis of consent, written
notice or a warrant depending on the circumstances. They
will assist in informing the secretary of compliance problems.
Division 4 of part 11 sets out the key enforcement powers that
aim to provide public confidence that the obligations that
underpin native vegetation credits will be upheld. The main
enforcement tool in the bill is the power of the secretary to
issue directions to a landowner when a compliance problem is
detected. The directions will assist the landowner in
identifying what the owner needs to do to rectify the problem.
If a notice is not complied with on time (which may be
extended), the secretary may seek an enforcement order from
VCAT. The bill empowers VCAT to make orders requiring
the person to comply with the agreement. The secretary may
also seek an order from VCAT requiring the owner to refrain
from certain actions that contravene the agreement. In
addition to these orders, VCAT may cancel an owner’s native
vegetation credits, and require the owner to compensate for
any loss of native vegetation arising from the contravention.
This could include requiring the owner to acquire and allocate
native vegetation credits from the market.
In extreme cases, when a notice is not complied with, the bill
enables the secretary to carry out the required work on the
land in order to achieve compliance with the agreement. This
mechanism has been included to deal with an unusual
situation where it has become clear to the secretary that a
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landowner is unwilling or unable to carry out the required
works. As the owner remains ultimately responsible for
compliance with the obligations, the bill includes mechanisms
for the secretary’s costs to be recoverable from the owner.
Division 5 of part 11 sets out a tiered set of criminal offence
provisions that provide an ultimate deterrent to landowners
from non-compliance with their agreements. These provisions
recognise the significant value of credit sites and the need for
a robust offence regime to reflect these values. The value of a
credit is not just financial but environmental. Credit sites have
been established to permanently protect native vegetation to
enable clearing of native vegetation elsewhere. This reflects a
long-established government policy (regulated through the
planning scheme) that ensures there is no net loss of native
vegetation from permitted clearing. In order to provide
long-term protection of biodiversity it is important that the
scheme is fair, transparent and robust and that mechanisms
exist to protect these sites and the values within them.
The most serious offence relates to clearing on a site that is
protected by a native vegetation management agreement, with
a maximum penalty of 1200 penalty units. This is equivalent
to other serious environmental offences such as those under
the Planning and Environment Act 1987. The lower offences
relate to other contraventions of native vegetation agreements
by the owner of the land and also ensure that the landowner
does not permit the land to be used by another person in a
manner inconsistent with the agreement. In addition to the
usual sentencing powers, the bill enables a court to make a
wider range of orders, equivalent to those that VCAT can
make (such as cancelling credits or ordering compensation for
a loss of native vegetation).
Division 6 of part 11 sets out the ability of the secretary to
make enforceable undertakings with owners of land. This will
complement the other enforcement powers and promote a
flexible approach to rectifying compliance problems.
Division 7 of part 11 confers merits review rights in relation
to key administrative decisions by the secretary under the bill.
The process involves an initial right to an internal review,
followed by a right to have the decision reviewed by VCAT.
Part 12 sets out the regulation-making powers under the bill
that will provide the detail for formulas and other metrics
used in the calculation of native vegetation credits, and other
matters related to the day-to-day operation of the scheme.
Part 13 makes consequential amendments to other acts,
notably the amendments to the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 that enable native vegetation credits to be used to
satisfy planning permit conditions, and which regulate
third-party offsets. There are also amendments to relevant
Crown land legislation to introduce requirements for public
land managers to comply with vegetation improvement plans
made under the bill.
Part 13 also includes a transitional provision to enable credits
created under the existing policy-based scheme to be
transitioned to the statutory scheme. This transition will allow
the existing credits to be traded and allocated under the bill.
However, recognising that existing credits are already subject
to a range of contractual arrangements entered into at their
creation, the bill does not impose the reporting or the
enforcement and compliance regime on those arrangements.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PALLAS
(Tarneit).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 June.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2014–2015) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of Ms ASHER
(Minister for Innovation).
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — It is a great privilege to
rise to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2014–2015) Bill 2014. I am pleased to see that those
opposite are still working furiously for the people of
Victoria with their spellcheck. In fact we probably
should have a shadow Minister for Spellcheck; I know
it is only a matter of time!
Labor will not oppose this bill, in the hope that in
2014–15 the people of Victoria will actually be better
served by their Parliament than they have been by this
government. In theory, the Parliament is the seat of
democracy in Victoria, the place where ideas are
discussed and debated and the means by which
government makes itself answerable to the people. If
you wanted to see any more dramatic illustration of
how the funds channelled towards this Parliament have
been so distorted and contorted by a lack of
accountability and answerability — the basic capacity
of this Parliament to answer questions put to it by the
opposition parties — you would only have to sit in on
question time in this place. That is the sad reality under
this government. It has been a farce, and it has been
quite frankly a disgrace and an affront to democracy.
This chamber has become a place where debate has
been stifled, not encouraged. Appropriations to the
Parliament are very much about making sure that the
Westminster tradition is upheld and maintained by this
institution. Many of the most fundamental of the
conventions of Westminster democracy have been
abandoned to suit the government’s craven political
expediency. This is not a government of Liberals, either
small ‘l’ or capital ‘L’. This is not a government of
traditionalists; it is a government of conservatives —
arch-conservatives who will do anything in order to
ensure that they can maintain power for as long as
possible by whatever means possible.
Before it was elected, this government promised to use
the money contained in the annual appropriation bills to
reform our Parliament. That was a commitment given
to the people of Victoria. It promised that it would get
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rid of Dorothy Dix questions and increase the
Parliament’s capacity to scrutinise the actions of the
government. Whatever became of that? I will tell the
house what became of it: a craven desire to cling to
power at any cost and to distort the responsibilities of
this place. The government has used the resources of
the Parliament to launch a full-frontal assault on the
integrity of our democracy. It appointed the most
brazenly biased Speaker in living memory, a Speaker
who refused to uphold — —
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
this is a very narrow bill that refers to the appropriation
for the Parliament, not the operations of the Parliament
or indeed appointments made by the government.
Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I think it is a well-established practice of this
place that the first speaker in a second-reading debate is
entitled to speak broadly to the issues before the
Parliament. It is gobsmacking that the minister in his
point of order would suggest for one moment that the
implementation and the application of appropriations to
the principles of this place is irrelevant to the bill before
this house.
Dr Sykes — Further on the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I also raise the issue of relevance and suggest
that using the debate on this bill to attack the former
Speaker is totally outrageous. The member should be
brought back to the bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I uphold the point of
order, and I ask the member for Tarneit to keep his
comments to the Appropriation (Parliament
2014–2015) Bill 2014.
Mr PALLAS — A reference to appropriations
necessarily requires us to look at how that money is
applied. I will make no reference whatsoever to
previous Speakers, but what I will say is what has
actually happened in this place. We have seen Labor
members suspended on 117 different occasions for a
total of 150 hours and 45 minutes, not counting today.
We have seen security footage of incidents on the steps
of the Parliament effectively leaked to the media by
those aligned with the government. We have seen
500 years — —
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member for Tarneit just made a completely
unsubstantiated allegation. I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr PALLAS — I withdraw. We have seen
500 years of Westminster convention overturned with a
vote against the status quo to prop up this unstable and
desperate government — a government that will do and
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say anything, that has no commitment to tradition but
simply to arch-conservatism. We have seen
democratically elected representatives of the Labor
Party suspended in an attempt to manufacture a
majority for the government on the floor of the House.
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This is at a time when every day our state is sinking
deeper into a jobs crisis that those opposite want to
deny. This is a government that has failed to create jobs
for the people of Victoria. It is a government whose
own budget papers have set a target that it is far from
hitting. In fact in the year to date it is going in the
opposite direction. This is a government of
underperforming opportunists. The Napthine
government decided to nobble — —

The government refused for over three months to do the
honourable thing and effectively make the speakership
subject to the will of this Parliament — that is, to apply
the money the people of Victoria give to this place to
have a vote in this place on confidence in the Speaker.
Can members imagine what those who designed the
whole concept of accountable government would think
about that? There has been a refusal to answer
questions about the involvement of the planning
minister and the Speaker in a planning scheme relating
to Liberal Party donors. Perhaps when members of the
Liberal Party promised to reform the Parliament they
meant opening a gift shop.

Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, this is directly relevant. It goes directly to the
resourcing of parliamentary committees. That is the
point I am directly addressing, and it is picked up in the
appropriation bill.

Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
ask you to bring the member for Tarneit back to the bill.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do not
uphold the point of order at this stage.

Mr PALLAS — I will not speak on the point of
order. I am prepared to come back to the bill.

Mr PALLAS — At a time when our state is sinking
deeper into a jobs crisis that those opposite deny, the
Napthine government has decided to nobble the
Legislative Council’s Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee and roll it into an omnibus
Economic Development, Infrastructure and Outer
Suburban/Interface Services Committee. If members
want to talk about allocating an enormous and
impossible task to a committee, that is about it. Right
now, in the midst of a jobs crisis, the government has
only one committee of this Parliament with an
economic capacity, and it is conducting an ongoing
inquiry into marine rescue services in Victoria. I do not
doubt that that is valuable work, but I have to say that
on order of magnitude — and budgets are about the
government’s priorities and orders of magnitude — this
government fails time and again. That is a clear
indication of this government’s misspent effort and
application.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I thank the
member for his cooperation.
Mr PALLAS — Going to a new subject, relating to
committees and the allocations for committees, the
Napthine government is sidelining the investigatory
committees of our Parliament. Our committees do good
work and provide a vital and viable way of attaining
some of the finest achievements — for example,
through the inquiry into the handling of child abuse by
religious and other organisations. Their work is
recognition that when members work together, when
we see that there is a point to pursue, we actually get
good outcomes. The member for Mornington is the
chair of a parliamentary committee. I am sure that
shortly he will be on his feet to speak in grandiose
terms about the wonder of our parliamentary committee
process. I have heard him do so in this place over and
over again.
The Napthine government has seen fit to cut the
number of parliamentary committees and reduce their
funding allocations for 2014–15. The government saw
fit to let the former Premier keep his chauffer, but the
capacity of the Parliament to conduct serious policy
research is something that it does not see any viability
in by maintaining allocations of funding for the
committees. It is true that one-off funding has come
back in the allocations, but the government has cut
deeper than it reasonably should have.

Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
once again, this is a very narrow bill. I raise the issue of
relevance.

I do not know why members of this government, when
they have seen their poor performance on employment,
have decided on these allocations. Unemployment in
this state is effectively at 6.4 per cent, well above the
national rate of 5.8 per cent, and our youth
unemployment rate is tracking at a catastrophic 20 per
cent, the highest on the mainland. Tasmania, for
goodness sake, is poaching jobs from Victoria. The
work of this Parliament, allocated through the spending
decisions contained in this bill, is nothing more than an
insult to Victorians who expect a government, one, to
be accountable, and two, to put in resources for the
multiparty committee processes, which can produce
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some level of coherence and direction — and God only
knows that this government needs some coherence and
direction.

that this is a very cost-effective Parliament. One of the
few things that the previous speaker said that I agree
with is that this Parliament delivers.

Given that the jobs crisis is steadily escalating, you
would imagine that this government would prioritise
the things that might help us get through the jobs crisis,
but no. A good government would be willing to listen
and to take any information that would help it better
serve the people of Victoria. Unfortunately, this is not a
good government. These are not coherent and
appropriate allocations, so much so that the government
has cut back on the allocations to committees.

I will pick up a couple of points made in that earlier
contribution, because not only can the member for
Tarneit apparently not spell, nor add up, he apparently
does not understand that once this Parliament is
prorogued the parliamentary committees cease to
operate. Again, there is an example of how members of
the Labor Party would fund things: they would fund
parliamentary committees even though they do not
operate between the time the Parliament is prorogued
and the next Parliament resumes and new committees
are elected. The suggestion that there is a cut to the
parliamentary committee system is Labor yet again
misinterpreting the facts and seeking to twist,
manipulate and misrepresent the situation for its own
ends.

The government is determined to avoid any scrutiny of
its conduct. Question time is one classic illustration of
that. This is more important than simply a question of
whether this government is prepared to hold itself to
account in front of the people of Victoria; it is about
what investment it makes in democracy. The
appropriations in this bill show the government’s
priorities and commitment to democracy in this state.
This appropriation bill is one of two that provide for
this government’s budget to be funded. Clearly the
government has made poor choices, and the bill speaks
quite loudly of the missed opportunity and the
misaligned emphasis of this government.
This stands in stark contrast to the priorities of those of
us on this side of the Parliament. We advocate for a
need to put an end to the farce that is the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings.
Governments owe their office to the support of the
majority of democratically elected members of
Parliament, and they should be made accountable to
them.
Labor does not oppose this bill, because a hopelessly
inadequate Parliament is better than no Parliament at
all — but given the way this Parliament is behaving and
the way this government is holding itself to account,
you sometimes wonder. Victorians deserve better than
what we have seen over the past 12 months from the
underperforming, overinflated ego of government
members, and we on this side of the house sincerely
hope we get it.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am delighted to
rise to speak in support of the Appropriation
(Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014. Yes, parliaments do
cost money to run. They cannot be run on the smell of
an oily rag — they do need to be resourced properly —
but it has to be said that the Victorian Parliament is a
very efficient Parliament. Looking at the cost of
running this Parliament per member compared with the
cost of the national Parliament in Canberra, I suggest

Ms Graley interjected.
Mr MORRIS — The member for Narre Warren
South interjects. Clearly she does not understand how
parliamentary committees work, either. They do not
operate after the Parliament is prorogued. Clearly she
does not get it.
Ms Graley interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Narre Warren South will stop interjecting, and the
member for Mornington will stop replying to
interjections.
Mr MORRIS — I acknowledge my error, Deputy
Speaker. This bill is the appropriation authority for
payments from the Consolidated Fund for the
Parliament. It is not the only authority; there are other
authorities identified in budget paper 5. They basically
flow from the constitution — things like the Governor’s
salary and so on — but the bulk of the money is
contained in this appropriation bill.
In round terms the 2013–14 budget for the Parliament
was $131 million. That rose to $138.4 million this year.
A significant proportion of the funding for the
Parliament goes directly to supporting members — that
is why the Parliament exists — particularly in what in
other circumstances would be called outreach, which
includes the operation of electorate offices, the payment
of rent and those sorts of things. Through Parliament
doing that, which 40 or 50 years ago was something
parliaments did not do, our constituents have much
greater access to their members than would have been
the case in the past.
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I want to comment on two aspects of the budget. The
first is the precinct, rent and utilities expense trend. If
we look at the period from 2005–06 through to the
current budget of 2014–15, we see a rise of almost
165 per cent. That sounds absolutely outrageous, but
when we look at the interim figures, we see that a
decision was made by the former Presiding Officers in
2006–07 which caused an increase of 92 per cent in
those terms. Presumably the rental of St Andrews Place
pushed up costs 92 per cent. The figures peaked at
$3 091 980 in 2009–10. This year the forecast is around
the $3 million mark. That is a very significant saving,
and I commend the Parliament and the Presiding
Officers on achieving it.
Similarly since 2007–08 there has been some modest
growth of around 3.4 per cent in the IT leasing and data
communications expense. When you think about the
extra demands that are placed on that resource,
including the extra devices that hang off it, the extra
storage places required and so on, I think that is a pretty
good outcome. Substantial works have also been
undertaken on Parliament House, as is the case every
year. These cost a considerable amount of money. As
we often say, this is a great heritage building to work in,
but it is a very expensive proposition when you need to
undertake maintenance.
I will not take up any more time. I simply want to
acknowledge that we get exceptionally good value for
money from the investment the Victorian public makes
in its Parliament. The service provided by our
parliamentary staff in all divisions is excellent. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me some pleasure
to rise to contribute to debate on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014. I would like to
place on the record my gratitude towards the
parliamentary staff and all who work within the
Parliament. I will touch upon a couple of aspects of the
work that is undertaken. I pay tribute to the electorate
officers who serve not only the interests of members of
Parliament, but also the interests of constituents in the
absence of members of Parliament in providing not
only the voice of a member of Parliament to the
constituent but quite importantly the voice of
constituents to the Parliament itself through the work
they do. They provide an interface when members of
Parliament cannot be present, as is often the case.
Being an electorate officer can quite often be
challenging and difficult. There are examples where
electorate officers have been assaulted. Unfortunately
some very serious incidents have occurred, including in
this place. Electorate officers undertake their roles at
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some personal risk in order to serve the community. I
would like to place on the record my appreciation of the
work that is done both by staff in this place and by
electorate officers in representing not only members of
Parliament but also members of the community in
providing that important role.
It is important to understand that the democracy in
which we participate and the work that we do here rests
upon the work of others. We are the tip of the sphere of
all the hard work that is undertaken by others who
make the passage of laws, the political debate and the
vibrant democracy in which we live possible. In
contributing to debate on this bill I would like to firmly
place on the record — I can certainly speak for all
Labor MPs here, and I hope all MPs — that we are here
as servants of the people who rely on the work of others
who perform their duties with a lot less fanfare and
fewer opportunities for public advancement than we do.
In terms of matters relating to the bill, I would like to
raise an issue that has come up a few times in relation
to this particular appropriation, which is the relationship
between the executive and the Parliament. This has
been a vexed issue for a long period of time in the
Westminster system. Although we often mouth fairly
empty views about the separation of powers, the
separation of powers across the Westminster system is
not as strict as in other systems and issues always arise
between the executive and the government.
Usually in reference to other areas of the debate we
draw upon departmental questionnaires that come
before the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
It is instructive that in an answer to a question the
Parliament refers to the requirement to have sought
approval from the budget expenditure and review
committee, or the BERC process, as it is referred to. It
would be foolish to pretend in our current situation that
Parliament’s budgetary appropriations are completely
independent of the executive; in fact it would be
nonsense to present that particular point of view.
A process has taken place where the executive as
represented by the Crown has been subsumed by the
executive represented by the majority in the lower
house, but the executive power has a direct influence on
the functioning of the Parliament. We have had debates
during the term of this government and some quite
concerning trends have emerged in certain areas. For
example, in the area of enterprise bargaining
agreements (EBA) it was quite evident from evidence
given by the Minister for Finance in a previous time —
and there has been reference to EBAs in material
relating to this budget because of the impact they have
on the expenditure under this appropriation — that
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EBAs required the approval of the Department of
Treasury and Finance as if they were part of the general
government sector or an associated entity of
government.
The Parliament is not such a body. In its questionnaire
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee the Parliament talked about ensuring that
our funding model does not compromise the
Parliament’s independence, but I would contend that to
suggest that there is complete independence now is a
fiction, one that we would like to maintain a pretence
for, but a fiction nonetheless.
There might be operational independence in some
senses, which is often jealously guarded by many
dedicated staff in the Parliament, but the executive
government undoubtedly exercises its influence in
terms of what is funded and what is approved in terms
of funding submissions from the Parliament, and this
has been a very serious issue for the Parliament over a
long period of time. It is my contention — and I think
the opposition’s contention more generally — that this
situation has worsened in terms of certain issues. For
example, as I mentioned, the funding of the EBAs that
the Parliament itself is negotiating is not just dependent
on the whim of the government but the executive
government seeks to reach into the details of that EBA
to ensure it complies with government policy.
This is executive government policy and not a policy of
the Parliament. We as parliamentarians should think
carefully about the relationship between the executive
and the legislature. It is not as simple as other
jurisdictions where there is complete separation
because government is informed by those who control
the Parliament. In the Westminster system the
relationship and separation of powers is not a simple
model. But where the executive on an operational
matter such as the negotiation of an EBA — and that
EBA is funded through this appropriation, so it is
perfectly relevant — seeks to reach in and determine
the negotiation process and approval over that process,
which is an operational matter, we should be somewhat
concerned, because this goes to the heart of who is the
master and who is the servant.
The Parliament is not just the servant of the executive.
Executive authority has a lot of power in our
community, and it is often put that a counterbalancing
force is the Parliament, but that is only true to the
degree to which the executive protects the
independence that exists in the Parliament. There has
been a definitive creep that has occurred under this
administration, where aspects that are not normally
considered part of the executive purview have seen the
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slow hand of executive power reaching into the
Parliament. The slow creep that has been under way of
executive power has continued in a way that has
expanded under this government into the operational
activities of the Parliament.
This is something that I think should be a concern to all
members of Parliament because the roles as members
of government or opposition change over time. No
government lasts forever, and nor should it. The
importance of Parliament as an institution that operates
as much as is feasible independently of executive
control is an important part of how we as a community
and as a democracy function. I will not speak too much
longer on this bill, but I contend that it is important for
us to consider how the executive has impinged on the
Parliament’s independence.
In particular I raise the issue about enterprise
bargaining agreement negotiations: that is to me an
expansion of the role of the executive government,
where it has sought clearly to control in detailed ways
what aspects could be included and what the nature of
agreements could be that are struck by the
Parliament — not the executive, but the Parliament. I
think we should consider how the executive and the
Parliament relate to each other, as they are important
institutions that both obviously have a critical role to
play. As I contended, they are not completely separate,
because under Westminster system the executive itself
by its nature controls the Parliament, particularly in this
chamber.
On those brief notes I again reiterate that I would like to
express my gratitude to all those who work for the
Parliament, in the Legislative Assembly, in the
Department of Parliamentary Services, in the
Legislative Council, in the various other arms of
Parliament and, importantly, in the electorate offices
that service all of us as members so well.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me great pleasure
to make a brief contribution to the debate on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2014–2015) Bill 2014. I
always enjoy following the member for Preston; his
contribution to debate is always measured and
interesting. I may not always agree with him, but it is a
pleasure to listen to him, particularly when he weaves
the march of Hannibal into his speeches. On the other
hand, the contribution made by the member for Tarneit
was so outrageous that it is not worthy of any further
comment.
In my brief contribution I will focus on the use of the
money and in particular in relation to staff wages and
conditions. As the member for Preston and the member
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for Mornington have mentioned, the staff are very
much the key part of the functioning of this place. The
staff I wish to acknowledge include not only the clerks
who are in the chamber today but all the clerks; all the
attendants; the maintenance people, who keep this
somewhat antiquated building functioning; our outdoor
staff, who maintain the surrounds in absolutely
beautiful condition; and the Hansard staff, who do an
amazing job converting some contributions that might
be considered garbage at the time they are made into
quite reasonable reading by the time they come out the
other end of the system.
Ms Beattie interjected.
Dr SYKES — I will ignore the interjection from the
member for Yuroke. The other people who are
particularly valued by me are the protective services
officers, and it is unfortunate that a member of the other
side referred to them as ‘plastic police’, something that
I am sure he will continue to regret — and if he does
not, he should.
At the electorate level, as the member for Preston
indicated, we have wonderful staff. All of us appreciate
them because they do a particularly difficult job.
Nationals members and some of the Liberal members
in country Victoria have very large electorates, and that
brings with it some challenges in servicing them. Some
of the large electorates include — I am talking about
the ones in the current Parliament — Lowan, Gippsland
East, Mildura, Swan Hill and Benalla, my own
electorate. Members representing those electorates have
very large parts of the state to look after.
In the case of the Benalla electorate, it is a 2 to 2½ hour
drive from my electorate office, in a south-easterly
direction, a westerly direction and a southerly direction,
to reach a number of communities. It takes a bit of time
to service them, and they also have very distinct and
wide needs — somewhat more diverse needs than the
needs we see in many of the more compact electorates
in Melbourne. For example, in the electorate of Benalla
we have over 40 schools, around 15 police stations, 3 or
4 hospitals, 2 catchment management authorities and
many other organisations, diverse businesses and
diverse constituents.
We also often have a high level of social disadvantage
associated with living in regional Victoria, which
makes it more difficult for those people to be serviced.
Often constituents we are servicing, as was mentioned
by the member for Preston, can be in a distressed state
as a result of genuine and simple, straightforward stress,
because they are suffering from temporary mental
health issues or because they have significant, serious
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and ongoing mental health issues. That is a very
challenging situation for our staff to deal with. I should
say that with the extent of my electorate, I have actually
taken advantage of the flexibility of the budget
arrangements now, and I have 2.6 full-time equivalents
in my office attempting to cope with the diverse and
ongoing needs of my electorate.
I should say that this is in the context that in times gone
by there had been some additional loading for country
electorates, recognising the greater challenges in
servicing our geographically and demographically
diverse constituents. That allowance had been
progressively whittled away over the last decade; I am
pleased to see that has been turned around a little bit
under our government.
We come back to my staff, who I think exemplify
electorate office staff. I have Kerrie Face, who has
worked with me for a long time, including prior to
coming into the electorate officer job; Rowena Sladdin,
who brings a range of skills, particularly with designing
and producing a newsletter; and we are very fortunate
to have a young lady, Rachel Tarrant, who is a bubbly
young personality and helps us connect to younger
people. I also have Shirley Swadesir. Each of these
ladies is absolutely magnificent in dealing with
constituents. Whether it be on the phone or face to face,
they are cheery and really do put the constituents at
ease. They make an effort to understand the
constituent’s issue, regardless of how it is raised.
Sometimes the constituents are confused in the way
they raise the issue, sometimes they are very
aggressive, but my staff work hard to determine what
the issue is, work out what we can do about it and point
them towards a government agency in some cases.
Particularly with our frail elderly and people with
intellectual disabilities, my staff take on board the job
of helping them. I know the service my staff give to our
constituents is very much appreciated.
Knowing there are others who wish to contribute to this
debate, I reaffirm my support for the bill.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr SYKES — Despite the encouragement from the
member for Oakleigh and the member for Yuroke, I
will leave it to others to contribute to this bill. I again
say that the staff provide a wonderful support for their
MPs.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms BARKER
(Oakleigh).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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BUILDING A BETTER VICTORIA (STATE
TAX AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Government amendments circulated by Ms ASHER
(Minister for Innovation) under standing orders.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — The coalition promised in
2010 to deliver service improvements without
increasing debt or raising taxes. That was its principal
commitment to the people of Victoria. That is on page 2
of its financial management policy 2010. I make the
point that this is the highest taxing government in
Victoria’s history. It has increased the tax take by
7.2 per cent this year — 7.2 per cent! — with a 21.5 per
cent increase in own-source revenue over the life of this
government. Let me put that again: a 21.5 per cent
increase in own-source revenue — that is, the things
that it is responsible for and capable of managing over
the life of this government.
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gaming minister and swearing in public. We cannot
forget that it has also managed to extend its skills
beyond simply applying new taxes to increasing old
taxes that it hated. These include the congestion levy
expansion, the increases to all fees and fines and the
previous motoring fee increases and public transport
fare increases. The hypocrisy is writ large in this bill
because it demonstrates exactly where this
government’s priorities lie: say anything and do
anything before you get into government, and then
squeeze the taxpayer for all he or she is worth.
When in opposition the coalition railed against the
revenue raised by speed cameras.
It was absolutely outraged by the revenue raised by
speed cameras and speeding fines. It accused the Labor
government of using this money to prop up its budget.
On 27 May 2010 the Minister for Public Transport,
who is at the table and was in opposition at the time,
said in this place:
It is obvious that the government’s sole object with the use of
speed cameras in Victoria is to raise and protect the revenue
stream that flows from the traffic camera office to state
Treasury.

Let us not pretend that this bill is anything more than a
continuation of this government’s standard behaviour.
It is a government obsessed with raising revenue
wherever it can find it. This is a bill that simply feeds
into the rank hypocrisy of this government on tax.

On 24 June 2009 he said:

Those opposite railed against revenue increases in
opposition, yet they have simply abandoned their
commitment to the basic principles they offered to the
people of Victoria at the last election. They have
become completely addicted to revenue raising, and
this bill is a testament to that. Motor vehicle stamp duty
rates are up by 40 cents per $200. The metropolitan
planning levy, that will commence on 1 July 2015 will
be a new tax of $1.30 per $1000 on a planning permit
with construction costs over $1 million, which is
projected to raise $17 million a year. There is a forecast
of $4.4 billion in stamp duty in the 2014–15 revenue
estimates — up $251 million. Taxes from gambling are
to rise $139 million to $1.8 billion. Traffic fines are up
by $92 million to $748 million, with camera fines to
rise by $71 million. Public transport fares will increase
by CPI plus 2.5 per cent from 2015.

This year road safety revenue from fines are expected
to increase from $305 million in 2013–14 to
$376.4 million in 2014–15, a 23 per cent increase.
When those opposite stand in this place and talk about
addiction to revenue and when they seek to demean the
efforts of the previous government to take a responsible
role in bringing down our road toll, they paint it as
revenue raising, but when they increase revenues by
more than double in adjusted percentage terms, it is all
fine because they are now in government. That
hypocrisy stands loud and large in this bill. This
revenue brings the total increase from 2010–11 to
2014–15 to $141.5 million, or 60 per cent, since the
government has had control since the 2010–11 budget.

We know this government loves new taxes for things it
said it would not impose a tax on, including the port
licence fee, the fire services property levy, the
land-holder duty regime, parks charges, waterways and
drainage charges, the environmental contribution levy
and various new fines — including for insulting the

… the Premier has budgeted for a 10 per cent jump, of almost
$40 million, from speed cameras to $437 million in 2009–10;
quite clearly, if these cameras are proven they could pay for
themselves, they would have been installed.

Let us look at GST. This government says a lot of this
is not its fault — that it has a lot to do with the fact that
Victoria is not getting its fair share of GST revenue.
The average relativity for the state of Victoria when
Labor is in government federally is a 91.7 per cent per
capita return on GST. The average under the federal
Liberal coalition is an 85.6 per cent return. If the
Treasurer wants a fair share for Victoria, he should vote
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Labor at the next election because that is how he will
get a decent return.
This year, in 2014–15, the relativity to Victoria will be
88.3 per cent for a grant of $11.781 billion. If we got
Labor’s average relativity of 91.7 per cent, this would
be another $456 million flowing into the coffers of
Victoria. Those opposite shed crocodile tears about
how they are being done over by their best mate in
Canberra, Tony Abbott, the man they told us we could
trust. They said there was no problem with Tony, but
there is a problem with Tony. His problem is that he
does not like Victoria and he treats this government like
a branch office. He walks all over it when it is
necessary and in his interest. This government is
collateral damage and dispensable so far as the federal
government is concerned. The federal government has
effectively formed the view, as conservative federal
governments do over and over again, that Victoria
should get less and less of its fair share.
The $80 billion cuts to the states over the period 1 July
2017 to 2024–25, given current allocations of about
25 per cent to Victoria, will see us lose about
$20 billion over that time, or about $2.5 billion per
year. That is on top of the more than $10 billion this
government has cut. It just bats its cuts out to the
boundary. We have a very good shadow Minister for
Finance, the member for Preston, who keeps a good eye
on the numbers. He is much better than those opposite.
Essentially the numbers are squeezing average
Victorians day in and day out.
What does this bill incorporate? The great achievement
of this bill, so far as this government is concerned, is
the cut to payroll tax from 4.9 per cent to 4.85 per
cent — minor relief, albeit I am sure that businesses
will take whatever they can get from this government
because it is clear the government is plundering their
pockets on the other side of the ledger. This is the first
payroll tax reduction that the Napthine government has
put in place. Labor cut payroll tax eight times in
11 years. It went from 5.7 per cent to 4.9 per cent, an
average cut of 0.1 per cent — that is, double this year’s
cut. Our average cut was twice that proposed in this
bill, and we did it year after year.
The previous government also cut WorkCover
premiums. We cut them every year of our last seven
years in office, for a total reduction of 40 per cent.
Those opposite have done nothing in three budgets.
They have underperformed, but they now expect a
standing ovation for this underwhelming effort. As the
Australian Industry Group pointed out:
This payroll savings is dwarfed by increase in $548.4 million
to be collected in car stamp duty over the forward estimates:
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around $140 million per year, or $25 more on each car
registration.

Business is not thanking the government for what it is
doing. Business knows that if you take with one hand
and give back with another, you had better make sure
that the weight is on the side of the ledger of those who
need governments to stop their addiction to revenue
raising. There is no government in this state’s history
more addicted to revenue raising than that of members
opposite.
Think about the craven hypocrisy of this government
and its strong feelings about payroll tax. Remember it
was the now Premier who in this place on 7 June 2006
said:
I think payroll tax is one of the worst and most insidious and
inappropriate taxes in our taxation system.

He hated it so much that he kept it stuck at its current
level until finally the government got around to making
this paltry effort. He also demanded an immediate
payroll tax reduction because of job losses in 2000. At
the time the now Premier was out there saying, ‘You
need to create jobs. You should go about it by cutting
payroll tax substantially’, but we have seen this
government fail time and again.
We heard today that the government has been
outperformed by that minnow Tasmania in terms of
being able to secure 300 jobs for Victorian workers at
the Qantas call centre. That is an indictment of this
government and its underwhelming efforts in terms of
dealing with job reductions compared to Labor’s
continuing efforts and commitment, and its
underwhelming efforts when it comes to returning
Victoria its fair share of GST revenue. Let us not forget
that the guy who is the record-holder for Victoria
getting its worst share of GST revenue was Peter
Costello’s second-best adviser. We put the blame
purely and simply at his feet, because when he was
advising Peter Costello we got below the average
Liberal return on GST share. That is how
comprehensively committed this government is to
fitting out the will of a federal Liberal government —
that is, to do in Victorians at every opportunity.
Victoria has been suffering from seriously stunted jobs
growth for the last three years. This financial year has
seen negative job growth of 16 400 seasonally adjusted
jobs. On average in the last three years we have seen
barely 18 000 jobs created per year. That is less than
one-third of those created during Labor’s last term in
office. In Labor’s last budget we created nearly
80 000 jobs. When it comes to jobs this government is
taking this state backwards. Labor led in the creation of
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jobs by effectively ensuring that when we were in the
business of identifying what tax regime should be in
place, the first thing that came to our minds was how
we could take the burden off business, and we did it
year on year. We do not need this government to talk
about its commitment to growing jobs. All we have to
do is look at its performance, which is pathetic. It is not
just pathetic, it is retrograde and it is taking our state
backwards. We know that unemployment is at 6. 4 per
cent. It has been above 6 per cent for five months. In
December 2010 it was 4.9 per cent seasonally adjusted.
The exit of the motor vehicle industry could result in a
catastrophe for the state. According to the University of
Adelaide it could result in 100 000 jobs being lost in
Victoria. These are not things that we should sit back
and take as academic observations; this is a warning
bell for the government. Members should be very clear:
that is nearly twice as many jobs as this anaemic
government has managed to create in over three and
half years. That is how many jobs are at risk for the loss
of one industry, an industry that effectively this
government’s federal friends and colleagues — the
people they are superglued to politically — basically
said, ‘If you’re going to go, go now’, and with them
went the opportunities of so many Victorians and of so
many businesses.
In relation to the metropolitan planning levy, the
government is expecting to raise $17 million next year
to support the Metropolitan Planning Authority, which
will have operating costs of about $10 million. The
Australian Industry Group has classified it as an extra
charge to business. That is hardly earthshattering; it is
what this government does. It knows how to charge
business. The Property Council of Australia said:
The … council will vigorously oppose the introduction of a
new … tax on apartment buyers to fund the activities of the
new Metropolitan Planning Authority …
While we welcome the increase in funding for the MPA, a
government projecting multibillion surpluses shouldn’t be
introducing new property taxes. This action combined with
the 2013 expansion of the congestion levy exposes a
government with an unhealthy addiction to property taxation.

Here is an industry group that has effectively said, ‘This
is a government addicted to property taxation’. Pitcher
Partners said:
Victorian employers will be given some minor tax relief …

I was referring there to the payroll tax coming into
effect on 1 July. It continues:
However, businesses in the property development industry
will be hit with a new metropolitan planning levy, which will
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be imposed on planning permit applications for projects
worth more than $1 million.

This is a government supposedly dedicated to getting
rid of red tape and furious about the cost of construction
in metropolitan Melbourne. Why do we get rid of red
tape? We get rid of it because it is a burden and a cost
on business. You do not have to just take away red
tape; if you want to take away the burden on business,
you take away the tax burden, and that is what this
government has failed to do time and again.
The bill, as paltry as it is in terms of payroll tax, does
not go anywhere near the achievements of the previous
government. Indeed, budget paper 2, says at page 32:
Excessive red tape imposes unnecessary costs on business
and is a barrier to productivity improvements. The
government’s commitment to reducing regulatory costs
imposed on businesses, not-for-profit organisations and
individuals by 25 per cent by July 2014 will help ensure
businesses and individuals continue to relocate to Victoria.

You have to ask how that is going for the government,
because the record of destruction in terms of
employment opportunities as evidenced by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics is that this government
is well and truly behind the odds and it is taking this
state backwards. Yet at the same time it is introducing a
levy on planning applications for the development of
land in metropolitan Melbourne with an estimated cost
starting at over $1 million.
I understand that amendments have been brought
before this house, and I am very disappointed in the
way the government has sought to brief the opposition
on this matter. Here is what happened. As the shadow
minister for the bill in this place I was briefed by the
Treasurer’s office, and we were given a very good and
fulsome brief.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr PALLAS — I hear from the member opposite
that people were not briefed. I defy him to take us
through that. Effectively, when as the shadow minister I
sought to be briefed on this, I was given a briefing.
Then the government came into the place and said, ‘We
have some amendments’. Who did it brief and how? It
briefed the shadow planning minister in the other place,
and when we said, ‘That is all well and good, but the
bill is in this place’, it said, ‘We have already briefed
the shadow planning minister in the other place, and
that will do’. Quite frankly, that is not good enough,
and we will not accept that sort of behaviour in the
future.
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This government enjoys its capacity to squeeze more
and more out of Victorians, the slugging of motorists
being a classic illustration. In tandem with its federal
colleagues, and aiding and abetting them in their efforts
to pilfer the pockets of Victorians, we have seen the
government pushing up the fuel excise. Once again the
government seems determined to slug motorists. Car
registration is to increase by $25 on top of consumer
price index increases, and stamp duty will go up
40 cents on every $200.
What we see is that Premier Napthine’s vow to go
kicking and screaming to Canberra over GST returns
came to nothing. This government has effectively failed
each and every test it set for itself in terms of what it
would do because of its special relationship with
Canberra. What sort of special relationship have these
guys got? You have to wonder when every now and
then you see the shadow-boxing that goes on from the
members of this government, with their feigned outrage
about the predictable doing in of Victoria by the
conservative side of federal politics and their attempts
to distance themselves by saying, ‘That’s not us. We’re
a lighter shade of blue here in Victoria’. They are not.
They are fully paid up collaborators and conspirators.
They have superglued themselves to the federal
government — a government that has consistently, as
this government has in this bill, increased the tax
burden on Victorians. The question has to be: why is
the government doing it?
We see this orchestrated shadow-boxing going on by
those on that side of Parliament, with a choreographed
haymaker at their federal colleagues that misses the
mark. It is choreographed: here it comes, but it is going
to miss. We see this choreography over and over again:
‘If you won’t give us anything, if you won’t help us
with anything, can you just at least let us pretend that
we’re being angry with you?’; ‘Sure, you can be as
angry as you want, but you’re getting nothing’. That is
basically testimony of this government’s failure, and it
is the story of this bill.
This is a bill that seeks to introduce revenue because
this government likes doing it. It likes increasing taxes
on Victorians. How else could you explain a 7.2 per
cent increase in tax take this year and a 21.5 per cent
increase in own-source revenue over the life of this
government? How else could you explain it, other than
a sheer addiction to and love of slugging Victorians
each and every day in new and interesting ways?
This is a government and this is a bill that has, in so
many ways, broken faith with the Victorian people.
This is a government that said it would reduce taxes
and debt and not increase new taxes; but every day it
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finds a new way of breaching that faith with the
Victorian people. This bill stands as testimony of what
this government is good at — the only thing this
government is good at — and that is raising revenue.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
to support the Building a Better Victoria (State Tax and
Other Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014. It is always
interesting to follow the member for Tarneit, as I have
done a couple of times this afternoon, and he certainly
took us on a very interesting journey through the past.
A history lesson, beautifully scripted and beautifully
read, I have to say. It was absolutely beautifully read. It
is just a shame that there was not much substance in
terms of the story and there were quite a few gaps in the
history lesson. In fact a point that he forgot to mention
along the way while he was reminiscing was that when
this government came to office in 2010 it found it had a
structural deficit because, for the previous 11 years,
expenditure growth had exceeded revenue growth.
Expenditure growth had exceeded revenue growth and
we had a structural deficit. We had rapidly growing
debt and we had a budget in serious trouble.
Unfortunately the member for Tarneit forgot to mention
those details.
One of the reasons we had that situation was that, quite
simply, the former government — the Bracks and
Brumby governments — could not take difficult
decisions. When you get to a point where you are
spending far more than you are taking in and your
expenditure is growing at a faster rate than your
revenue, then you need to cut expenditure, you need to
raise your revenue or you need a combination of the
two. That is something that apparently escaped the
Labor Party during its last term in office, and clearly it
is a concept that still eludes it to the current day.
I was also interested to hear the member talk about the
planning levy and say what a terrible thing it was. I
guess it depends on whether you actually want to do
something or whether you want to talk about doing it.
From 2001–02 Melbourne 2030 was supposedly the
cure to Melbourne’s ills, but there were a couple of
problems with it. It was a flawed concept to start with,
but more importantly it was not funded. Not a single
cent was attached to that strategy, and as a consequence
it remained unimplemented. It remained a strategy in
theory, on the books but completely unimplemented,
and it is quite clear from the member for Tarneit’s
comments that the Labor Party, after three and a half
years in opposition, is still absolutely none the wiser on
the way you need to run a state budget.
There are a number of measures here that I would have
liked to have had the opportunity to address, but
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unfortunately I am probably going to run out of my
limited time before I get to all of them. I do, however,
want to make some comments about the car registration
fee increases and the vehicle stamp duty increases.
They are modest — they are very, very modest — but
they are important measures because they are about
keeping our budget strong, about keeping our finances
strong. Again, we had the rewriting of history by the
member for Tarneit on the GST. He talked about
whether it was the fault of one government or another. I
can remember sitting in this house in 2007 when the
Treasurer of the day was railing about what a terrible
government the Howard government was because it
was ripping off GST. As soon as we had a change of
government we had recognition from the Labor Party
that it is, in fact, the Commonwealth Grants
Commission that does that work, not the government.
The commission is an independent body.
Now all of a sudden we have a Liberal government
again, so, ‘No, it’s the government’. The fact is it is not
the government; it is the Commonwealth Grants
Commission. Yes, there are some problems with the
methodology. We all know there are some problems
with the methodology; we have been saying it for a
very long time. When you are paying 100 cents in the
dollar in GST and getting 88 cents back, you have to
take other measures. The modest car registration fee
increase and the modest motor vehicle stamp duty
increase are ways to deal with that. If we had the GST
revenue, we would be $1.5 billion better off. If you add
that $1.5 billion to the $1.8 million a day we are paying
for Labor’s failed desalination plant, we would be in a
much better financial situation. It only goes to prove
that Labor members are reckless economic managers. If
they are elected, they will blow our budget and blow
our AAA rating, and we will not be able to provide the
services that Victorians need.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I cannot say it gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Building a Better
Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014. I admire a piece of political propaganda
dressed up as a bill title, and I say that ironically seeing
as it is a complete waste of time. The federal Parliament
has been going down this path for a number of years,
and it does not necessarily need to be a trait of the
Victorian Parliament. It is an unwelcome trend if it
becomes a norm in the Victorian Parliament to have
fairly banal political commentary in the title of bills,
because it serves no particular political purpose and has
not helped any government that has entertained the
practice over a period of time, be it Labor or
conservative.
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Turning to the details of the bill, as opposed to its title,
it deals with a number of measures relating to revenue
in the budget. In the brief period that I will speak on the
bill I will deal with a couple of matters. One is the
increase in the motor car registration fee, which I note
is described in budget paper 3, page 78, as an increase
of $25, but then it says in brackets, ‘including
indexation’. My understanding is that when you factor
in indexation the figure is a bit over $32. It is not
unusual for such descriptions to occur, which would
cause a person to be misled if they did not carefully
read such documents. It is worth placing on the record
that it is my understanding that the car registration fee
will increase from around $238 to around $270.
There is an increase of revenue associated with this
item and with the other item relating to the motor
vehicle industry, which is the increase in stamp duty on
motor vehicles. The increase in the duty is listed at
40 cents per $200 or part thereof, commencing on
1 July 2014. Those two measures are treated as one line
item in the budget. Again in budget paper 3, page 78, it
states that these measures will raise $136.8 million in
2014–15, $142.8 million in 2015–16, $149.1 million in
2016–17 and $155.7 million in 2017–18. It is worth
noting that the Victorian motor vehicle industry is
obviously coming to a sad end. These measures will
have a negative impact on the process of purchasing
new motor vehicles and undoubtedly will have some
impact on the broader industry, which is struggling and
coming to an end in Victoria.
A new levy on planning permit applications in
metropolitan Melbourne will generate over $1 million
in revenue from 1 July 2015. That comes into play from
the year 2015–16, and the $17.1 million is listed in the
budget papers as the revenue measure result.
As touched on by other members, there is also a
0.05 per cent reduction in the rate of payroll tax, with
the rate reduced from 4.9 per cent to 4.85 per cent. That
revenue reduction represents just over 1 per cent of
payroll tax revenues. To put this figure in context, if
members look at tax revenue forecast over the estimates
period, which is provided in budget paper 5, page 22,
taxes on employers payroll and labour force are
budgeted to raise $5.135 billion, rising to
$5.4225 billion in 2015–16, rising to $5.7304 billion
and then rising to $6.0549 billion. That is a rise of a bit
under 20 per cent. To put the reduction in context over
a three-year period from 2014–15 to 2017–18, we will
have a rise of over $900 billion in revenue. The rate of
payroll tax is going to rise from $53.8 million in
2014–15 to $63.5 million in 2017–18. The revenue
rises obtained from this particular taxation measure on
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employers payroll and labour force is significantly
higher than the tax reduction.
I will touch on a couple of other matters in the bill. We
are concerned about the impact the measures relating to
motor vehicle duty will have on the industry. As I noted
earlier, it is an industry not just under stress but extinct
in Australia. The changes being made to registration
fees are also of great concern because of the impact
they will have on budgets at home.
In terms of the reduction in payroll taxes, I note that
during the latest period of office there were very
significant reductions in WorkCover premiums. The
current government has introduced WorkCover
dividends, which over the forward estimates remove
more than $600 million from WorkCover. That money
could have been used to fund much more significant
reductions in costs for business in relation to the
employment of labour, because the premiums that
reflect the average WorkCover costs are obviously
indirectly impacted by the redistribution of over half a
billion dollars from the scheme into the general
government sector by the payment of a dividend. That
is a missed opportunity for reductions, which could be
much larger than the reductions in payroll tax, and I
think that is worth placing on the record.
I think it is important to note that this is happening in a
context where revenue has been increasing. To respond
to something the member for Mornington said, the
government has used some fairly Orwellian language to
describe this piece of legislation. It has had to invent
some fairly complex terms and ways of describing the
state of finances under the previous government, as was
alluded to by the last speaker. Government members
have had to talk about a structural deficit because the
general government sector was in surplus and had a
AAA credit rating for every year of the previous
government. I think it is important to understand that
there is a pretence that there was a deficit but that is just
untrue. By every accounting standard that we had to
adhere to the general government sector had an
operational surplus every year during the period the
Labor Party was in office. Every word to the contrary is
simply untrue and is designed to create the notion that
there was a deficit, which there was not.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr SCOTT — I note the interjection, which I will
not respond to since it is disorderly — —
Dr Sykes interjected.
Mr SCOTT — And I will ignore the interjections
across the table, as interesting and entertaining as they
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may be — or not. There are measures in the budget
which the opposition is significantly concerned by,
particularly the increases in registration fees and the
impact that will have on ordinary Victorian families.
With those comments I will bring my contribution to a
close. It is important to place on the record that during
the previous term of government, despite what has been
said in this debate, there were operational surpluses in
the general government sector for every year the Labor
government was in office, and there was a AAA credit
rating during that period. I think there is a fair bit of
disingenuous language being used in relation to this
bill. Sadly we seem to have descended into propaganda
for bill titles, a trend that has served well no
government that has gone down that path.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise today to speak in support of the Building a Better
Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014. Despite the comments from the previous
speaker, the member for Preston, in relation to this, I
think it is a splendid title that reflects what the coalition
government is doing in this state — that is, building a
better Victoria. As other speakers have noted, this bill
amends a range of seven acts. There are just a couple
that I want to touch on. In particular I want to start my
contribution by looking at the reduction in the rate of
payroll tax through amendments to the Payroll Tax Act
2007. The rate of payroll tax will be reduced by
0.05 per cent, from 4.90 per cent to 4.85 per cent, from
1 July 2014. This reduction will benefit approximately
39 000 Victorian businesses employing an estimated
1.6 million workers. Their business costs will be
reduced by some $234.3 million over the next four
years. If members do the calculations, they will see that
each individual business will save approximately
$1380. The upshot of all that is that Victoria will now
impose the lowest rate of payroll tax burden among
jurisdictions between payrolls of $4.7 million and
$26.7 million.
I think this sends a very clear signal to businesses in
Victoria that not only is Victoria open for business but
also that the government is here to help business and to
make the operational environment for business more
attractive. I remember that in my practice many years
ago we had our own payroll tax issues. I know from
advising clients in relation to payroll tax what a
challenging and in some ways insidious tax it is, and
here we have a coalition government in its first term
making this reduction to the rate that is going to be paid
on that. I think that is a marvellous initiative that sends
a very clear signal to businesses that we are trying to
reduce their overheads to help them to become more
competitive and to help them employ more people.
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That is a vital aspect of our role as a coalition
government. As I said, that is an outstanding measure.
Another outstanding measure is the abolition of life
insurance duty through an amendment to the Duties Act
2000. Under that initiative duty on life insurance
policies will be abolished from 1 July 2014. That will
accumulate to approximately $4 million per annum.
The abolition of life insurance duty will make life
insurance policies cheaper for consumers and reduce
compliance costs for insurers. On average it is expected
to save consumers around $600 on a typical
$500 000 life insurance policy. Again, this is a shot in
the arm for those people who have such insurance and
have taken that prudential measure to protect their
financial wellbeing and that of their families.
Mr Trezise — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! If
the member for Forest Hill would care to continue, he
now has a very interested audience available to listen to
his contribution.
Mr ANGUS — I am glad more people have come
in to listen to this, because it is an opportunity to refute
some of the comments made by some members on the
other side about this bill. One of the matters I want to
tackle head-on is the whole issue of financial
responsibility and alleged results under the Labor
government. In other words, opposition members have
continually tried to refute the fact that there was indeed
a structural deficit during the latter years of their reign
of 11 years. That is well borne out. If you go and
examine the figures, you can see that there were many
federal grants and capital items that propped up the
state budget during those years and that without them
there would have been a significantly different bottom
line result here in the state of Victoria. For opposition
members to continually say, ‘No, all was well;
everything was going along fine’, is absolutely
incorrect and needs to be well and truly dealt with.
Another issue in terms of financial matters relating to
the previous government is the financial legacy that has
been left. I cannot make a contribution on a state tax
bill without thinking of the financial legacy of the
desalination plant of $1.8 million a day for 27 years.
What tax relief could we have provided if we had that
sort of cash flow coming into the coffers of the state?
On that brief note I will conclude my contribution. I am
sorry for those who have just come in. I will conclude
there and commend the bill to the house.
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Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on this bill. I have to say that this
sort of propaganda, ‘Building a Better Victoria (State
Tax and Other Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014’
reminds me — and that is all it is with the bill — that a
parliamentary bill should not be spruiking the
propaganda of a particular government in its title, but
this bill is. It has all the hallmarks of that old
Shakespearean quote, ‘Methinks thou doth protest too
much’. Government members are trying to convince us
that they are building a better Victoria by using those
words in the title of a bill. How absurd is that? It
reminds me of the minister for propaganda we saw in
Iraq many years ago. When Iraq was being bombed and
there were bombs going off behind him, the minister
for propaganda was standing there saying, ‘Oh, there
are no bombings. There are no bombings here. The US
is nowhere near us. We’re not under threat’.
What ‘Building a Better Victoria’ tells me is that people
are so unconvinced that you are undertaking it that you
have to put it in the title of a bill to prove to them that
you are building a better Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Essendon, through the Chair.
Mr MADDEN — So few people believe that the
government is building a better Victoria that it has to
put it in writing, in big print, as the title to the bill.
This is typical of conservative governments. There are a
few things they do. Time and again before an election
they make out that they will not tax people or
businesses heavily. They say this is a dreadful thing for
business. Then when they get into government the first
thing they do is make out that there is an outrageous
budget position. Every conservative government does it
because it always works for them. They make out that
they are here as the SWAT team, the tactical response
budget team, to come in and tidy up the books. They do
that, and they do it for a number of reasons. They do it
time and again. Across the world they do it — in every
government jurisdiction they come in and do it. I will
tell you why they do it. It is because it allows them to
try to legitimately cut, for starters, public servants, cut
front-line services, cut public schools and cut public
health. As the federal member for Grayndler, Anthony
Albanese, has said, conservatives love to cut everything
with the word ‘public’ in it because generally they do
not like the public at all. That is what we are seeing
here with this government with this taxation bill.
This is now the highest taxing government in Victoria’s
history. Of course its members would pretend it is not,
but if they had to admit it, they would say, ‘It’s because
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we have to fix things’. We know that under the Labor
government we had a AAA credit rating. We did not
have deficits across the course of our time in
government, but this government likes to make out that
it had a terrible set of books when it came to office.
What is interesting is that when the then new Premier,
Ted Baillieu, came to his position and was asked in the
media, on radio, about the situation with the budget
position, he said, ‘We think the books are travelling all
right. They’re okay’. I am paraphrasing him, but he
thought things were okay. But, funnily enough, the
government worked out that it could not do the
necessary things it wanted to do by continuing that line,
so it had to change the line. It had to set panic into the
community because panic and fear always work well
for conservative governments. It allows them to
increase the tax take on the basis of saying, ‘We’re in a
horrendous position’.
We have seen that federally, but federally they have
gone just that little bit too far and scared everybody off.
Today we saw in this Parliament the state government
trying to neutralise the federal government’s position.
The story of the state government has been ‘We’re
spending all this money on infrastructure; we’re going
to save you’, and suddenly it has had to change its
narrative to a narrative which basically says, ‘We’re
saving families money’. But it has only just come to
that position because it has realised how much damage
Prime Minister Abbott is doing to it in the polls. Here
we stand, and it is too late now because it is in this bill.
This is the highest taxing government in Victoria’s
history. It has increased the tax take by 7.2 per cent this
year and with a 21 per cent increase in own-source
revenue over the life of the government. The
government says it does not believe in heavily taxing
the community, but the proof of the pudding is in the
eating: it is in this bill.
I have to say that for a government that spruiked so
many things in opposition, particularly about housing
affordability, making housing cheaper and reducing red
tape, I find it absolutely incongruous that this
government has now decided to introduce the
metropolitan planning levy. This levy is expected to
raise something like $17 million next year, I
understand, to support the Metropolitan Planning
Authority. There are two things that are wrong with
this, and this has been alluded to by the member for
Tarneit. Not only is it putting an impost onto the cost
and price of housing but it is putting an impost on
business by requiring it to administer that and provide it
to the government. There will be more red tape and
more time consumed in providing it. It will be not only
an actual cost but also a relative cost in terms of time
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and effort that businesses will have to put in to provide
housing at a more affordable rate. They will not.
This is the government that is outraged that commercial
building practices cost so much but at the same time
wants to add costs to commercial building practices
because there are two different streams of building
dwellings. One stream is the cottage building industry
that builds out in the growth areas, and the other one,
which this government is trying to support
wholeheartedly, is basically the Fishermans Bend-type
stream, the apartment dwellings down there. But of
course it is an impost. It is not going to be any cheaper.
The impost that the government has put into that
system is the metropolitan planning levy. I can
understand why it might need funding for the
Metropolitan Planning Authority, but at the same time
it is going to take it out of industry as a cost, put the red
tape in and then put more regulatory burden back into
the system.
Under this legislation you are not only putting a cost
into the final product, the housing product — which
you screamed about and continue to scream about with
the affordability of housing and construction costs —
into each dwelling that the consumer will have to pay,
you are putting in a process — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for Essendon, through the Chair. I do not
think I am doing all of those things.
Mr MADDEN — Not only is the government
adding to the cost of building each and every unit and
adding to the red tape burden, it is using that cost to
support the regulatory burden of permitting or not
permitting the relative cost of those dwellings.
I find it quite incongruous that this government would
want to add greatly to the cost of housing in this state.
Again, however, we should not be surprised. We are
seeing the regular routine of conservative governments.
You make out that there is a precarious budget position,
which allows you to slash services, though you want to
reduce those services anyway, no matter what the
budget position is.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
ask the member for Essendon to desist from referring
these matters to me.
Mr MADDEN — No matter what this government
says it wants to do, it wants to continue to cut services,
and it will cut them under the camouflage of this mild
state of panic. Before elections coalition government
members make out that they do not want to increase
taxes, but when they come into government they do
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increase them. We have seen that federally, and we
have seen it locally.
As I said earlier, we have seen a change of heart today
in this chamber. We have seen this government’s
members trying to replace their narrative. They have
realised that the narrative they have been spruiking
about construction and infrastructure is not working for
them, so today they have realised they have to change
that narrative to one about reducing the cost to families
in the state. They are not reducing the cost to families,
however, because they have replaced those costs with a
bigger taxation burden across the state. We have seen
that not only in dramatic increases in the likes of
housing but in the continued overall revenue take. This
is the highest taxing government in Victoria’s history. It
has increased the tax take by 7.2 per cent this year and
by 21 per cent over its life.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution on the Building a Better
Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014, the name of which the member for Essendon
has been so excited and passionate about. The bill is
part of the budget we handed down recently, which was
quite an exceptional and visionary budget for both
metropolitan and regional Victoria. It shows that in the
three and a half years we have been in government we
have been able to turn this economy around and start to
build the infrastructure we so badly need throughout
this state. As I said, it really is a phenomenal budget we
have delivered.
Our communities have high expectations, and I do not
have a problem with that. The member for Tarneit, a
member who himself confessed he struggles with
numbers, needs to understand we have delivered a
balanced, progressive position, with a surplus that is
$1.3 billion this year and will be $3 billion down the
track and for a couple of years to come. I am
surprised — though I should not be surprised — to hear
opposition members try to link us, the Victorian
coalition government, with the federal coalition Abbott
government and try to treat revenue like a dirty word.
At the same time, opposition members disassociate
themselves from the plans of the Rudd and Gillard
governments, which had the ability to take our country
from being in the black and drive us so far into the red
that it will take us years to recover. Opposition
members have to understand they cannot have their
cake and eat it too, and, as I said, revenue is not a dirty
word.
This bill amends the Duties Act 2000, the Payroll Tax
Act 2007, the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and
the Road Safety Act 1986, as announced in our state
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budget recently. It also amends the first home owner
grant and the Taxation Administration Act 1997. Let us
look at some of the measures. Yes, as the member for
Essendon indicated, there is an increase in motor
vehicle duty rates. We are talking about 40 cents per
$200, or 0.2 per cent, from 1 July. Let us take an
example of that. I am a regional person and a fairly
practical kind of guy, which you would understand,
Acting Speaker. If we say the value of a particular new
car is $20 000, that duty will rise by $40 — forty
bucks — from $600 to $640. That is a fairly minor
impact on the cost of a new car worth $20 000.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr McCURDY — If, as the member for Geelong
says, you cannot afford a new car and you are buying a
second-hand car for, let us say, $10 000, the duty will
rise by $20 — half the amount as with the new car. The
difference is that we on this side of the house
understand mathematics. That rise, as I said, would be
$20, from $400 to $420. We are talking about minor
changes in the motor vehicle duty rates.
In terms of an increase in motor vehicle registration
fees, yes, some fees will increase by $25, to $270, again
from 1 July. It is not a king’s ransom. A $25 fee
amounts to less than 50 cents a week.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McCURDY — If we are going to drive a car,
we know what it costs for tyres and petrol, and it is
important that we keep track of the fees that go along
with driving a motor vehicle. Any of these revenue
increases we can make that will go back into roads and
infrastructure for roads are a great thing. In regional
Victoria we are absolutely delighted to have seen the
$1 million this government has provided each year to
local councils for roads and bridges. When you talk
about making roads better, you are talking not just
about infrastructure but about safety in the regions, so
we are very pleased to see that money being spent in
those areas to make sure they are safer.
If you want to offset the increases I have just spoken
about in my brief contribution, there is the abolition of
life insurance duty, which will save over $4 million per
annum from 1 July. Those are savings for people as
well. We are just trying to get a bit of balance in this
budget — to have measures on the positive side and on
the negative side. There is also a reduction in payroll
tax. As we have heard, payroll tax affects small
business, and there are 39 000 small businesses, which
employ 1.6 million workers. There will be a reduction,
albeit a small one, from 4.9 per cent to 4.85 per cent
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from 1 July. We are heading in the right direction. With
that contribution, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I wish to make a very
brief contribution in the debate on the Building a Better
Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014. I could not let the opportunity pass for me to
talk about the irony of the government talking about
building a better Victoria in respect of the bill. I made a
contribution earlier today in the grievance debate about
how this government is out of touch with communities,
and talking about building a better Victoria in the
context of this budget and in the context of some of the
measures contained here is very ironic.
Firstly, I welcome the reduction in payroll tax. I think
that is a good initiative. Being able to see some of those
business taxes reduce over time, as we saw happen
when we were in government, is important. However, I
want to put on the record on behalf of my community
the enormous concern there is about the increase in
vehicle registration fees. I know that for many in my
community, in the current context of concern about the
economic situation, which has been added to recently
by concern about the federal government’s budget and
the impost that will be on many families, this legislation
is not really about building a better Victoria. This is a
cash grab by this government, and it will hurt
communities, just like the new motor vehicle duty will
also hurt car makers. I thank the house for the
opportunity to make a brief contribution to the debate
and to put on the record on behalf of my community the
concerns about that new increased tax.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am very pleased
to rise to make a contribution in support of the Building
a Better Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation
Amendment) Bill 2014. I will start off with the
reduction in payroll tax of 0.05 per cent to a figure of
4.85 per cent from 1 July this year. That is a significant
saving to business. Costs to business will be reduced by
$234.3 million over the next four years. I also note the
abolition of life insurance duty, which is approximately
$4 million a year. It is quite a good saving. Consumers
will save just under $600 a year on a typical policy of
$500 000. It is good to have those savings in place.
There are some small increases in motor vehicle
registration fees — $25 on a registration fee — but if
you compare the charges applied in Victoria to those
applied in New South Wales and Queensland, you
realise that Victoria is still ranked very favourably on
vehicle registration costs. It is still significantly cheaper
to register a vehicle in Victoria than it is in New South
Wales and Queensland. The important thing about that
is that the money is being invested back into roads,
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which is important. Whether you are in metropolitan
Melbourne or country Victoria, you want to see the
road network improved, and that is why that money
will be going back into roads.
As the member for Murray Valley said earlier, the
country roads and bridges program provides $1 million
a year to 40 rural shires for country roads and bridges. I
know that has been a very successful program. I know
the Surf Coast Shire Council has been particularly
pleased with that program. We want to see this sort of
investment back into roads and bridges. As a motorist
you do not mind if you are paying a registration fee as
long as you see that money being invested back into the
very roads you drive upon. I think that is very sensible.
We also have the introduction of the metropolitan
planning levy, which will see $1.30 levied for every
$1000 on developments over $1 million. Importantly,
in the future the levy structure will be tied to the
consumer price index. I think it is quite important to
have a proper strategic metropolitan planning authority,
unlike the disaster the member for Essendon oversaw
with Melbourne 2030. What an absolute disgraceful
sham of a policy that was. Everyone disliked it. The
worst thing is that the policy was so bad in Melbourne
that the former government tried to foist it on country
Victorians, which I thought was quite disgraceful. It is
good to have that metropolitan planning authority in
place to be a strategic planning authority for not only
inner city Melbourne but also some of the growth
centres and growth nodes, particularly on railway lines.
It is very sensible to have that in place. I am very
pleased to have made that brief contribution, and I am
happy to commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms KANIS
(Melbourne).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2014–2015) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 May; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is with pleasure that
I stand to speak on the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill
2014. I would like to say from the outset: what a great
budget this is. What a fantastic budget it is. In the last
three budgets we had to fix the problems of the
previous government. We had to ensure that we had the
framework in place to deliver a budget for the future.
This budget delivers the goods because we in the
coalition are good financial managers. Because of that
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we are now able to deliver on our roads and on health.
In fact we are putting $14.9 billion into health services
and $4.8 billion into new hospitals. We are delivering
on schools, with an extra $0.4 billion this year and
$1.6 billion over the four years. In fact it is $1 billion
more than what was given under the previous
government. We are also delivering on services, and we
are doing much more because we are able to manage
money better than the Labor government.
I heard opposition members talk about there being no
money for their electorates, but there is more money in
this budget for the west than was available under
11 years of Labor. In contrast, for 11 years I got very
little from the Labor government for my electorate of
Bulleen. Despite the fact that in adjournment matters
and 90-second statements I pleaded with the
government to provide much-needed funds for roads
and schools, I received very little in those 11 years —
but more on my electorate later.
The budget has been well received, and media
commentators have said what a wonderful budget it is.
John Ferguson in the Australian said:
… Napthine will be able to compare his major projects
agenda with his opponents’. Labor’s Daniel Andrews looks
like a suburban mayor by comparison.

The editorial of the Australian Financial Review of
8 May says:
The surprising $1.3 billion surplus delivered by Victoria’s
Napthine government shows just how the resources boom has
delivered benefits across the country …
Just as importantly, Victoria’s budget surplus is the result of
the government keeping its spending under control … by
keeping spending in check, the Napthine government has
been able to take advantage of a turn in the property cycle …
… his government is setting up the state for the future and
creating a role model for other states and the federal
government to emulate.

In the Age Josh Gordon said:
O’Brien and Napthine can boast they have delivered the
strongest financial position in the nation.

Is it any wonder, then, that at question time the
opposition refuses to ask questions on the Victorian
budget? It is a great budget.
Coming back to my electorate, over the past three years
many projects have been delivered in Bulleen. The first
was addressing the needs at the intersection of
Fitzsimons Lane, which was a very dangerous
intersection for those who live anywhere near it. For
many years I pleaded with the previous government to
try to do something. Finally the coalition government
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agreed to fund the traffic lights that were needed at
Fitzsimons Lane and also those that were needed at the
T-intersection of Bulleen Road and Golden Way. That
also was a very dangerous intersection, and it took a
coalition government to provide the money to install
the traffic lights. There is a pedestrian refuge on
Templestowe Road, which was very difficult for
residents to cross because there were no lights. In the
past there were some serious accidents there. Again,
that was delivered under a coalition government.
The coalition government has provided $5 million for
Templestowe College. I have only one government
secondary school in my electorate. As the member for
Eltham knows, the principal and the staff work very
hard, but they had had some unfortunate incidents at the
school which meant that parents were not enrolling
their students at the school. It needed some assistance
from government to pick it up to ensure that it survives
in the future. One of the things that I had requested was
some money for an upgrade. Finally, again under a
coalition government, we provided $5 million for the
upgrade of classrooms at Templestowe College. In this
year’s budget, we are providing $1.8 million for the
upgrade of the Templestowe Valley Primary School,
which also was in urgent need of repairs.
Thanks to the Minister for the Arts, there is
$1.37 million for the Heide Museum of Modern Art,
which is an icon in Bulleen for not just the residents but
all Victorians right across the state. The coalition
government ensures that money is provided in all
electorates and looks after all Victorians, not just those
in marginal seats, as occurred under the previous Labor
government.
I will say a few words about the area of multicultural
affairs and citizenship, and first I indicate how pleased I
am that funding continues over the next few years. In
fact there is an allocation of $24.4 million in our
2014–15 state budget. There is an additional $6 million
for infrastructure funding for community halls and
houses, which are there to be used by community
groups so that their members can get together and
showcase the strength that comes with our cultural
diversity. While those groups put up two-thirds of the
cost, it is great to see that the government is providing
an additional $6 million to assist them with certain
upgrades. Be it for air conditioning, carpets or roofing,
funding is needed, and it is great to see that there is an
additional $6 million over the next two years.
We are also ensuring that newly arrived migrants are
given the opportunity to grow, develop and stand on
their own two feet. We have the leadership program,
which the Premier promised and is delivered in this
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budget, to ensure that the youth of today will become
leaders of tomorrow. Members will know that many
young refugees have many issues. It is important to
engage and work with them to ensure that they are able
to participate in and contribute in a positive way to
society. The new Nelson Mandela Ubuntu leadership
program is important, and it is great that the new
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship saw
fit to ensure that money is available for that program.
The multicultural affairs budget was well received. The
Centre for Multicultural Youth (CMY) put out a press
release in which it said:
CMY is also pleased that programs for multicultural
communities have been sustained and funding expanded. It
reiterates a commitment to multiculturalism in a highly
diverse state as Victoria.
There is recognition to boost the capacity of multicultural
communities by expanding funding for the new and emerging
communities leadership program. The expanded funding of
$1 million over four years will continue to develop the
leadership capacity of a wider range of new and emerging
communities. This will also include $200 000 for the new
Nelson Mandela Ubuntu leadership program. CMY is keen to
ensure young people are supported to take up these
opportunities.
The Multicultural Community Infrastructure Fund has also
been extended by an additional $6 million over two years to
maintain or build new community facilities and enhance
cultural precincts.

The Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria put out a
press release headed ‘State government keeps funding
steady for multicultural affairs’ in which it stated:
The Ethnic Communities Council of Victoria …
acknowledges the steady commitment made to multicultural
affairs by the Victorian government in today’s budget.

That is great to see. As I have said many times in this
place over the past 15 years, one strength of Victoria is
that members of all parties support cultural diversity.
We all believe that our strength lies in the fact that we
are all different and are able to come together to ensure
that we work as one for the benefit of Victoria. While
we might disagree about where the money goes or how
it is spent, one positive thing about Victoria is the fact
that we are bipartisan in supporting our cultural
diversity.
I go briefly to the area of energy and resources. I
commend the Minister for Energy and Resources for
ensuring that extra money is made available in this
year’s budget to deal with the smart meter rollout. As
members know, smart meters were rolled out
compulsorily in 2009 without making sure that people
understood the benefits that come with smart meters.
One of the groups of people who have not understood
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the benefits of smart meters is that of members of our
multicultural communities. It is important that we target
this group to make sure that its members understand the
benefits that come with smart meters. It is great to see
that there is money in the budget for the My Power
Planner tool to ensure that members of these
communities are able to understand and utilise smart
meters so that their cost of living is lower. It is great to
see that the minister has provided a $4.7 million
upgrade for My Power Planner to ensure that it is
accessible for members of multicultural communities.
This state budget also has extra money for exploration,
which is a wonderful approach between the government
and various companies and businesses to ensure that
mining has a bright future. A press release from the
executive director of the Minerals Council of Australia,
Victorian division, says:
The Minerals Council of Australia, Victorian division,
welcomes the Victorian government’s plan to unlock the
state’s mineral potential to be announced in tomorrow’s state
budget.
The proposal to allocate $15 million to the TARGET
initiative to drive minerals exploration through a grants
system for industry co-funded drilling and surveying will help
develop Victoria’s significant mineral endowment.
…
This announcement represents much-needed investment in
further understanding the state’s geology and will hopefully
identify new mineral deposits that can bring economic and
employment prosperity to Victorians.

As I said from the start, this is a good budget. It is one
for the future. It shows vision and leadership. Above all
it is fair; it covers the whole of Victoria, not parts,
sections or marginal seats, as occurred under the Labor
government. It covers all Victoria and ensures money is
spent according to needs and on merit. It is based upon
merit. It is a great budget. We have a strong economy.
The operating surplus was $1.3 billion in 2014–15.
That has grown to about $3.3 billion. I congratulate the
Treasurer, the Premier and all ministers on a great
budget.
It has taken a while. Three previous budgets were
needed to get the work done and fix the mess left by the
Labor government. We inherited a huge mess from
Labor. We all know that Labor simply cannot manage
money. It is simple: you cannot spend more than you
earn. We had to do the work to fix the problems, and
this budget delivers. It delivers on infrastructure, on
services and above all on our children. I commend the
Treasurer, the Premier and the government on handing
down such a visionary budget.
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Mr SHAW (Frankston) — I will start by thanking
the Treasurer for the time he spent with me going over
some details regarding my electorate of Frankston. This
budget is hundreds of pages long. There are four
accountants in this place, and they are all in the
chamber at the moment. There is the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, who is at the table and who is
a certified practising accountant; there is the member
for Mount Waverley, who ran his own business; there is
also the member for Forest Hill; and there is me. If I am
struggling with the budget, what is the rest of the team
doing? There is a massive amount to read. The black
belts in mismanagement opposite would have no idea
of what is going on. I will talk to the accountants. I find
there is a lot to go through. You have to break the
budget down to see its overall effect for Victoria. I
think this is a good budget for Victoria. It contains a lot
of good employment opportunities. It is quite a
visionary budget. I will get into that in more detail in a
minute.
Over 7000 jobs have been created from rail and road
developments alone. I think that is fantastic, especially
when we have been debating the loss of jobs at Qantas
and in the car manufacturing industry. This budget
creates jobs through the building of rail and road
infrastructure, although I have some concerns about the
heavy rail side of things. It has been reported that I
went overseas and did a number of things, and I will
talk about some of them throughout my contribution.
We have a really good train system in this country. I
went to New York. The subways there are dank; they
are terrible and dirty. They might run on time and there
might be a lot of them, but they are quite dirty. We have
a very clean and safe system here. Our system is safer
and cleaner than the Sydney system; it is safer and
cleaner than New York even though might we not have
a Grand Central Station. Our trains are better than the
ones in Cleveland. Atlanta’s system is nearly
non-existent. We are doing all right in Victoria. We
have a clean, safe and efficient system here.
One concern I have with the extension of the rail
system is the carriages. I have mentioned before in
Parliament that there needs to be local manufacturing of
trains, including carriages. I think that is important
because we want more jobs for Victorians. We have
talked about jobs being lost at Qantas and the fact that
Toyota is leaving after 50 years. We need local
manufacturing of our trains. South Dandenong is a
strong manufacturing area. A number of my
constituents from Frankston work there. I think the
government should take this important idea on board.
We need strong local manufacturing content. Of course
tenders need to be competitive, but strong local content
is exceptionally important.
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I will break down what the budget means for Frankston.
There is $8.5 million for Frankston High School. What
is that for? I saw the principal, John Albiston, the day
before the budget, and I said, ‘John, what do you
need?’. He said, ‘About $2 million’. Then the Minister
for Education comes out the next day and says
‘$8.5 million’. I do not know why. The school is
surprised. No plans were submitted, so I was a little bit
surprised by that. Frankston High School is a great high
school. It has wonderful teachers and a great state
football team which has won the Victorian title a couple
of times. The Minister for Education has visited
Frankston High School a number of times. It is
probably the best public school in Frankston. Did it
need that money? The principal does not seem to think
so. But why not take $8.5 million? I would be taking
another $10 million. Why not? Monterey Secondary
College is less than 4 kilometres away from Frankston
High School and is struggling a little bit. It would have
been nice to have seen some of that money go there.
That is not to discount the fact that Mount Erin College
got $9 million over the last couple of years as part of a
campaign promise I made.
An amount of $250 000 has gone towards the netball
courts. It has been widely reported that a dirty deal was
made between me and the Treasurer. I thought it was a
fantastic deal; I would not have called it dirty. Members
would know that Jubilee Park needed that money. The
Vixens played there for a while, as did the Waves. The
former Minister for Sport and Recreation is here. He is
well aware of this because I mentioned it in Parliament
a number of times. People campaigned for a long time
but were getting nowhere with the council, but they did
this time around. It is also terrific to see $2.5 million for
Frankston Special Developmental School. That is
wonderful.
Turning now to the rail link to the airport, I would think
that light rail might be a bit more efficient. I am just
throwing ideas out here. It might be a bit cheaper, so I
think light rail needs to be looked at. When I went to
Nevada I had Bombardier show me its monorail
system, which has been around since 2002. It took
about a year or so to build. A number of years ago there
were problems with our rail system when the rails
buckled in the heat. In Nevada it can get as hot as
50 degrees, and it does not have any problem with its
monorail system. Why can we not look at having an
efficient light rail system? It would be quick to build
and would not take up much space. If what we are
looking at is transport from the airport to the city, why
not look at a light rail monorail system? It is just a
thought. I think it is a good idea.
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Turning back to trains, another good thing I have
spoken about before is that everyone was pretty excited
about the train fares going down. We all clapped and
thought that it was very good. But someone has to pay.
I have to pay; all of you have to pay. I believe in a user
pays system. I think it is dangerous to reduce public
transport fares by that much and then put up car
registration fees. I think that is a little bit dangerous. I
am not particularly keen on that to be honest.
Just looking at the recent funding in Frankston, there
are some people who just love to put Frankston down.
For example, there seems to be some sort of genetic
disposition for past councillors from Frankston City
Council to gripe and display an ungrateful attitude over
just about anything. That character trait is not just found
at a council level. A self-proclaimed community group
made up of individuals who individually I would
describe as productive advocates for Frankston have
come together under the leadership of the former
mayor, who is suffering from irrelevance, to promote
their view of Frankston. That is fair enough. We live in
a free country. We do not live in a communist country
where free speech is shut down. They can say what
they want.
The thing is that this group is happy to whine and
complain but it does not contribute to the public
consultation process. Members of the group just want
to take it to the local papers. There is a public
consultation process under way. They should take their
ideas there. Instead the group wants to whinge and
whine and take it to the media. Of course the media
loves to take up any kind of whingeing and whining
that puts Frankston down. The media love it, but it is
not a good thing to do. This former mayor was a talker
and not a doer in her time on council, and she would
rather go to the press for a whinge.
A recent article in the Bayside Leader had a few things
to say. It says of the Labor candidate in the electorate:
Ms Constas said Frankston train station was one of the most
important projects for the community and she would consult
residents on the issue.

Well, crikey, I thought that is what was getting done
now. There is a consultation on the issue out there now,
and there is talk all the time. We are never going to
have a Grand Central station in Frankston. We have a
very good station in Frankston. It seems that these
people come up with a little whinge and a gripe, and
they say, ‘We do not like the train station in Frankston’.
They put it out there to the media enough that the
public then buys it as a line and starts saying, ‘Yes,
well, maybe Frankston station is not that good’. I was
talking to four of these community members in my
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office, and only two of us had caught a train in a long
time; one of them was me and the other was one of the
other people. The other two had no idea, and they do
not go past it all that often, so how would they know?
My office is right near the train station. It may not be
the best place around, but it is better than the ones I
went to in Berlin and better than the ones in New York.
We have a good train station. There may be problems
around the area; that is okay. Let us have a listen to
these marvels, these people who have degrees in waste,
at Frankston council. The Bayside Leader quotes
Mayor Darrel Taylor as saying that investors were
walking away from Frankston as soon as they saw the
station.
What a load of rubbish! They see the train station and
walk away? I do not think so. The reason they walk
away is that the council is slack in its planning, and it
takes developers too long to get planning processes
through. Maybe these guys need to wake up and have a
think: developers are staying away because of that, and
they are staying away because of a divided council. The
cost to build in Melbourne is the same as to build in
Frankston, so why would you not build in Melbourne?
Developers go there instead, where they have a better
opportunity and easier planning regulations, as well as
fewer council stuff-ups like those we have in Frankston.
The mayor also said that council wanted bus stops
relocated from Young Street to behind the station at
Fletcher Road. No-one has yet articulated why that
should be the case. The Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure has gone out: the
council has one position, the department another. We
do not know why they want to take it around there.
Mayor Taylor also said that funds had been drip fed to
works in the precinct. What a load of rubbish! There
has been more than $20 million since I have been in
that has gone to that precinct. It has not been drip fed.
Under the former government no money went there.
This is the one that gets me; it is amazing that this guy
is a Liberal. The Bayside Leader reports the mayor as
saying that a ‘significant injection’ of up to $150
million was needed to revamp the area. My gosh, he is
just spilling out the money the way Kevin Rudd did
when he turned millions into billions and was confusing
everyone with these extra noughts. My accountant
friends in here may understand it, but for the general
public it is pretty hard to have all these noughts — nine
noughts or 12 noughts after something. He just throws a
figure of $150 million out, saying that is what would be
needed to fix the precinct. How does he know that it
will cost $150 million? And he throws out a figure like
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that! This guy wanted to be the Frankston Liberal
candidate, by the way — embarrassing.
We will have no Grand Central station in Frankston
because we do not have the population for it; it is that
simple. The council may want the Taj Mahal there, but
it is just not going to happen, so the council should
settle down. No-one fights for Frankston harder than I
do. I do not throw out stupid figures like $150 million
for a train station we do not need. I do not go around to
the papers sprouting that we need a level crossing at
Overton Road, because I do not believe we do when we
have two bridges either side of it, less than a kilometre
apart. You can get into your car, go that way and go
over the bridge. I do, and I live around that area. If I
take the risk of going to that level crossing and I have to
wait 4 minutes, then tough luck. It is my choice to wait;
I could have gone the other way.
The mayor also said:
The government must make a serious commitment to the train
station precinct.

Stakeholders in the precinct are getting a little bit
confused, because people are including the private
shops on the other side, on Young Street. I do not know
what they expect the government to do there — buy
them? I am against the government compulsorily
acquiring shops across the road from the station, so I do
not quite know what they are on about, but it is an
election year. The article also reports:
Cr Taylor said council wanted a multideck car park and
electrification of the rail line to Baxter.

It is not in this budget, I am sorry. Also, that comment
is boring, and it is parroting the words of prior councils.
It is exceptionally lazy. The councillor should just read
the suggestions that I put through not so long ago about
a car park at Kananook station. There is plenty of room
there to put in a level car park, not a multistorey one,
and at night it could be used by the Frankston and
District Basketball Association, which would be
terrific.
The former mayor is reported as saying that plans for
electrification of the rail line were decades away and
she could not wait that long. ‘Tough luck’ is what I say
to those people who want to whinge and whine and put
Frankston down, because we have a good station. There
are issues. We have protective services officers (PSOs)
in there who are protecting that area, and I think that is
pretty good. Ms Richards called on the state
government to ‘commit the money and get on with it’.
That is the process that is going through, so I think the
council has been exceptionally lazy in making those
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comments with regard to the Frankston station precinct,
and it should just get back to picking up rubbish,
mowing lawns and fixing fences. If it can do that job
right, then it can come have a little bit of a crack at state
government level.
I want to recap what has happened since 2010 when I
came into Parliament. We had the highest number of
police allocated in the area: over 75 police officers were
allocated to Frankston during that time and PSOs are on
Frankston station. The election commitment
beforehand was to make Frankston a safer place and to
create a different image of Frankston. It is a safer place.
The surveys that we do now reveal that law and order
and policing are nowhere near the top three now in the
14 categories that we have in Frankston. I think that is a
plus.
Over $80 million has been invested in the Frankston
Hospital, and so it should have been: it was neglected
all that time. Now, $80 million has gone in for acute
beds and emergency services. The government has
allocated $9 million for Mount Erin secondary school
and $1 million for land for Derinya Primary School
outside the budget process, which was a terrific win by
the community in that area. South East Water is
bringing 700 new jobs to Frankston. We do not know
what that will create: Frankston council has no idea; I
have no idea, but the professionals and consultants
might have some idea. We do not know what the
flow-on for the community of 700 jobs dumped right
into Frankston, which has never happened before, will
be. It could be 300 jobs or it could be more, we do not
know.
The non-budgetary items were very important as well,
like saving Frankston Taxis and having Frankston
Nature Conservation Reserve put into legislation. Some
clubs from Frankston have been saved from the pokie
changes, and of course — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — It is with grave concern
that I speak on the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill
2014. I say ‘grave concern’ because this budget has
failed Victorians, and I can assure members that it has
failed the people of Geelong and the community of
Geelong on many fronts. When one takes into
additional consideration the cruel, unjust and harsh
budget handed down by this government’s federal
Liberal colleagues — its federal Liberal mates — one
can only say that these two Liberal budgets add up to a
disaster for the people of Geelong and the people of
Victoria, especially the young, the vulnerable and the
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poor. Of course as far as I am concerned these Liberal
budgets are in particular a disaster for the priority areas
of education and health, where billions upon billions of
dollars have been slashed by both the state government
and, as I said before, its federal Liberal mates.
In relation to education, it is always important to
compare this government with the Labor government,
which had a very proud and effective record when it
came to education in Geelong. Under the Bracks and
Brumby governments in our first couple of terms —
from 2002 and 2006 — we had numerous primary
schools upgraded, including East Geelong Primary
School and South Geelong Primary School, while Tate
Street Primary School was upgraded to the tune of
$1.3 million. Newton and Chilwell primary schools
were upgraded, as were Hamlyn Banks, Herne Hill and
Manifold Heights primary schools, and the list goes on
as far as primary schools are concerned. We saw
millions of dollars spent on primary schools in my
electorate of Geelong.
At the secondary level we saw Matthew Flinders Girls
Secondary College and North Geelong Secondary
College upgraded, and the Bracks and Brumby
governments completely rebuilt Western Heights
Secondary College to the tune of around $26 million. In
relation to education we come to the vexed question of
my former high school, Geelong High School, which is
a great school. I say it is a vexed question because
Geelong High School has been pushed from pillar to
post by this government.
The Bracks and Brumby governments, despite what the
Liberal opposition had to say at the time, spent
something like $4 million on Geelong High School,
with the $3.4 million construction of its gymnasium
and another $450 000 being spent on the year 7
learning centre.
Geelong High School is an important issue, and in the
four years in which the Liberal government has been in
power in this state Geelong High School has received
absolutely nothing. In 2010, just prior to the last
election, it was the then Labor government that
promised Geelong High School a master plan. That was
done after lots of work by me and the member for
Bellarine, working with the Geelong High School
community, to ensure that the master plan got up, and
in 2010 the Labor government approved the master
plan. Since that time, under the current government,
nothing has been done for Geelong High School.
Fast forward to March this year, and it again took the
now Labor opposition to commit to a $12 million
master plan for the school. The members of the
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Geelong High School community welcomed that
announcement with open arms. Exactly one week later,
while playing catch-up politics, the state government
decided it would announce a belated commitment to the
master plan. Geelong High School has enjoyed a great
deal of financial and political support from the
opposition as compared to what the current government
has done — it has done nothing for the last four years
except, as I say, play catch-up politics.
When we come to primary schools, I note this
government has done absolutely nothing between 2010
and now in relation to the schools across the region. We
have also seen the drastic cuts from the federal
government that will ensure that needy schools — and
especially the needy schools within the Geelong region,
including Whittington Primary School — will continue
to scream out for funding that is not and has never been
forthcoming. This is so to the extent that in March this
year the school principals from Whittington and
Oberon South primary schools, for example, took the
gutsy and unprecedented action of speaking out in the
local media in support of their schools. Now, with the
slashing of education budgets at both the state and
federal levels, any promised maintenance is again up in
the air. This was echoed by teachers through their
union, the Australian Education Union, in the local
press last week.
Very briefly I will look at kindergartens. As other
members in this house have rightly pointed out, we are
now seeing that kindergartens that are providing
15 hours of kinder to young students are facing a threat
of this being reduced to 10 hours. This is of major
concern not only to the kinders themselves but also to
the parents of the children concerned. Again this is
especially so for kids in battling areas like Whittington,
where those young children are already behind the eight
ball. This cut from 15 hours to 10 hours would be just
so wrong.
At the other end of the scale in relation to education we
have the TAFE colleges. Gordon Institute of TAFE has
been an institution in Geelong for more than 100 years,
and we saw $17 million slashed from its budget by this
arrogant and uncaring government, to the extent that
just to survive the Gordon had to slash its workforce by
more than 200 people. In Geelong, where jobs are a
major issue, we are seeing the jobs of hundreds upon
hundreds of maintenance workers at Ford, Alcoa and
Avalon Airport — and the list goes on — being made
redundant. Those teachers who were made redundant at
the TAFE college could have been at the coalface and
at the forefront of ensuring that those maintenance
workers received some form of quality retraining and
education; but, with the hypocrisy of this government in
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slashing $17 million from the Gordon, instead of those
teachers training the redundant workers coming out of
Ford, Alcoa and Avalon, those teachers were made
redundant themselves. That is because of this uncaring
government.
Moving to jobs in Geelong, I note that Labor launched
its jobs plan 12 months ago. It is a very good jobs plan.
The Liberals have again failed in the jobs area in that
they have failed to deliver a jobs plan for Geelong
despite numerous stakeholders in the Geelong area —
including a number of employer organisations —
calling for the government to stop sitting on its hands
and provide some form of jobs plan and surety for
Geelong.
Under the Labor jobs plan our side would provide
effective and practical deliverables and outcomes. For
example, only last Thursday I attended the LAND 400
industry day, a symposium on the LAND 400 project.
For the information of the house, LAND 400 is a
$10 billion-plus project by the Australian Defence
Force to build quality, world-class armoured vehicles.
The project will run from 2013 to 2034. Under Labor’s
Geelong jobs plan, the Labor government will, if
elected, commit to a $5 million dedicated Victorian
defence procurement office to be located in Geelong.
This new office would ensure that the skill and
capability of Victorian manufacturers is marketed to the
world’s largest defence contractors, generating vitally
important local manufacturing jobs.
Victoria is already home to highly skilled defence
manufacturing companies. For example, the
Bushmaster vehicle is being built in Bendigo. The
establishment of a Victorian defence procurement
office under a Labor government would ensure the
growth of the industry and create more highly skilled,
high-wage jobs in Victoria, including in Geelong. Some
workers in Geelong are currently engaged in the
manufacture and delivery of Ford cars. They would be
well placed to transition to the production of land-based
vehicles like the LAND 400. Labor is delivering under
its jobs plan, and I think the Victorian defence
procurement office is a great initiative by this side of
the house. I know it has been welcomed by
organisations such as Enterprise Geelong.
As in every community across the state, police and
policing are major priorities in Geelong. In 2010, prior
to the last state election, the then opposition leader, the
member for Hawthorn, came to Geelong and said at a
public forum — I will not quote his exact words, but
his words were along these lines — that in regard to
police you would have to have your head in the sand if
you did not realise that Geelong needed an extra
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70 police. That was back in 2010. Fast-forward to last
week and a public meeting in Geelong hosted by the
Victoria Police Association and attended by numerous
members of the police force and the wider community.
It was pointed out there that in 2010 Geelong had
approximately 120 police and today it has 84 police.
Far from there being an extra 70 police on the beat,
under this government’s watch we have seen a dramatic
reduction in police numbers.
In health, in education, in police and in housing we
have seen this government slash the budget with the
help of its Liberal mates in Canberra. We have seen
public housing slashed to the tune of millions and
millions of dollars. In conclusion, this budget has failed
the people of Victoria, and I can assure the house that it
has failed the people of Geelong. I can assure this
government that, together with its federal Liberal
mates, it stands condemned by the people of Geelong,
and it will be judged accordingly on 29 November
2014.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to the
debate on the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014. I
am looking forward to the outcome of the vote by the
Victorian people on 29 November; I am quietly
confident about who will win. The coalition
government will be returned because this budget is
reflective of our responsible approach to government
and provides a sound basis for building a better
Victoria. In comparison, Labor’s performance in this
place has been absolutely pathetic. As the opposition it
has failed in its absolutely basic responsibility to hold
the government of the day to account.
This was demonstrated in the first Labor contribution in
responding to the budget. I think it was the contribution
of the member for Tarneit, otherwise known as ‘Pallas
in Wonderland’. He came up with a series of half-smart
one-liners. The ALP rent-a-crowd laughed with him,
but the rest of Victoria laughed at him. The biggest
laugh of all came from the rest of Victoria when it was
exposed that he had made a $1 billion budget blunder,
confirming yet again that Labor cannot manage money.
I would also like to comment briefly on the member for
Yan Yean’s contribution. The member for Yan Yean
wins the award for being the most consistent member in
the Labor opposition. She is consistently complaining
about the government of the day and what has not been
delivered.
I refer you, Acting Speaker, back to the first
parliamentary sitting day after the coalition formed
government in 2010. The member for Yan Yean put up
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27 notices of motion complaining about the coalition
government not acting. For example, notice 96 states:
That this house condemns the coalition government for
failing to provide improvements to the Hurstbridge rail line.

Notice 102 states:
That this house expresses its contempt for the coalition
government for failing to build a new adventure playground
for Hawkstowe Park.

The member for Yan Yean had been part of a Labor
government for 11 long, dark years, so what had it been
doing in all those years? She was asking the incoming
coalition government to deliver on those things in three
weeks.
In my role as Parliamentary Secretary for Primary
Industries, helping the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security, I have a role in relation to assisting
land-holders and livestock owners to control wild dogs.
This budget provides an extra $1.8 million towards the
cost of aerial and other baiting. This is a very important
part of our government’s contribution to the control of
wild dogs in Victoria. The minister and Department of
Environment and Primary Industries staff have
negotiated long and hard, first of all with the federal
Labor government when they could not get the aerial
baiting approved. However, within six months or so of
the federal coalition government getting into power it
agreed to aerial baiting, and only last week we
delivered. The helicopters put out the aerial baits, and
that will significantly contribute to the control of wild
dogs in north-east Victoria and Gippsland in particular.
Interestingly, I was up in Brisbane a week or so ago at a
national wild dog forum. It was evident from the forum
that Victoria now leads the pack in relation to wild dog
control. The coalition leads the dog pack. We have now
addressed the issues that we inherited from the Labor
government, and there are no longer any administrative
or resourcing impediments to effective
community-based wild dog control. The minister has
delivered well, and so has the coalition government.
Ms Duncan interjected.
Dr SYKES — Settle down, pup. In relation to
hunting, we went into the 2010 election promising an
independent game management authority. We have
delivered. We have doubled the budget for game
management. I refer to a publication put out by Field
and Game Australia and the Australian Deer
Association, entitled Conservation & Hunting. Under
the heading ‘A new game management plan for
Victoria’ it talks about the creation of the Game
Management Authority and says:
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The creation of the authority will bring Victoria’s game
management practice in line with the best in the world.
However, it is disappointing that Labor did not support the
legislation and that only one opposition member, a retiring
backbencher, spoke about it.

Shame on Labor.
I turn to recreational fishing, where I also help the
minister. I refer to comments in the VRFish May
monthly update, in which there is a headline ‘VRFish
applauds 2014–15 state budget announcement’. It
states:
The recent state budget included an increase to $8 million
annually for the main source of recreational boating
infrastructure. The $12 million increase to the boating safety
and facilities program is a most welcome boost for
recreational fishers. This announcement is the result of
previous constructive, sustained and informed discussions
between VRFish and government on how to ensure Victoria’s
recreational fisheries provide lasting community benefits.
This additional investment, combined with the $16 million
recreational fishing initiative delivered under the auspices of
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security, demonstrate
our shared vision to make Victoria the premier fishing
destination for local and visiting anglers.

The Boating Industry Association of Victoria came out
with a statement after the budget headlined ‘Victorian
coalition government boosts boating infrastructure
funding’. It states:
BIAV president Paul Benjamin today rejoiced in the
recreational boating infrastructure funding boost delivered by
the Napthine coalition government in the 2014–15 … state
budget.

We are delivering for recreational fishers, we are
delivering for hunters and we are delivering for people
throughout Victoria. From my perspective we are
particularly delivering for people in regional Victoria.
Some of the examples of delivering for people in
regional Victoria include the wise decision to sell Rural
Finance and dedicate the $408 million of the net profit
from the sale, plus an anticipated $60 million from the
federal government asset disposal incentive, to regional
Victoria for the benefit of regional Victorians. The first
$200 million has gone towards the Murray Basin to
Geelong railway, which will provide an enormous
benefit to agricultural producers and communities in the
northern and western parts of the state. As speakers
before me have said, it is something that Labor
promised but never delivered. It did not build 1 metre
of rail line.
We also have very significant funding for the Country
Fire Authority, whose volunteers do a magnificent job,
along with the salaried staff. The funding of
$457 million substantially exceeds any level of funding

APPROPRIATION (2014–2015) BILL 2014
1792

ASSEMBLY

under the Labor government. Included in that money is
funding for around 79 trucks, which will be very much
appreciated by our volunteers, because we would
expect to get some of them in the Benalla electorate.
The fire services levy provides a significant change to
the funding of our fire services by shifting from an
inequitable insurance-based levy to an equitable
property-based levy. We have been able to pull down
that levy this year for businesses and primary producers
by 20 per cent. In fact all levy components have been
reduced, and that is an outstanding achievement by the
Treasurer and the coalition government.
We also have $34 million going towards drug and
alcohol abuse help, and a lot of that is going into the
Hume region. There is money for mental health and
homelessness. There is $130 million coming to roads,
and a lot of that will come into country Victoria, which
again will be appreciated. Of course that is on top of the
$160 million going to our 40 smallest shires over the
total four years of this government. I know our local
shires have really appreciated that boost to funding
towards road and bridge maintenance, and it has
reduced the impact of the rate burden.
We also have $40 million going towards putting wi-fi
onto the rail line between Melbourne and Seymour,
which many of our country constituents use, and also
addressing mobile phone black spots. Mobile phone
black spots and communications are primarily a federal
responsibility, but we are kicking the can to have
money, in part to ensure that we have good
communications in our fire-risk areas so that people can
receive any message we send out.
The Benalla electorate has done well. It was hard work
in opposition, but in government we have benefited
from the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund and other
funding sources that have seen each and every
community in my electorate that has put up a worthy
project being funded. Equally for businesses that want
to grow and create jobs and wealth, if they have the
good idea, we have the money to back them, and we are
seeing money going into our electorates to both
businesses and to communities.
Some of the recent funding announcements that I have
been able to make include being in Mount Beauty just
last week to announce $760 000 towards the upgrade of
the village centre and the landscaping of the water
frontage onto the beautiful waterways that are there. I
know there will be more going to Mount Beauty in the
near future. I was able to announce $5 million towards
stage 1 of the upgrade of the Benalla P–12 College.
Education is the passport from poverty to prosperity.
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We need to provide our kids in Benalla with the best
education opportunity. The Labor government made a
commitment to move towards a P–12 schooling system,
but it did not put one cent, not one brass razoo, into the
budget. We have put $5 million in there, and we
commit to putting in what is necessary to complete the
job.
If we look at a small but very viable shire in my
electorate, the Shire of Alpine, we see that in recent
times Advance program money of $10 000 has gone to
Mount Beauty Secondary College, Bright P–12 College
and Myrtleford P–12 College. Money has also been
going into the municipal emergency resourcing
program. That is particularly important in the Shire of
Alpine because over the last 12 years it has had four
megafires and multiple floods. Alpine shire is a very
capable shire in dealing with these disasters, but this
$120 000 will enhance that capability even further. In
addition to $5 million for the Benalla P–12 College, the
Rural City of Benalla, along with Wangaratta Rural
City Council, shared just under $300 000 for the
Practical Parrot Action group, which is about protecting
the turquoise parrot, an endangered species in the
Warby Range State Park, an area in which the Acting
Speaker and I share an interest.
There is $73 000 going to upgrade lighting in Benalla
West, which is much appreciated by citizens who live
in that area because they will feel safer moving around.
The Shire of Mansfield has done particularly well over
the years, particularly at a recreation reserve where with
a staged approach it has gained something like
$1 million out of our Regional Growth Fund. Recently
Mansfield Secondary College benefited to the tune of
just under $10 000 from the Advance program. There is
also money going to businesses such as Crawford
Containers, with $7500 to help develop a business case
for further funding. The Shire of Strathbogie has done
very well with money towards active club grants. Small
grants often go over very well, just as the big ones do.
In addition to the hundreds of thousands of dollars that
have gone into community projects, just under $2500
has been allocated to the Euroa Hockey Club, and it
appreciates that. The list goes on and on.
As you would know, Acting Speaker, for those of us
who represent country Victoria and the coalition
government it is not just about announcements on one
day in May. The coalition government delivers to our
constituents throughout country Victoria 365 days of
the year — for each and every day that we are in
government. This budget is a continuation of a
responsible approach to management of the finances.
We have reined in the spending. Our rate of spending
growth has come down from 8 per cent under Labor to
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around about 3 per cent or 4 per cent. We have retained
a AAA credit rating. We are able to invest in
infrastructure, which equates to jobs. We are doing
great things throughout regional Victoria. We have a
very strong economy. We have a government that is
committed to representing all Victorians. As the
member for Benalla, I am extremely proud to be part of
a coalition government that has delivered throughout
the Benalla electorate. Each and every corner of the
Benalla electorate has been the recipient of grants to
help the community get on with making north-eastern
Victoria a great place to live, work and raise a family.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014. This budget is
best described as a backfiring desperate attempt to win
the November 2014 election. This is a blatantly failed
attempt by a do-nothing government trying to portray
itself as a do-all government in the lead-up to the
November polls. The budget has been developed by a
government that is in panic mode at a time when our
hospitals are in crisis, TAFE institutes and schools are
falling apart due to funding cuts, ambulances are taking
too long and jobs are being lost on a daily basis.
Under the present circumstances no sensible person in
the south-eastern suburbs will endorse an $18 billion
tunnel that they will rarely or never use. The worst part
is that this is happening at a time when the federal
Liberal Treasurer is forcing low to middle-income
earners to share the burden after brutally attacking the
seniors, the students, the sick and the poor in the federal
Liberal budget. The government has failed to release its
business case for the project. It cannot pass a
cost-benefit analysis. Kenneth Davidson wrote in an
article in the Age that over a 20-year period the
east–west link project will cost somewhere around
$36.1 billion to $41.7 billion. This is over the 20-year
life of the public-private partnership.
There is no way the road could be financed by tolls. As
a toll road it would need to cover an annual charge of
about $2.1 billion paid to the private owner or it would
need to be collected from a charge of $72 per car based
on 80 000 vehicle trips a day. Even if this is financed by
public debt, presently costing 3.6 per cent due to
Victoria’s long history of a AAA credit rating, the toll
would still need to be around $45 to cover the cost of
borrowing. No private investor would be foolish
enough to take the risk of financing the road via tolls.
Eventually the government will have to pay around
$2.1 billion in taxpayers money annually if the project
goes ahead. Victoria’s revenue is expected to be
$28 billion in 2014–15. This means Victoria’s taxes
and charges would have to be increased by 9.4 per cent
for just one road. Make no mistake, any money such as
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the so-called $3 billion coming from the federal
government is money coming out of other Victorian
projects, unless the Prime Minister is going to pinch
from the infrastructure money rightfully owned by
other states. At the end of the day Victorians are getting
hurt by the short-sighted policies of the Liberals at all
levels of government.
Are they even on the right track on rail? Unfortunately
not, according to Melbourne Lord Mayor Robert Doyle.
In the Age of 19 February he colourfully described this
government’s short-sighted and mean-spirited decision
to go ahead with a cut-down, cheaper version of the
Melbourne Metro Rail Tunnel, which is now called the
Melbourne rail link. He was quoted as saying:
The Berlin Wall was a 30-year mistake but not building
Metro One in the original way it was designed would be a
100-year catastrophe for our city.

This government had one chance to build a world-class
public transport system, and it blew it. Instead of
doubling the size of the city loop, it is disconnecting it
from the south-eastern suburbs. There will be a
dramatic reduction in lines going through the city loop,
which includes the Cranbourne line. Approximately
150 000 people live and work in the Parkville precinct.
The students, patients and parents visiting their sick
children at the new children’s hospital will be subject to
a lot of unnecessary inconvenience. It is very important
to have the underground stations to cover vital places
such as the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre, the
Parkville Research Precinct, the University of
Melbourne, the Royal Melbourne Hospital and the
Royal Women’s Hospital. Rather than building useful
projects the government is wasting money on a rail
tunnel that will bypass the CBD and the Parkville
precinct, where people want to go, and divert to
Fishermans Bend, where there are no people. The
breaking of the big election promise to build the
railway lines to Rowville and Doncaster is a living,
breathing example of the Liberal Party sticking to its
tradition of breaking promises.
The Napthine government has spent an average of only
$278 million a year on school capital. In comparison, in
its last term Labor’s average school capital investment
was $467 million a year. These lower figures will be
further reduced as a result of the Abbott federal
government’s budget cutbacks to the Australian
education system, which are in the order of $3 billion a
year. In government, Labor promised and delivered
over $8 million for the modernisation of stages 1 and 2
of the much-needed works at the Cranbourne
Secondary College. Unfortunately this coalition
government, which promised to fix the problems, does
not have the money to complete the final stage of the
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college upgrade. The Cranbourne Secondary College
council president says that decrepit buildings and
equipment in the non-renovated middle school are
contributing to students dropping out before they reach
their senior years. She says that completion of the final
stage of the refurbishment has become urgent to help
school administration prevent this loss.
The list of new schools on page 21 of budget paper 4,
2014–15 State Capital Program, confirms that there is
no money allocated for the construction of any school
in Cranbourne. Neither the cost of construction of any
primary school nor an estimated starting or completion
date of any Cranbourne school is listed. That is
definitely the case for all 11 primary schools listed on
that page. Interestingly at page 22 budget paper 4,
shows a total estimated investment of $940 000 in
Cranbourne West Primary School. There is an
estimated expenditure of $188 000 in 2014–15 and an
estimated completion date of the fourth quarter of the
2017–18 financial year. I ask the Minister for Education
and the Premier, who announced this funding, to let the
house know which project will be completed with this
money by 2017–18. One would expect there to be a
project when a completion time of the fourth quarter of
the 2017–18 financial year is specified in the budget
papers, which are very important documents.
Interestingly after the Premier made this announcement,
the school received advice from the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development that the
infrastructure division of the department was taking
control of the money and that the school needed to set
up some projects and then apply for the money from
Treasury.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr PERERA — Yes, that is right. This is after the
Premier had gone all the way to Cranbourne to
announce the allocation of that money for the school.
The school has not bid for the money because it does
not have a specific project lined up, and now the money
will be denied if the school cannot come up with a
project. What a shifty set of circumstances created by a
desperate government. My hunch is that this is a similar
situation to that of Frankston High School, which the
member for Frankston spoke about.
Mr Herbert — It is the money fairy; it is money
from the sky.
Mr PERERA — That is right. When making the
announcement the Premier told the school community
that the money was to enhance learning opportunities
for students at Cranbourne West Primary School. It was
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a very general statement. There were no strings
attached and no time frame. He said the money would
be given to the school as part of the May budget. There
are many witnesses to confirm this. This has turned out
to be a blatant lie and a traditional Liberal-Abbott-style
broken promise.
Cranbourne West Primary School has a lot of
maintenance work in the pipeline. The school has been
neglected in the past three years under the Napthine
coalition government. The Cranbourne West
socioeconomic status (SES) score was 0.69 in 2011.
The rule was to provide Smarter Schools National
Partnerships money to all schools with SES levels
above 0.65. However, the Victorian government raised
the level to 0.70, and Cranbourne West Primary School
missed out two years in a row. On top of this, since
2011 the school has received only the first year of the
national partnership numeracy funding from the
three-year funding cycle.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr PERERA — That is right. Therefore since the
Victorian coalition government came to office,
Cranbourne West Primary School has lost close to
$1 million in national partnerships money. I ask the
government to do the right thing immediately and
transfer the promised money to the school’s account
without insisting on the school making up a project to
apply for the money. The Liberals in the national
capital, Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s team, are doing
what they are good at — cutting funding from service
delivery. Considering the federal government’s
$30 billion cuts to education, it is unlikely that any of
the state government budget education commitments
will be delivered in Cranbourne or elsewhere.
The Napthine government was also supposed to fund
an increase of $5.4 billion over six years under the
Gonski Better Schools agreement. The budget includes
only $563 million towards that, which shows that this
government walked away from Gonski even before
Prime Minister Tony Abbott did. In my electorate of
Cranbourne many schools are below the state average
and are relying on the Gonski equity funding to
improve results across the board.
Crime in our local area continues to rise under this
government. So much for its tough-on-crime approach.
Victoria Police statistics show an increase in crime of
3.2 per cent in the Casey catchment area. Crime across
Victoria has increased by 3.1 per cent, yet there is no
money in this budget to deliver on the election promise
of reducing crime.
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It is very unfortunate that the Napthine government has
put domestic violence on the backburner in the last
three years and again in this budget. It is unfortunate to
have to say that domestic violence is certainly a grave
concern in my electorate of Cranbourne. We see our
local community legal centre representatives attending
the local Magistrates Court three times a week now
instead of the once a week it used to visit, to help
victims of domestic violence. They are required to
formally lodge with the court applications for relevant
intervention orders for the safety of themselves and
their families.
Today, especially in Cranbourne, principals and
teachers in our schools are making sure that parents
who have had intervention orders served on them do
not come near their children while their children are at
school. Domestic violence is a crime, and it ought to be
treated as such. It is the leading contributor to death and
disability of Australian women under 45. Fiona
McCormack from Domestic Violence Victoria said this
about the lack of resources for family violence
prevention in the budget:
The murders of these women and children have taken place
while Victoria’s been on the stewardship of Denis Napthine.
We’re asking him to meet with the families of victims and
explain to them … why this figures so little in the
government’s priorities.
It’s an absolute disgrace.

Labor acknowledges that the growing national crisis
requires a formal inquiry covering the law, resources
and effects relating to the problem, which is
increasingly being prosecuted by police. The Victorian
Leader of the Opposition, Daniel Andrews, announced
that Australia’s first royal commission into domestic
violence would be held under a Labor government in
Victoria. This is a great initiative.
Let us look at the Napthine government’s priorities. It is
spending $447 million on new prison beds but only
$222 million on hospital beds. The health services
performance data for the December 2013 quarter,
released four months late, shows that more people are
waiting for surgery, nearly one in five ambulances are
ramping — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
this evening to support the Appropriation (2014–2015)
Bill 2014. The bill is essentially the piece of legislation
that supports the budget of the state of Victoria. There
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are many other components, but the appropriation bill is
the most significant one.
I am pleased to say that this budget is about jobs, it is
about economic growth and it is about opportunities for
all Victorians. It is a budget that supports a strong
economy, because without a strong economy we do not
have the resources we need to produce the services, to
provide the facilities that our growing state very much
needs. With a strong economy we can build the
infrastructure we need, we can provide the schools and
the hospitals we need, we can give families the support
they need and we can provide the services they need.
This budget delivers on all those things. That is why I
am pleased to support it this evening.
I want to work through a range of issues about
particular portfolios. Probably the best place to start is
with the portfolio of the Treasurer himself. It is
important to note that this budget very much continues
the tradition of getting expenditure growth back under
control. If we look at the years 2001 to 2010, we see —
spectacularly — in the final year of that decade annual
expenditure growth of 12.6 per cent, but more
importantly, over that decade average expenditure
growth of 8 per cent. If we move forward to the last
four years, including the year covered by the current
budget, under this government we see an average
expenditure growth of 3.1 per cent and over the forward
estimates period an average growth of 2.6 per cent.
Getting expenditure under control means we have a
sustainable budget — unlike the structural deficit I
referred to in a contribution earlier today.
Surpluses are very much about funding the
infrastructure program. We have heard the opposition
leader say that it just could not keep up when in
government. This is a government that is determined
not to fall into that trap. We have relatively high
population growth; we need to keep building facilities,
keep improving services, or quality of life will suffer.
Again it is instructive to look at the three periods: the
decade to 2010, with an average investment under the
former government of $3.4 billion per annum; the
period that this government has been in office, with an
average investment of $5.4 billion per annum; and the
budget and forward estimates period, with an average
investment of $6.8 billion — in other words, double the
investment of the decade to 2009–10.
Comment has been made about the issue of the GST,
and certainly the distribution remains inequitable. The
situation in 2009–10 was that we were receiving, in
rough terms, 93 cents in the dollar. In this budget we
are now down to 88 cents in the dollar. If you look at
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New South Wales — as comparable a state as any, I
would suggest — it is getting up around 96 cents for
every dollar of GST that it pays; and our friends further
north, in Queensland, are getting up around $1.08 for
every dollar they pay in GST. The budget also includes
some tax reforms, which the house discussed during
debate on another bill earlier today.
Turning to the health portfolio, there are a couple of
matters I want to address. There is some $14.9 billion in
total health funding for 2014–15 — up 27 per cent, or
$3.2 billion, since this government came to office. We
have invested in hospitals, we have invested in our
capital stock, and we have also invested in services.
There is $439 million more for acute health this year
than in the 2013–14 budget and $190 million over four
years for elective surgery.
I will make some comment about ambulance services.
Since this government came to office there has been an
increase in ambulance funding of 28 per cent —
$154 million — up to $697 million in 2014–15. That
has allowed us to employ 340 more ambulance officers.
It is interesting to note that 98 per cent of the
community is satisfied with the performance of
Ambulance Victoria. There is also a further
$6.6 million in this year’s budget for ambulance service
growth.
The aspect I really wish to address specifically is the
Ambulance Transfer Taskforce. In March of 2012–13
ambulance transfer performance stood at 76.7 per cent.
In March this year that had risen to 82.7 per cent, and
the provisional data for April — which is what was
available at the time I received this information from
the Minister for Health — shows it was 89.4 per cent. It
is a significant improvement in that area.
In terms of capital investment in health, we have
$4.5 billion of health capital projects under way,
including the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre,
Monash Children’s and the Royal Victorian Eye and
Ear Hospital; the Northern, Werribee Mercy,
Frankston, Box Hill, Sunshine and Maroondah
hospitals; the Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and Waurn
Ponds hospitals; and projects at Echuca, Kilmore,
Charlton and Numurkah as well as the South West
Radiotherapy Centre.
Over our term in office we have invested significantly
in capital works for health. We have had to catch up on
a long period of neglect, and one of the best examples
of that is the $81 million that is going into Frankston
Hospital, where the emergency department expansion is
now well out of the ground. That emergency
department has had its problems, and they are well
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catalogued, but despite their best efforts, the terrific
medical staff at Frankston are trying to work in
facilities that are hopelessly out of date.
In the community services portfolio I wish to mention
in three significant areas. During the term in office of
this government funding in the child protection and
family services area has increased by 30 per cent,
funding in the disability services area by 22 per cent
and concessions to pensioners and beneficiaries by
46 per cent.
One aspect I want to address in particular is the
implementation of Services Connect. As the minister
described it, this is a transformational reform. We have
often talked, both in this chamber and beyond, about
the challenges faced in agencies such as community
services, where there tends to be a silo approach with
specialist operators working solely within their own
field, meaning that one client might need to see a
number of workers. With Services Connect clients see
one key worker. There is one needs assessment, one
client record and one plan right across the range of
service delivery areas that may be required for that
client. In this budget the Services Connect model is
extended to sites in the non-government sector. There
will also be the first phase of a single-client view IT
system. Obviously when reforms of this magnitude are
undertaken, the IT needs to catch up as well. This
budget funds the first phase of an online system to
increase self-service activities.
In out-of-home care there has been an increase of
$250 million in additional funding over the last four
budgets. The five-year out-of-home-care plan has been
developed, with $128 million going into it. This is not
just a plan; it is a funded plan. Importantly not only will
there be an increase in staffing and the level of support
for young people in care but within five years every
young person in residential care will have a therapeutic
placement. They will not simply have someone to keep
an eye on them but will have a therapeutic placement to
ensure they get the support they need.
Moving on to higher education and skills very briefly, I
want to recognise that we have had a terrific boost in
both funding and participation in higher education, with
spending up from $800 million in 2010–11 to
$1.2 billion in the current year. Participation is up from
426 900 students to 645 000. Clearly the system is
delivering. It is also interesting to consider the increase
in the number of government-subsidised students since
2010. There has been a 116 per cent increase in
participants who were unemployed people looking for
jobs and needing the training to get into jobs, which is
after all what skills training is all about; a 95 per cent
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increase in participants from culturally and
linguistically diverse communities; a 49 per cent
increase in participants who have a disability; and a
35 per cent increase in Indigenous participants.
Interestingly, in 2013 TAFEs had 27 000 more
enrolments than they did in 2010. Contrary to the
nonsense the Labor Party serves up frequently about the
decline of TAFE and the claims that the whole system
is not working, there is a 50 per cent increase in funding
and a huge increase in participation, and TAFE
numbers are up very substantially.
We have an excellent major projects process running,
and I will quickly identify the main factors. The
Melbourne Park redevelopment continues. I walk or
run past that facility every morning while we are in this
place, and it is looking terrific. There is tremendous
work going on with the Galleries of Remembrance
project at the Shrine of Remembrance. The anniversary
of the commencement of World War I is coming up,
and the necessary work is being done there. The shrine
is a special place, and the work being done will ensure
that it remains a special place for future Victorians. The
Ballarat West employment zone, which is adjacent to
the Ballarat airport and adjacent to the Ballarat West
growth area, is a great example of driving opportunities
for regional Victoria. It is a terrific project. There is also
Federation Square East and E-gate, among a number of
other projects.
There is significant investment in public transport and
significant investment in roads. I could take 15 minutes
just talking about the east–west link and the huge
investment in public transport; there is a record level of
investment in public transport under this government.
Sadly I do not have that 15 minutes.
I will comment briefly on a couple of matters relating to
my portfolio as Parliamentary Secretary for Local
Government and to the Mornington electorate. The
local government portfolio relates to a very significant
sector which has $8.3 billion in annual revenue and
which had $73 billion in assets as at June 2013. The
average rural council budget is $41 million, the average
metropolitan council budget is $154 million and
municipalities have populations ranging from 3000 to
275 000. Councils are therefore very diverse and very
important in delivering services to the community.
It has been great to be part of the biggest local
government reforms in the last couple of decades. I
want to recognise the efforts of the former Minister for
Local Government, the member for Shepparton, who I
have worked with since February 2008. She has done a
terrific job in that portfolio. More recently the member
for Gippsland East has had big shoes to fill as the
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minister and is doing a good job on that score so far. I
look forward to the reform process continuing. It is
worth noting that total state funding for local
governments in this budget is $903 million, close to
$1 billion. Local government funding has increased by
64 per cent over the term of this government.
In the Mornington electorate we have had significant
recent investment, and it serves us well: Peninsula Link,
Mornington pier with $16 million, Mount Martha Life
Saving Club and Frankston Hospital with an
$81 million investment. We were not left out in this
budget, and I was very pleased to see terrific support for
public transport and a boost in bus services. We have a
good bus system, and a lot of money is going into bus
services. There is also money going into Moorooduc
Primary School, which is also very welcome.
This budget is about jobs, about economic growth,
about opportunity and about building a better
Victoria — and the budget delivers on all those things. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I am delighted to have
the opportunity before the dinner break, brief as it may
be, to make some comments on the Appropriation
(2014–2015) Bill 2014. Budgets are moments of great
promise — the sort of great promise that the Napthine
government pretended it was going to deliver before it
was elected in 2010, because it ran around and made a
series of critical promises. I will reflect upon those
promises and whether or not they have been delivered
in the budget, because many of them have not.
When one goes through the budget one sees that core
public transport promises broken by the Napthine
government include Doncaster rail, Rowville rail,
Southland station, Melbourne Metro rail, building a
railway line between Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo,
and of course the redevelopment of Flinders Street
station. When one interrogates the budget a little more
one sees broken promises to commence construction on
the Bayswater level crossings at Mountain Highway
and Scoresby Road. The government has failed to
provide funding for the $17.5 million to acquit this
promise.
The government has failed to deliver funding for
15 next generation trains. It promised 40 before the last
state election, but it has only committed to deliver 25 as
part of the Cranbourne-Pakenham project, and it has
failed to invest in this budget to deliver the
additional 15. It has failed to deliver on the
10 additional new trams. That is a failure of its election
commitment to purchase an additional 10 E-class trams
on top of the 50 E-class trams ordered under the Labor
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government. When it comes to Ballan, it has failed to
fulfil its election commitments to construct a second
160-metre platform, a safe pedestrian crossing and a
new passing loop. Instead, all that the people of Ballan
are going to get is the passing loop.
The government has failed when it comes to the
Frankston transit interchange, with just $700 000 spent
in 2013–14. It simply will not fulfil its election
commitment to redevelop the Frankston station
precinct. There has been too much time wasted and a
failure to deliver on this project. Of course it has failed
to acquit its election commitment to deliver a
$50 million first-term investment for design, planning,
land acquisition and preliminary construction works on
the rail link. Instead it has invested only $3 million in
previous budgets and $1.3 million towards the plan in
this budget. Yet again we see great broken promises.
We also see a number of significant public transport
timetable blow-outs. The Bayside rail improvement
projects have blown out from mid-2016 to quarter 4 of
2016–17. We have seen the delivery of metropolitan
rolling stock blow out from mid-2014 to quarter 4 of
2015–16. We have seen a number of significant cost
blow-outs, not the least of which includes the Balaclava
station redevelopment, with a budget blow-out of over
$7 million.
What we have actually seen is that this government has
got itself into strife on public transport. Instead of
stepping up, taking responsibility and admitting it has
broken several core and important public transport
promises that it made before the last state election, it
has tried to wave a couple of shiny things over here to
divert the public’s attention from its broken promises. If
the Napthine government cannot be trusted to deliver
what it promised in 2010, why should we trust it to
deliver what it promises in 2014? I do not think people
will take the government seriously.
In the brief time I have left I will quickly reflect upon a
couple of the core false promises made in this budget.
The first one is the Melbourne rail link. When one
thinks about what purpose it serves, what it represents
and what it does, the only conclusion one can reach is
that this project has been designed with one object in
mind, and that is to buy time for this government. But it
did not have to buy time. The electorate gave it time. It
had four years to lay out a blueprint or at least a
foundation, but three budgets came and went and
nothing new of substance or significance occurred
when it came to transport infrastructure.
The government was desperate and decided it had to
come up with something to try to hoodwink the
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electorate into believing that it was actually investing in
public transport, so it sketched something up very
quickly and called it a link. I have to say, as this project
becomes the subject of greater scrutiny, it becomes
pretty clear that this project is more of a wink than a
link, and we know how much the Liberal Party likes to
wink every now and then.
Mr Herbert — It will sink just as quickly.
Ms HENNESSY — It perhaps will sink just as
quick. But you only have to look at what will be
delivered in these significant projects over the next
three years to see that the answer is nothing — nothing
but pamphlets and taxpayer-funded advertising all
designed to give the government political cover. There
is classic doublespeak contained in all of it. That is why
this government has not been able to demonstrate that
any of these projects have a comprehensive business
case. That is why there has been no detailed
cost-benefit analysis on any increase to rail services that
might be delivered. That is why there has been no
comprehensive modelling on how it would improve the
reliability of the network.
There has been no detailed comparison done with
Melbourne Metro. Melbourne Metro has been assessed
by Infrastructure Australia, yet the Liberal Party’s wink
has not. Melbourne Metro will double the size of the
city loop and build new and significantly improved
stations, and the wink will not match it. The Leader of
the Opposition hit the nail on the head when he said the
Melbourne rail link announcement is a ‘complete
betrayal of the promise and potential’ of the Metro rail
link and a ‘pale imitation’. The sad truth is this
government has absolutely no intention of ever building
it.
Let us look at some of the other issues. The Premier got
on morning radio during budget week and claimed
there had been geotechnical work done on the route —
wrong. The Minister for Public Transport under
questioning by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee was forced to reveal that there has in fact
been no geotechnical work done to assess whether or
not this proposal can actually be delivered. It scrapped
four important new stations: Arden, Parkville, CBD
North and CBD South.
This plan fundamentally fails to take people to the areas
of Melbourne to which they want to travel. Those areas
have been assessed in a plan that has been the subject of
a business case and has been identified by Infrastructure
Australia as our greatest and most important transport
project. That is why the Liberal Lord Mayor of the City
of Melbourne has said that this is a once-in-a-100-year
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opportunity, and the Liberal Party has botched it. I note
also that last night the City of Melbourne, by
unanimous acclamation, passed a motion supporting the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel project — the one Labor
had committed to build.
There has been absolutely no public consultation on the
new route. It will result in significant land acquisition at
South Yarra. Under this government but during the
time we had a different Premier, undergrounding at
South Yarra was the subject of much debate and
deliberation. Ultimately it was decided that land
acquisition at South Yarra was too significant an issue
for that undergrounding to proceed. With the hastily
sketched casino link there is land acquisition but no
detail, we have a route that takes people to places
nobody wants to go to, there has been no business case
whatsoever and the metropolitan network plan has been
ripped up. It is an absolute disaster.
This is a government that is in serious trouble on public
transport. The public will not be hoodwinked. Members
of the public know that the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel
is in fact the project we absolutely need. Members of
this government have broken all the promises on public
transport they made before the last election. They have
not delivered on them. The public will not be
hoodwinked again.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise to speak in
support of the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014.
This is a wonderful budget for Victoria, and especially
for the Mordialloc electorate. We are a government
with a plan to build a better Victoria; we are a
government with a plan to build the infrastructure
required so that Victoria does not grind to a halt as
growth puts pressure on transport networks and
services. We have an infrastructure Premier leading an
infrastructure government, and we certainly have not
forgotten our services. Fortunately, after almost four
years of outstanding financial management —
something Labor could only dream of — we are in a
financial position to be able to deliver this
infrastructure. A return to Labor in November could
mean a return to the bad old days of financial
mismanagement and an inability to build the
infrastructure required.
For us the budget is not just about building projects of
statewide significance; it is about building the local
infrastructure required. There is no better example than
in the Mordialloc electorate. In this budget the
Mordialloc electorate has received $21 million to build
Southland railway station; $10.6 million to build the
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Mordialloc bypass; zone 1 and zone 2 travel for the
price of zone 1 fares, saving daily commuters to the city
around $1200 a year; $1.3 million to upgrade
Mordialloc College; $1.2 million to upgrade Aspendale
Gardens Primary School; $457 000 to upgrade
Mentone Park Primary School; $392 000 to upgrade
Chelsea Primary School; and, finally, the Melbourne
rail link and airport link.
This builds upon previous budgets, which included
$156 million to complete the Dingley bypass;
$115 million to fix and upgrade the Frankston line; and
more than $16.3 million for education facilities, which
includes $8.3 million for Parkdale Secondary College,
$2 million for Aspendale Primary School, $3.5 million
for Parkdale and Edithvale children and family hubs,
$2.5 million for Dingley Primary School — and more.
We dredged the Mordialloc Creek at a cost of
$6 million. We have done the Springvale Road grade
separation, and we are building Monash Children’s
hospital and much more.
On a statewide level this budget continues our course of
responsible economic management. By the way, a big
credit for this goes to our Treasurer, Michael O’Brien,
for his hard work and leadership. Well done to the
Treasurer on a great budget.
This budget dedicates record spending to services,
including: a record $1.2 billion for training, an
additional $5.4 billion for schools, an additional
$1.4 billion for hospitals, more police, and a record
$27 billion for infrastructure. The Melbourne rail link,
which has a capacity boost of 30 per cent, is also part of
this budget. There will be capacity for 35 000 extra
commuters in peak times. This project includes two
new stations and new platforms at Southern Cross and
South Yarra — and, unlike Labor, we will connect
electricity to them! Of course there is also the east–west
link, the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening, the
largest level crossing removal program ever, 12 new
schools and over 70 school upgrades. There are new
prison places, tens of thousands of jobs, a $1.3 billion
surplus and much more.
Let us look at the Mordialloc electorate projects in
more detail. There is $21 million to build Southland
station. This is a station that is expected to be the fourth
busiest on the Frankston line, catering for to about
4400 commuters a day. That would mean fewer cars on
the Nepean Highway and surrounds. That is great for
our environment. This is a project that governments
have spoken about since the 1960s, but this is the only
government that is actually delivering. There is a
$10.6 million allocation to plan for the Mordialloc
bypass, which was formerly known as the Mornington
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Peninsula Freeway extension. In 1999 Labor promised
to build this road by 2010. It goes to show that you
cannot trust Labor; it did not even put a cent into it,
despite this being an area that put Labor into
government. There were nothing but broken promises
back then.
Within three and a half years of coming to office, the
coalition government, encouraged by the member for
Carrum and me, delivered our promised study, which
has led to this funding to plan and prepare for that
much-needed road. This is not an election promise, but
real money to properly plan the road. Last week the
Premier came out to formally announce the project. We
were joined by representatives of Kingston City
Council, Frankston City Council and VicRoads. It is a
real win for the whole region. It will take cars off Wells
Road, Nepean Highway and local roads like White
Street. I have also met with the Aspendale Gardens
Residents Association, and it does brilliant work for the
community under the longstanding leadership of Ken
Carney. Whilst the residents are cautious about this
road, because Labor politicians have broken promises
to them before, they are pleased that genuine progress
has been made.
Now I will look at the zones 1 and 2 travel for the price
of zone 1 fares. It has a saving for commuters going
into the city from my electorate of around $1200 a year,
and an annual saving for myki pass-holders of over
$750. This is a great saving for families struggling with
the cost of living as well as being a great move to
encourage people out of cars and onto trains. We forced
the former Labor government to reduce Melbourne’s
three zones to a more sensible two. Now we are making
it even fairer for those in zone 2.
An amount of $1.3 million has been allocated to start
the upgrade to Mordialloc College. For 11 years state
Labor totally ignored this school. They let it run down,
and we are making a start on getting it back on track.
Labor has made hollow promises, but we are delivering
real funds. There is a $1.2 million to upgrade
Aspendale Gardens Primary School. Whilst it is up to
the school to determine how it spends these funds, I am
sure it will use them to start the replacement of the
many portables it currently has. I joined the principal,
Cheryle Osborne, recently to announce the funding at
the school assembly. It is a terrific school with a great
community focus. The whole school community was
ecstatic to know that the school can now move forward.
Mentone Park Primary School has received $457 000 to
upgrade its facilities. Some time ago I met with the
principal, Kendra Parker, at the school, as I did with
many of my schools to listen to their needs. Mentone
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Park Primary School had some particularly pressing
needs. Essentially once again Labor’s maintenance
neglect had left the school in great need. Again, it is up
to that very good school and its council to determine
how it will use these funds, but a toilet block and hall
repairs are very high on their agenda. I am very pleased
to have been able to deliver these funds.
Chelsea Primary School received $392 000 for its
upgrade. This small school just goes quietly about its
business of educating students, and it does it very well.
Last week the Premier came to visit and there were
literally tears of joy. You could see it was a very big
thing for the school. Principal Michelle Liddle and the
team were genuinely thrilled to be receiving funds, and
to have the Premier visit to personally deliver the news
was amazing for them. It was really heart-warming. I
was so pleased to have been able to deliver for such a
great school community.
Finally, there are the benefits of Melbourne rail link and
airport link. For years Melburnians have known it to be
logical to have a train travel from the city to the airport.
Many have spoken about it over many years, but it is
this government that has positioned Victoria to be able
to deliver it. It will be a great thing for my electorate,
which has five stations and another two just outside it.
Quick and easy access to the airport without having to
pay for airport parking will be a real bonus. Melbourne
rail link tackles a real problem. Annual public transport
patronage will hit 1 billion passengers by 2031, and
without new infrastructure it will grind to a halt.
Melbourne rail link will expand peak capacity by 30 per
cent, whereas Labor’s thought bubbles do not even get
close to this. We are taking pressure off the points
where the system fails, so that if there is an incident
only one or two lines will be affected rather than the
whole network.
Of course it is in true coalition fashion that we continue
to work to cut the cost of living. The cost of living
always soars under Labor. Labor’s inefficiencies, things
like union deals and cost blow-outs, always come back
to hit consumers. I remind members of the desalination
plant, myki, HealthSMART and the many other
projects that blew out under the previous government.
We have recently announced $100-a-year savings on
water bills for many residents, including those serviced
by South East Water in my electorate. There are payroll
tax cuts for businesses. These moves come on top of
other initiatives like the fare reductions mentioned
earlier, flexible electricity pricing, increasing the
concession for first home buyers stamp duty, doubling
the funding for utility concessions, and other initiatives
that we introduced earlier in our term — for example,
halving ambulance membership fees, free zoos on
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weekends for kids, sporting uniform grants and many
more things.
In summary, this is a wonderful and fantastic budget for
Victoria and especially for the Mordialloc electorate.
The feedback from people in the street in my electorate
has been fantastic. We are a government with a plan to
build a better Victoria with bold infrastructure and
world-class services. We can deliver because of
outstanding financial management — something, no
matter how hard it tries, Labor cannot match. This
budget delivers statewide and in the Mordialloc
electorate. It builds upon previous budget successes for
Mordialloc. I say well done to the Treasurer on such a
brilliant budget. It is a great budget for the Mordialloc
district and a great budget for Victoria. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It seems like
every budget these days needs to be defined by a slogan
or headline. The spin doctors receive their directions
from the faceless minders in the Premier’s office
around the corner to make the masses stand up and take
notice. Words such as ‘game-changer’ and
‘transformational’ are used repetitively to sell the
government’s message. It is as though if you do not
flick the neon blinking lights on, a budget is not worth
delivering.
This 2014–15 budget is being sold as an infrastructure
budget. The words ‘ambitious’ and ‘transformational’
can be found in the first paragraph of the Treasurer’s
budget speech. It is all too familiar. But where are the
human faces in this budget? Where are the stories of
Victorians who are struggling from week to week?
Budgets are not about slogans and headlines; budgets
are supposed to be about real people and their needs.
Budgets should be about delivering for the voiceless
and the vulnerable. Many of those voiceless and
vulnerable people are victims of family or domestic
violence. In the context of this debate, it is for those
people that I will speak tonight through my budget
response speech.
Law and order was a hot button political issue in the
lead-up to the 2010 election. Despite Labor delivering
11 consecutive years of crime rate reductions, the
coalition had convinced Victorians that crime was
rampant. In the coalition’s view, no-one was safe. The
coalition went to its grab bag of slogans and promised
to get tough on crime. In April 2010 in a media release
the coalition proclaimed:
We will make Victoria safe again …

It also stated:
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It is a basic responsibility of government to protect its
citizens.

The coalition was determined to use fear as a central
motivator for people as they went to the ballot box in
November 2010. Shortly after that election the then
Premier, the member for Hawthorn, cranked up those
blinking neon lights again and released what was called
a ‘family statement’. Some members in this place might
remember that family statement. Grand promises were
made. A so-called family benefits test was promised.
Every new policy or decision was supposed to pass that
test. They were the promises and that was the context
back in 2010. Three and half years on and it is
appropriate to reflect on how far this government has
come and the priorities that sit behind this budget.
If the test before the last state election was crime rates,
then it is only fair that the same measure be applied to
Premier Napthine’s government today. Set aside the
1700 additional police, who were in fact funded by the
Labor government in its 2010–11 budget and let us
have a look at what is happening with crime. The truth
is that crime is up everywhere. There are almost
40 000 more offences recorded per year in Victoria
now compared to the figure in Labor’s last year in
government. The number of assaults across Victoria has
climbed from 35 000 per year under Labor to more than
46 000 under the Liberals. Drug offences are up by
more than 6000. Weapons offences have climbed more
than 4500. It is all up. Only a delusional government
would boast about increased crime rates, increased
prison rates and increased reoffending rates, but that is
exactly what we are hearing from Liberal members
right now. They are absolutely delusional. They have
failed to make Victoria safe. In fact, they have made
Victoria less safe. The statistics do not lie.
Where have the Premier and the Liberals been in
relation to family violence? You have only to look at
this budget to delve deeply into the issue of family
violence and the failure of the Napthine government to
prioritise it. We are all becoming far too familiar with
the sad reality and devastating effects of family
violence. According to the Domestic Violence Victoria
website:
A woman is killed in Australia almost every week by a
partner or ex-partner …
More than one in three Australian women … who have had
an intimate partner, have experienced violence from a partner
or ex-partner.

and —
Violence against women and children cost the Victorian
economy $3.4 billion in 2009.
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Victoria Police recorded that there were 60 829 family
violence incident reports in 2012–13 — up by more
than 10 000 in just one year. That is a staggering jump
which simply cannot all be attributed to more reporting.
The Age newspaper recently reported:
The number of people arrested for domestic violence
homicides has jumped astonishingly. In 2011–12 there were
13, in 2012–13 there were 45.

That is almost one a week, which is in line with the
national average. That is horrific. That is a crisis.
Recent deaths in Victoria have highlighted the extent of
this emergency. The names Rosie and Luke Batty are
etched in our minds for all the wrong reasons. Both are
tragic victims of family violence, as too are Fiona
Warzywoda and beautiful little sisters Savannah and
Indianna.
These individuals are the public faces of this human
misery. The suffering must stop, and the case for
change is compelling. The case for government action
is clear and expected, and there can be no doubt that
tackling family violence is the no. 1 community safety
issue in Victoria. But you would not know that by
looking at the Napthine government’s state budget. The
budget contains little new money to tackle family
violence.
Instead of the $16 million sought by family violence
groups to significantly expand vital risk management
work, the budget allocated just $4.5 million. The size of
this paltry allocation reportedly caused Fiona
McCormack, the head of Domestic Violence Victoria,
to weep — and with good reason. Ms McCormack and
other hardworking advocates from across the family
violence sector had their hopes lifted by a Premier who
last year was happy to pose for photos on the front page
of the Herald Sun newspaper with other Victorian
leaders as part of the Take a Stand campaign. Those
front page newspaper photos were accompanied by
bold statements about his government being committed
to preventing violence against women.
If the government believes it has got the balance right
with this budget, then it is sadly mistaken. Consider the
comments by some of the leading family violence
advocates in the aftermath of the budget. Annette
Gillespie, chief executive of Women’s Domestic
Violence Crisis Service, said she was ‘incredibly
disappointed’ with the budget, and described the
$4.5 million allocation as ‘a pittance’.
Rodney Vlais, acting chief executive of Victoria’s
Men’s Referral Service, asked:
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Where is the government’s heart? Where is the government’s
leadership?

The Herald Sun of 12 May 2014 stated:
Actions speak louder than words, and Dr Napthine has the
power to make a difference. He has the power to save lives.
It’s time he funded this fight properly and assure us that he
means to Take a Stand.

There was commentary from others too. I refer to a
very thought-provoking piece published on the
NewMatilda independent media website by Sally
Parnell, acting CEO of Jesuit Social Services.
Ms Parnell notes that the 2014–15 budget makes a
$453 million allocation towards Victoria’s largest ever
prison expansion program. This expansion program
includes a 34 per cent capacity increase for the
women’s prison system to take the capacity from
416 to 561 places. This demand is being driven by the
Napthine government’s failed policies. Ms Parnell
referred to a 2004 study by Holly Johnson, which
indicates that a staggeringly high 87 per cent sample of
female prisoners in Victoria were the victims of sexual,
physical or emotional abuse prior to entering the
criminal justice system. She argues that the failure to
properly support women drives some to crime.
Ms Parnell also states in response to the budget that:
… a large percentage of the women who will fill the 145 new
prison beds in Victoria will themselves be victims of not only
family violence but the state’s inadequate response to it. One
might conclude that investing a percentage of the money
spent on the prison beds into improving responses to family
violence could eliminate the requirement for many of the new
beds in the first place.

That is a very compelling argument. It is an argument
that the Napthine government has ignored.
Chief Commissioner of Police Ken Lay has been an
outstanding advocate in relation to the issue of family
violence. He has been prepared to lead. In the aftermath
of Luke Batty’s death Ken Lay hoped for a watershed
moment, and I admire his leadership on this issue. The
chief commissioner is right to speak up and speak out.
As politicians we all carry a responsibility to lead on
this issue. I, for one, was very concerned that a
leadership void had been created by our political
leaders following the recent spate of family
violence-related deaths in Victoria. There seemed to be
a distinct lack of urgency on the issue. This lack of
urgency has been reflected in the state budget.
This was reaffirmed in the budget estimates hearings
when the member for Brunswick asked the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services whether the
government stood by its target, which was published in
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the budget papers, to reduce the number of family
violence incidents by 20 per cent in the 2014–15
period. In fact the member for Brunswick had to ask the
question twice to try to get a straight answer out of the
minister.
What was also revealed in the budget estimates
hearings is that the government is spending $1 million
more on an IT system to support the rollout of tasers
across country Victoria than on upgrades to improve
the time taken to upload warrants onto the police
system. In fact the Napthine government is spending
more than double the amount on rectifying black spot
coverage for protective service officers’ (PSOs) radios
than it is on improving the warrant system for police.
This is a measure of the government’s priorities. It
seems that tasers and PSOs are more important to this
government than preventing family violence.
This point was captured in a media release dated 4 May
2014 issued jointly by No to Violence and Domestic
Violence Victoria. Rodney Vlais, acting CEO of No to
Violence stated:
The community has a right to expect safety on Victoria’s
public transport system, and for the government to address
this. Yet with $300 million spent on PSOs when one person is
murdered per year on average on public transport, the
community also has the right to expect the Victorian
government to invest more than $1.1 million new money per
year to prevent the much higher number of family violence
murders (29 last year).
The Victorian government is understandably prepared to
invest in preventing public crime on our trains, buses and
trams, but seemingly not in people’s homes.

I think these sentiments are echoed right across the
state. There is a huge demand for family violence
services in my region in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. Sadly that demand is growing, but this is a
budget that fails to deliver.
I refer to the Brimbank Leader of 20 May and a
headline which says in part ‘Gregory says state budget
has no extra family violence response cash’. Dr Robyn
Gregory is the highly respected leader of Women’s
Health West, a person of the highest integrity and
someone whose word I trust. Women’s Health West is
a non-profit group which provides outreach to women
and children in the cities of Brimbank, Melton,
Maribyrnong, Moonee Valley, Hobsons Bay and
Wyndham.
Dr Gregory has indicated that the state budget provides
no extra funding for family violence response services.
Women’s Health West was seeking an increase of
about $500 000 in its allocation from the 2014–15
budget to cover case management plans for more than
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50 children who have been exposed to extreme family
violence. Without being too extreme about it, these
women and children are the ones who are most
vulnerable to extreme family violence, including the
risk of death or serious injury. In that same article it was
reported that some children have had to wait up to two
months for help. Yet there was no additional funding
for Women’s Health West, and I am sure there are
numerous stories like this across the state.
That is why this budget fails the government’s own test.
That is why boasts from government members about
this budget being transformational are nothing more
than empty words. This budget has highlighted the
priorities of government members: they would rather
build a new rail line to the casino than extend a lifeline
to the most vulnerable women and children in this state.
They have no plan to tackle family violence.
That is why I am proud, as members on this side are
proud, to stand with the Leader of the Opposition, who
recently announced that a Victorian Labor government
will establish Australia’s first royal commission into
family violence. Family violence is a national
emergency, and it is important that the entire support
system be investigated, including the criminal law,
corrections, courts, community services, alcohol and
drug services, health services, housing, the school
curriculum and the resources available to Victoria
Police. For those who say this is a waste of money, I
pose this question: is a royal commission into unions
more important than a royal commission into family
violence? Remember, this is a problem that costs the
Victorian economy more than $3 billion per year. Not
only is having a royal commission the right thing to do
it is also needed. Labor will do it; Labor is prepared to
be defined by it. Our women and children deserve
nothing less.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — It is a pleasure to speak on the
Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014 this evening.
This is a very good budget for Victorians. It is a budget
that delivers record spending on infrastructure, record
spending on health, record spending on education,
record spending on law and order and record spending
on protecting the most vulnerable Victorians in my
portfolio area.
While clearly budgets are about money — who gets
what and where it goes — for this coalition government
funding decisions are seen in the context of the reforms
we are driving and the environment we are operating in.
The coalition government starts from the ideological
basis that individual families can control their destiny
better than any bureaucrat can and that we are seeking
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to empower people to have better lives and control over
those lives. We bring strict discipline and strict
accountability on spending to ensure that government
spending — that is, taxpayers money — serves the
interests of all Victorians, and we are not influenced by
groups such as unions and others to direct where that
funding goes. We use our experience, our management
expertise and our skills and capabilities to ensure value
for taxpayers money and to make a difference for
Victorians.
We are a coalition born from community groups, from
business and from agriculture, and importantly we
bring that expertise to our perspectives in government.
We know you need to be able to manage your budget.
You need to be able to count, to add up and to bring the
expertise of management to running the state and its
budget, because discipline can build a strong budget
with a surplus and a AAA credit rating, which allows
the record levels of spending that we see in the budget.
It does not just provide spending for spending’s sake; it
is based on the strong program of reform that we bring
right across government to build a better Victoria.
I take the opportunity to talk about my portfolio areas
where the work, the investment, the time, the expertise
and the record levels of funding are building a better
Victoria for vulnerable Victorians. To put it into
context, over four budgets the coalition government has
invested over $900 million in additional funding for
vulnerable Victorians. That is in the context of the
reforms, because we are investing behind the reforms
that we are driving to build for positive change.
Services Connect is at the heart of the reforms we are
driving — a capacity for one case manager, one key
worker, one plan and one client record to support
clients and families with their full range of complex
needs across areas such as child protection, disability,
housing, homelessness, family violence, family
services, mental health and alcohol and drugs. All of
these services work together to support families with
their range of complex needs so they can get their lives
back on track. More than 750 Victorian families have
already benefited from Services Connect, and this
budget extends that approach. It also helps us to build
the IT system needed to have a single client view so we
know what services and support a family is receiving
and how we need to work most effectively with them.
I will go through the different areas in my portfolio, but
in each of these areas we have heard no words from
those opposite in relation to services for vulnerable
Victorians — what opposition members would do
differently, what reforms on the government’s agenda
they would support, what they would ditch and whether
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they have any ideas of their own in relation to how
these services need to be delivered in the future. I call
on those opposite to not just whinge, carp or whine but
actually put some positive ideas on the table in relation
to what they would do — or back our reforms, which
are supported widely, for the future of services to
vulnerable Victorians.
We are tired of hearing nothing but complaints and
criticism, and no positive ideas. There is not a positive
idea to be found in relation to future services.
Interestingly, in speeches that have been given recently
the opposition commends Services Connect as a critical
part of a future reform agenda, very specifically and
explicitly, which very much supports this joined-up
agenda in relation to services and support for families
with a range of complex needs.
In the area of mental health there has been significant
further investment. Once again it is backed up by a
long-term and ambitious reform agenda. The new
Mental Health Act 2014, which had support from both
sides of the Parliament, is due to go live in six weeks
and will transform the way people with a significant
mental illness are treated in this state. We are
undertaking a significant recommissioning process with
community mental health services, and this will make a
significant, positive difference — a single point of entry
in an area so that individuals do not have to navigate
themselves but can get that support and be referred to
high-quality, evidence-based mental health services in
their area. No matter where people live in the state they
will be able to access a full range of services and
support.
There is additional investment across the board in terms
of mental health services and bed-based services,
including additional Prevention and Recovery Care
(PARC) centres, which I know the member for
Williamstown will be very pleased about, having been
complaining about the lack of them. The coalition
government has invested in 280 additional mental
health beds in Victoria across the board, and
particularly in the expansion of PARC services, but it
has also new services such as our transition support
units that are funded in this budget.
What we see once again is a reform agenda backed up
by investment to deliver new beds, new ways of
working with people with complex mental illness, new
innovative approaches and the expansion and
continuation of services that work like Doorways
Housing and Support project — a way for people with
mental illness to access the private rental market. We
innovated, we funded, we supported mental illness
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fellowship and now we have backed that up with
ongoing funding for the future.
The area of alcohol and drug services is another where
we have invested significantly. This budget has the
largest ever one-off investment in expansion of alcohol
and drug services in this state’s history, and once again
it is backed by a whole-of-government strategy to
reduce the harms from drinking and drug use. We have
invested significantly in the expansion of treatment
services, particularly with the impact that ice is having
on our communities across the board. There will be an
expansion of treatment services in country areas and in
outer suburban areas, and there will be a new mother
and baby residential withdrawal service. ReGen will
deliver this service, and I want to quote from Laurence
Alvis, the CEO of ReGen, who said:
This is a tremendous step forward for alcohol and other drug
treatment in Victoria.

This is a very significant investment in a new type of
service where we can keep mothers together with their
babies while they access withdrawal services. In
addition, more hospitals will receive funding to deal
with emergency department presentations of people
dealing with alcohol and drug issues. We have already
funded 21 hospitals, and this makes an additional
6 hospitals. Once again it is a case of innovation and
investment to drive positive change for people with
alcohol and drug abuse issues.
In the area of child protection once again there has been
very significant reform and investment across the
board. This is in sharp contrast to what we inherited,
which was characterised by two very damning
Ombudsman reports at the time. Former Supreme Court
judge Philip Cummins led a very thoughtful process in
terms of driving our reform, and since we have been in
government there have been tangible changes. We have
significantly reduced the number of children under 12
living in residential care. We will have increased the
number of therapeutic residential placements from 40 to
150 by the end of this year, and we are committed to
transforming all of the residential care placements into
therapeutic packages in the life of our five-year
out-of-home care plan.
We have increased the stability of placements for
children in out-of-home care, with more children now
having only one or two placements — a very
significant difference for them. More child protection
workers are working directly with vulnerable families.
More child protection workers are staying longer — our
retention rates have increased significantly — and we
have increased the accountability and transparency by
establishing the Commission for Children and Young
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People. These are tangible, positive changes that are the
result of the investment we have made over the last
three years, and this budget continues the process
including, significantly, for our out-of-home care
reform package. It is a $128 million agenda —
$90 million in the last budget and $38 million in this
budget — and once again, to quote from the sector, Joe
Tucci from the Australian Childhood Foundation said:
This government has invested more in residential care than
we’ve seen in two decades.

It is an investment behind the reform agenda that we
are driving because we know that it is very important to
invest in the most vulnerable children and young
people, those who are in residential care or in
out-of-home care. I am continually inspired by the men
and women who deliver child protection services and
family services, and I am very proud to be the minister
supporting this vital work both in the department and in
the community sector.
In family violence, once again we innovated by
strengthening risk management initiatives to target
women at high risk of experiencing violence. Two pilot
programs expanded to 10 in this budget, which will
make a very significant difference for hundreds of
women and children. We have provided further funding
to train our workforce through the common risk
assessment framework and an expansion of sexual
assault counselling services, which will go to the west
and other parts of the state that need it. We are getting
on with driving the change that we need to see.
Disability services see a significant expansion as well.
In addition to the individual support packages we also
announced the closure of the Oakleigh Centre, a very
significant step forward for those 29 people
accommodated there. Once again, the closure of a
congregate care institution will make a very significant
positive difference for the residents who are living
there. Public advocate Colleen Pearce said:
This is a landmark announcement in the history of disability
services in the state. We welcome the announcement of the
closure of one of Melbourne’s last institutions for people with
a disability.

Of course we are investing behind the national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS), including in the
establishment of the headquarters in Geelong, with a
$25 million investment that attracted the headquarters
to be here in Victoria. This is a critical area, and once
again we have had no commitment on the NDIS from
those opposite. We need to know whether they support
the rollout of the NDIS and the full expansion with
$2.5 million in the budget by 2019, but we have heard
not one word from those opposite. Once again there is
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absolute silence in relation to their commitment to deal
with these critical issues. There is very significant
investment across the board.
I want to touch briefly on the situation in my electorate
of Doncaster. There are a number of very significant
investments for the people of Doncaster that will make
a considerable difference. The public transport zone 2
fares being replaced with zone 1 fares will make a huge
difference for the many people who commute from
Doncaster. That will mean savings in their pockets day
in and day out, week after week.
The east–west link is widely welcomed in my
community and will make a very significant difference
to travel times for people both coming into the city and
going across the city. Investing in the Melbourne rail
link is the first critical step in what is needed so that the
Hurstbridge lines can then be split and ultimately
Doncaster rail can be realised. We have invested in the
study, but the critical first step is the Melbourne rail
link. The proposal is widely welcomed in my
community as a critical first step in order to be able to
deliver for the community in Doncaster.
Labor’s record in opposition across community services
has been a disjointed patchwork and ultimately
ineffective. Victorians who care about the services for
the most vulnerable deserve an informed choice when
they vote later this year. Unfortunately those opposite
have so far refused to tell Victorians what they will do
to make a difference for vulnerable Victorians. Will
they support the coalition government’s clear and
ambitious reform agenda? Do they support the coalition
government’s strong and sustained investment in
services? The coalition government has a vision and a
strategic approach, and it is driving reform in
community services. That is in contrast to what was
done by those opposite, who did it badly when they
were last in power and from whom we currently get
only criticism, carping, and whining. Opposition
members have not supported the government’s massive
reform agenda, they have not supported the massive
investments that we have made and they have not said
what they will do differently.
This budget and the government’s reforms are already
helping thousands of vulnerable Victorians with better
and more connected services, providing greater job
opportunities, better public transport, the new east–west
link, stronger schools, good hospitals and more
economic opportunities. The coalition is genuinely
building a better Victoria for the most vulnerable
citizens. I congratulate the Treasurer and the Premier,
and I commend the budget to the house.
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Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I have heard it all
now. I have heard the member for Doncaster trying to
pretend that the Melbourne rail link will be the thing
that will now deliver Doncaster rail, after it was
promised at the last election. I have heard the member
for Doncaster complaining about shadow ministers
being nothing but negative. I have heard it all.
It gives me dubious pleasure to rise and speak on this
very dubious budget. As all of us in politics know,
budgets are revelatory documents. Budgets are the
documents which more than any other allow us to see a
government’s heart — or the lack thereof. In looking at
this budget and the three budgets that have gone before
it, all I can say is what a joyless, heartless, soulless,
directionless government this is. What we have seen
from the Baillieu and Napthine governments is three
years of budgets taking the axe to basic services, legal
aid, TAFE, the education maintenance allowance,
front-line policing, ambulance services — as the
member for Williamstown points out day after day —
and school capital expenditure.
Why did the government take the axe to all of those
front-line services for so long? Why did government
members stand around for three years like a bunch of
department store dummies while jobs were shed in this
state at an alarming rate? Without a jobs plan they stood
by while manufacturing declined, and they have stood
by while the car industry has died on its feet under its
watch. It did all of that — —
Ms McLeish interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member for Seymour!
Mr PAKULA — I say to the member for Seymour
that it did all of that so that it could wow the Victorian
community with a bringing-home-the-bacon budget six
months out from an election. We have had three years
of inertia, meanness, austerity, inaction, confusion and
disunity so that it could splash the cash in an election
year, and that is the story of this budget.
The government has even butchered that grand little
strategy completely, because after its so-called
$27 billion transformative, game-changing,
galaxy-enlightening, universal infrastructure budget, it
spent the first week trying to convince people that
South Melbourne and Fishermans Bend are somehow
the same thing. The Premier comes in with a map and
says, ‘Look, Montague Street is really in Fishermans
Bend’, and that was all just hubris and self-inflicted.
The government spent two weeks tying itself in knots
over the difference between there being no business
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case, an interim business case, a comprehensive interim
business case or a preliminary comprehensive interim
business case for a rail line that it pretends it is going to
build sometime in the next decade. It spent three weeks
telling the people of Frankston that it does not matter if
they cannot catch a train to the MCG anymore, because
they can get one to Etihad Stadium instead.
Government members are now making their final
desperate attempt to somehow convince people that the
DNA that resides in state Liberals is somehow different
to the DNA that washes around the bodies of federal
Liberals. They are spending every day in this house
trying to tell us that somehow state Liberals and federal
Liberals have different blood pumping through their
veins. Let me say this: every one of these government
MPs now trying to distance himself or herself from
Prime Minister Tony Abbot voted for him. What is
more, despite all their crocodile tears about the federal
budget, they will all vote for him again next time as
well.
I look at some of the areas of my shadow portfolio
responsibility to see the meanness of this government
and its budget. Despite predicting almost $11 billion
worth of surpluses over the forward estimates period,
there is not one extra dollar for Victoria Legal Aid over
that same four-year period — not one dollar.
Everybody who works in the justice system knows that
without some additional funding for Victoria Legal Aid
the entire system will grind to a halt. I see that despite
up to $11 billion in surpluses over the forward
estimates period from a government supposedly
committed to openness, transparency and
accountability — if we heard it once in 2010, we heard
it a thousand times — it has reduced funding to the FOI
commissioner for the next financial year.
The member for Williamstown has already taken us
through the trifling amount of money that has been
committed in this budget to addressing family violence,
despite the fact that family violence has been shown to
be the no. 1 cause of growth in the crime rate. When the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services was sent
out before the cameras today to talk about another 5 per
cent rise in the crime rate, what did he say it was about,
apart from tap-and-go credit cards? He said it was about
family violence, yet the Treasurer stood there two
weeks ago or three weeks ago — time flies when you
are having fun — and said, ‘We are committing
$4.5 million to family violence’. What did Annette
Gillespie, CEO of the Women’s Domestic Violence
Crisis Service, say in response? She said Dr Napthine
and his senior ministers ought to hand back their white
ribbons. That was the response of the sector to this
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government’s meanness in regard to addressing family
violence.
Turning to the question of gambling taxes, for each
year of the forward estimates period the gambling tax
take will be on average $230 million higher than it will
be for the 2013–14 financial year. How much extra is
the government committing over the forward estimates
period for problem gambling? Not one dollar extra.
In my shadow portfolio of racing, the industry is
waiting to see if the Victorian Racing Industry Fund
will be extended beyond 30 June 2015, when the
program lapses. During the budget estimates hearing
what did the Premier say to a four-year estimates
process and no funding beyond 30 June next year? He
said, ‘The industry can wait until the election campaign.
That is when we will let them know’.
Ms McLeish interjected.
Mr PAKULA — I say to the member for Seymour:
‘You go on believing that’. If I look at my own
electorate of Lyndhurst, which takes in Springvale,
Noble Park, Keysborough, Dandenong South,
Lyndhurst, Lynbrook and Hampton Park, and if I take
into account the boundary for the new seat of
Keysborough, you can throw in Dingley Village and
Waterways — I think there are about eight or nine
suburbs there — I see that not one school, secondary or
primary, got one dollar in this budget.
Like you, Acting Speaker, I also had the dubious
pleasure of spending another two weeks at what we
loosely describe as the budget estimates hearings. Let
me put on the record now what a pleasure it is to be
released from captivity. As part of those hearings you
get a bit of a broader perspective on the budget — may
I introduce to the house Mr David O’Brien, a member
for Western Victoria Region in the Council.
In those hearings we saw the Minister for Education
spend two hours, amongst other things, refusing to
show the committee where he had accounted for any of
the additional money that he is obligated to put into
schools under the Gonski agreement. We asked him
over and over again, and every time we got the same
answer — that is, there is only ‘one bucket’ of money.
Despite the fact that there are particular obligations
under the Gonski agreement for what that money must
be spent on and what it cannot be spent on, we could
not get any clarity from the Minister for Education.
We saw the Minister for Manufacturing avoid any
questions about what local content obligations there
would be, if any, for the new rolling stock that the
government likes to trumpet. Will these things be made
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in Victoria, or will they be fully imported? The industry
sure does not know, and the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) is none the wiser after
those hearings.
We saw the Minister for Public Transport flailing
around trying to explain in his usual manner how the
regional rail link, which now looks like being delivered
in line with its original budget and in line with its
original time line — as the former government said it
would be — had somehow been saved by him. A
phoney crisis was manufactured where government
members said it was overbudget. The problem was that
the tenders had not come back yet, so at the time the
minister was claiming the project to be overbudget, the
tenders had not even come back. They claimed the
project was over time years before it was due to be
finished, and now — lo and behold — the project is
going to be finished in line with its original budget and
its original time line, and the minister likes to say that
he did that.
Beyond all of that, we saw the Premier go right off his
cruet, as he seems to do time and again, so it was
revelatory from that point of view! Let me say about
the budget estimates process, Acting Speaker — and I
listened to your contribution yesterday in your other
guise as the member for Mornington, so I am not
reflecting on you in your current role — that every
journalist who watches PAEC, who has watched it this
year and who has watched it in the past knows that
Labor’s policy to reform the estimates process is the
right one. We saw government members asking
questions that can only be described as embarrassingly
sycophantic with no probative value whatsoever. We
saw ministers using the estimates process as an excuse
to launch set-piece attacks on the opposition, but not all
of them. I would probably include the Minister for
Community Services, who is at the table, in this respect.
The Minister for Planning and the Leader of the House
came along and tried to answer questions — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PAKULA — I know I have probably ruined
you now. Other ministers — the Minister for Public
Transport and the Minister for Corrections — came
along and read out set-piece attacks on the opposition
from their folders of responses to possible
parliamentary questions, and that was meant to be a
budget estimates process. I say to those ministers that
attacks are always better when they come from the
heart rather than from the folder in front of you.
Departmental heads were sitting there unable to be
questioned.
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The chair of PAEC, the member for Mornington, came
in here yesterday and said opposition members had
most of the questions and so, if it was not probative
enough, it must have been our fault. I say to the
member for Mornington, the chair of the committee,
that it is not about the questions asked; it is about the
way they are answered. What is going on in PAEC at
the moment is beyond a joke, and it is about time the
committee and the estimates process were reformed.
When the Baillieu government was elected its members
said that it would fix the problems. This budget is a
last-ditch, belated and desperate attempt by this
government to fix the problems it has created for itself
and the problems it has created for all Victorians. It is
totally unedifying to watch a prematurely aged
government, in the last budget of a four-year cycle,
trying to make up for all the inertia, inactivity,
meanness and incompetence of its first three budgets.
The people of Victoria desperately need this budget to
be not just the last budget of a four-year cycle but the
last budget of this government. On that basis, I
commend the budget to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make my
contribution to the debate on Appropriation
(2014–2015) Bill 2014, better known as the budget. I
will begin by looking at the government’s strategy,
which is to continue good fiscal management, deliver
surpluses to the state of Victoria, constrain expenditure
growth, stabilise debt and improve infrastructure
project delivery across the state. From an economic
point of view, we will restore Victoria’s finances while
boosting our front-line services, funding
productivity-enhancing infrastructure to drive economic
growth and building a buffer for future economic and
fiscal shocks.
It is worthwhile looking at where we have been.
Bringing expenditure under control has been a major
challenge for the coalition government. If we look back
over the years of the Labor government, we can see that
its expenditure growth was around the 6 to 7 per cent
rate — an amazing growth in expenditure, but that was
in different times. Labor did have some capital growth
during that time, but it also accumulated some debt.
The coalition is aiming to bring that growth rate back
closer to 3 per cent in our expenditures. This has to be
done for the health of the state in the future. Also, if we
are going to have infrastructure programs, it is far wiser
to fund as many of them as possible from our surpluses
rather than by going to the market and borrowing
money. That is the context of this budget.
I turn to some of the items in the budget that are
important for regional Victoria and some of the budget
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highlights across Victoria. The no. 1 highlight is the
$220 million funding to build the Mildura to Geelong
standardised rail network, which is much better known
as the Murray Basin rail project. This is a major
transformation of the standardised and freight rail
network in northern Victoria. At present Victoria has a
standardised rail link that runs from New South Wales,
at Wodonga, through to Melbourne and then out to the
west, to South Australia. A number of lines off that
route have been standardised, but not a great deal has
been done for a generation. The proposal to standardise
the Mildura line will see additional capacity on that
line, and raising the axle loading from 19 tonnes to
21 tonnes will provide a 15 per cent productivity
increase.
This increase is considerable, particularly for the grains
industry. The grains industry exports from Geelong,
and a standardised line will open up the port of Portland
for exports as well. In a competitive environment, and
one where growing costs are rising, to have a 15 per
cent productivity increase in shifting grain and to be
able to utilise both of our major ports are significant
events for the grain-growing industry. It is also
important that Mildura’s horticultural produce is able to
access the port. That horticultural produce is
containerised by Wakefield Transport and goes directly
from Merbein to the port of Melbourne. This is an
important freight route for the billions of dollars worth
of commodities that will flow out of Mildura over the
next few years. Also, the increase in axle loadings
increases the productivity of that train, and that allows
for the same length of train to take extra loading. As the
horticultural exports from Mildura grow — and we
know that they will — these productivity increases will
allow the equivalent of eight B-doubles of freight to be
moved by rail without increasing the length of the train.
This is a considerable economic boost, and it is one that
has been widely endorsed. The president of the
Victorian Farmers Federation, Peter Tuohey, said in
Stock & Land of 8 May:
The Victorian Farmers Federation welcomes the state
government’s decision to pump $220 million of its
infrastructure program into upgrading and standardising the
state’s north-west rail freight lines.

That is from Victoria’s leading farming organisation.
The decision has also been widely supported by
councils along the route. From the very north, the
mayor of Mildura, Cr Glenn Milne, has indicated that
this is everything Mildura ever wanted. To my surprise
and that of the waiting media, he was so consumed by
his exuberance that he delivered a kiss to me for
delivering the rail line, something that I did not see
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coming and that I will remember for the rest of my life.
It was one of those moments in politics, one might say.
Further down the line, Cr Erwin from the Northern
Grampians Shire Council also said that this is very
important for his area of Victoria. All the way along the
line there has been wide endorsement of this strategy
for rail which is part of backing Mildura’s expansion.
We have supported quite a lot of horticulture in that
area, and Wakefield Transport is a freight and logistics
forwarding business in Mildura that specialises in rail
and refrigerated transport for our horticultural produce.
Ken Wakefield, the principal of Wakefield Transport,
has also put on the record the support of his company,
as have the commodity groups in Mildura. This is a
major project.
If we look more broadly across rural areas, we can see
that country hospitals share in $287 million of funding
over the next year to treat more patients in hospitals and
emergency departments. This is a considerable
investment in country hospitals by the government.
Regional schools have also had a $500 million package
to build, upgrade and maintain our schools to deliver
the learning outcomes we are looking for.
A number of other things in the budget are significant,
and one is the $457 million allocation for the Country
Fire Authority (CFA), which includes $29 million for
78 new fire tankers. This is being delivered in an
environment in which we have been able to lower the
fire services levy across all categories. The CFA will be
getting a considerable budget, and people will be
benefiting from this very good initiative to change the
fire services levy. Many have shied away from it
because it was difficult, but it has been delivered.
When it comes to highways in northern Victoria there
will be an $86 million upgrade of the Calder Highway
interchange at Ravenswood to improve safety. I know
this is a long way from my electorate in Mildura, but
anyone who travels that highway to Melbourne will
know how dangerous that intersection is and will no
doubt be relieved to see that investment.
With respect to education, Robinvale College in my
electorate has received some funding to continue its
work. Robinvale is a special community which has a
very buoyant horticultural industry, as was shown
recently by an agricultural summit there that looked at
areas from table grapes to wine grapes, to almonds and
to olives and the strengths of those industries. However,
that community also requires a workforce and
Robinvale has a high unemployment rate, so training of
people to work in those areas and to advance
themselves is important. The provision of funds over
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the next two budgets to assist Robinvale College to
finish the school and make it relevant for training is a
wonderful effort.
This budget builds on the investment in my electorate
in other areas, such as funding of the Ouyen P–12
College, which is now almost complete. There is
$5 million for the expansion of the Mildura Base
Hospital. Construction is well under way and I expect
will be finished by Christmas. This is an investment in
doubling the size of the accident and emergency unit at
Mildura Base Hospital, adding an additional birthing
suite as our population grows and doing some work in
the mental health area. Also on the books is $12 million
for the Mildura riverfront development project. Anyone
who has travelled to Mildura will notice that the
upgrade of the Mildura airport terminal is complete and
functioning well.
To support our agricultural industries there is $4 million
over four years to establish the Centre for Expertise in
Smoke Taint Research in Mildura. As an aside, I
mention that Mildura has the scientists and the
equipment to deal with smoke taint, but smoke taint is
also very much an issue across the rest of Victoria.
Having tasted some of the wine, I know why we are
spending the money to overcome this problem. It is
significant.
Out of the $100 million from the Regional Growth
Fund allocated to the Energy for the Regions program
to expand natural gas supply to more communities,
Mildura is benefiting from a $10 million investment to
raise its natural gas supplies by around one-third to
deliver more energy to Mildura. This has been
augmented by the installation of a natural gas
compressor in South Australia. It is a major
achievement for this government to be able to invest in
a significant piece of infrastructure interstate.
We know how important leadership is in regional
Victoria, and continued funding of regional leadership
programs across country Victoria is important. Mildura
has the Northern Mallee Leaders program, which is
being managed by Cheryl Rix. This year’s program is
under way. Recently we had discussions about it with
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security, who
kicked off this year’s training program.
The Regional Victoria Living Expo is another major
achievement of this government for regional Victoria. It
is held in Melbourne. I was pleased to work on the
stand with the Mildura Rural City Council, with the
support of local industries, and Olam, a major almond
processor and grower in the Mildura region, attended
for the first time.
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I also need to talk about health. An outcome I am
pleased to have seen is Mildura gaining 10 beds for a
prevention and recovery care unit — better known as a
PARC. A PARC is a halfway house in some people’s
language, or a step-up, step-down mental health facility.
It provides subacute care for people who have had a
mental health event that has seen them admitted to a
hospital. They are able to go into care if they cannot
return to the community once they are discharged. This
is a much-needed facility. Half the beds will have stay
periods of 28 days, and the other half will have stay
periods of up to six months.
I turn to the Regional Growth Fund. The Regional
Growth Fund has been a wonderful job-creating
scheme across Victoria. I am pleased to say that within
the Mildura Rural City Council area the Regional
Growth Fund has supported 31 projects with approved
funding of $35.5 million. This has leveraged
investment of $223 million from other businesses in
Mildura and created over 200 jobs. This is the Regional
Growth Fund working at its best. To those in Mildura
who were somewhat critical of that investment, the
Regional Growth Fund is one of the leading
investments in the state.
The coalition is supporting our regional councils.
Councils are some of our major contractors, particularly
through the Regional Growth Fund. Over the last three
years the Mildura Rural City Council has benefited
from nearly $20 million worth of regional growth
funding that it is delivering on the government’s behalf.
That is from the Regional Growth Fund. There is an
additional $4 million from the other programs within
Regional Development Victoria, meaning that the
Mildura council has benefited from over $24 million in
investment by this government in the region.
The budget is providing a great deal for my electorate.
It is delivering for my electorate and is widely
supported in my electorate. It is good not only for my
electorate but for Victoria as it has re-established a
good structure for sustainable growth in Victoria and is
delivering jobs, particularly jobs in the region. Regional
Victoria has the second-best employment rate, second
only in one respect to Queensland and in another
respect to Western Australia, depending on whether
you work on numbers or on percentages. Regional
Victoria is benefiting from good government and good
governance. I am very pleased to support the budget.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish I could say that I was
pleased to speak in reply to the budget tonight, but
unfortunately this government has done it again. In
taking up some of the issues the member for Mildura
brought up, I wonder when this government will start
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taking regional Victoria seriously. What has really
happened is that we are going back to the bad old days
of the Kennett government.
Ms Victoria interjected.
Mr EREN — To respond to the minister who said
there was nothing wrong with those days, I think a lot
of people have — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara knows it is wrong to respond to interjections.
Mr EREN — This is the same former Premier Jeff
Kennett who referred to rural and regional Victoria as
the toenails of Victoria. I fear that this government is
going down the same path. The member for Mildura
may be happy with the outcome of the budget, but let
me tell members that out of the $27 billion that the
government is claiming it will spend on
infrastructure — and I doubt it will — rural and
regional Victoria will only be receiving 4 per cent. Yet
again, we have a government that is city-centric and
likes to splash the cash. In the three-and-a-half years it
has been in government, all it has done in the last three
budgets is announce cuts to funding in health and
education.
I turn to some of the issues in relation to our hospitals
and ambulances. Do we think the wonderful
paramedics who work day in, day out for the good of
our community like having slogans on their
ambulances? They do not like it, but they have to do it.
Why do they have to do it? Because this mean and
tricky government has consistently cut the funding to
ambulance services. When you look at all the cuts it has
made — —
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I realise that a budget response speech is
always far ranging; however, I do not think it is allowed
to be so far ranging that it misleads the house. Some of
what has just been said is not exactly the truth, and the
member knows that.
Mr EREN — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, clearly the minister has a glass jaw. She
should look at her own record before taking a point of
order and eating up my time. It is a frivolous point of
order, and I ask you to rule it out of order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara has used up time too. At this stage I do not
uphold the point of order, but I am listening intently.
Mr EREN — I am sure all government members
are listening intently, because the truth hurts, and that is
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what this government has done. It has hurt the
communities of Victoria through the cutbacks it has
made, especially to emergency services. Just recently I
happened to be at a police rally in Geelong that was
attended by many concerned policemen and
policewomen to highlight their concerns about the
cutbacks that have been made in the policing sector. All
the government backbenchers who are laughing at
those cutbacks should hang their heads in shame.
In terms of some of the cutbacks that have occurred, did
the government not get a surprise when it was slapped
in the face by the Abbott government? This
government thought it was quite clever. It thought it
could make all these cutbacks and have a treasure chest
to splash the cash in its last budget and buy the votes to
somehow get a second term in government. Guess
what? The Abbott government chucked a spanner in the
works. The government has now cut back so much of
its budget that it has nothing to splash any more.
Even though the Premier has highlighted that he is not
happy with the decisions that Canberra has made in
relation to the budget cuts, we know his tears are
crocodile tears. We know the Premier has been doing
the same to this state over the last three budgets, so he
should not be complaining about his own kind doing
the same thing federally. I have a sense of deja vu. The
government’s promises are nothing but bouncing
cheques, and there are a couple of instances — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EREN — Absolutely. The government has
made several promises in Geelong which it has not
committed to. One of the very famous ones is the rail
link to Avalon Airport. That was a big promise made in
the lead-up to the last election. It was a vote buyer; that
is what it was. Government members knew they could
never commit to it — a $250 million rail link to
Avalon — but that is what they promised. They said
they would spend $50 million of that in their first term,
and they have been found out through the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee process.
The Minister for Public Transport has admitted he does
not know when the first passenger would board a train
going to Avalon. It was a furphy in the first place.
Government members knew it would never come to
fruition. There was no consultation with the
stakeholders, mainly the federal government at that
time. They did not consult the federal government,
despite seeking some moneys from it, and the federal
government said, ‘Hang on; you’ve never consulted us
about this issue, and now you want how much out of us
for this project which you promised?’. All I ask of this

APPROPRIATION (2014–2015) BILL 2014
1812

ASSEMBLY

government is that it be honest with the people of
Geelong.
The Napthine government has also promised a health
facility for the north. I welcome that, and I hope it
follows through with it, and that it is not like the rail
link to Avalon government members promised.
However, when you look at the budget papers, you see
that that health hub will not even be built until 2018.
When the government promised the health hub for the
northern suburbs, I thought ‘Wow! That’s really good
of it!’. This was after the petitions I had organised for
six months leading up to the budget.
After all of those people had signed those petitions and
had called for a health hub, including me — I have got
up in this place and called for a health hub in the north
countless times — I thought ‘Ah! The government is
listening to me and my community in wanting a health
hub, and rightfully so’. When we look at the budget
papers, however, only $3 million has been committed
for the planning stage, and there will not be a shovel in
the ground until 2018. By the time this facility gets
built, a lot of people will be thinking, ‘Hang on! We
thought you were going to build this health hub’ — like
a lot of people thought the rail link would be built.
I would not trust this government as far as I could
throw it. Its members have a proven track record of not
telling the whole truth to the community. They only say
those things they think they can get a vote out of. I
really wish that this government could promise
something that it could follow through on.
I will touch on some of the issues relating to jobs.
Obviously we have had it tough in Geelong in terms of
some of the really bad announcements that have been
made, and manufacturing is in decline. We have been
asking this government for a number of years — since
it has been elected — to come up with a jobs plan. Do
you know what? Our pleas have fallen on deaf ears for
so many years. The government continues to deny there
is a problem. It continues to deny the people of Geelong
some security going forward in terms of job tenure and
job prospects.
What did Labor do? We came up with a jobs plan for
Victoria — in opposition, mind you. Released in
November 2012, it is a comprehensive jobs plan going
forward. I ask you, Deputy Speaker: if we can do that in
opposition, without the resources of government, why
can the government not do it? Do you know why?
Because government members are lazy. They really do
not care. When, to my delight, the Leader of the
Opposition asked me last year to come up with a
Geelong-specific jobs plan, I did exactly that. We went
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out there, we consulted widely with the stakeholders of
Geelong and we came up with a comprehensive jobs
plan. On top of the Victorian jobs plan, we have come
up with a Geelong-specific jobs plan, which goes to the
heart of what needs to be done in Geelong in relation to
growing jobs and job prospects.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr EREN — If government members would like a
copy, I can make some available.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara knows it is wrong to respond to interjections. I
just remind him of that.
Mr EREN — Because some of the members of the
house have been wanting to know what these
commitments were, I am happy to put some of them on
the record — and I reiterate that I could table this
document if government members want to look through
it. The document entitled Victorian Labor’s Plan for
Jobs and Growth states that a Victorian Labor
government will invest $12 million into the Geelong
Region Innovation and Investment Fund (GRIIF),
which represents a $7.5 million increase on the
commitment by the Napthine government. We will
further review the guidelines for the GRIIF and pursue
recommended changes with the federal government.
Victorian Labor will mandate that the small business
ministerial council include at least one member from
Geelong. The council will receive an annual update
from the Small Business Mentoring Service to better
understand the needs and issues of small businesses
across the state, including in Geelong.
Victorian Labor will commit $3 million in capital
funding to support the development of a new
manufacturing innovation hub in Geelong. Victorian
Labor will strengthen the Geelong office of Regional
Development Victoria by establishing a
Geelong-specific economic development unit to work
with the region’s businesses and key stakeholders.
Victorian Labor will create a new Geelong authority
vested with the powers required to coordinate the
revitalisation of the CBD, as envisaged in Vision 2. The
model for the new authority will be designed by a
future Victorian Labor government in consultation with
local partners.
Victorian Labor will forge strong educational links
between TAFEs, universities and emerging local
industries to make sure that Geelong has a ready supply
of local high school graduates. Victorian Labor will
increase funding for TAFEs, such as the Gordon
Institute of TAFE, and ensure that they can deliver vital
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services, including those delivered through community
service obligation funding. Victorian Labor will ensure
a newly established Victorian skills commission will
prioritise current skills gaps and shortages and future
skills requirements in the Geelong region. Victorian
Labor will deliver $1 million in grant funding to the
Victorian Transport Association’s logistics cadetship
program to support young people looking to pursue a
career in Geelong’s freight and logistics industry.
Victorian Labor will direct Infrastructure Victoria to
conduct a cost-benefit analysis testing Bay West against
all other alternatives for Victoria’s next container port
location. Victorian Labor will support the Geelong
component parts manufacturing sector by mandating
the purchase of locally made vehicles where a
fit-for-purpose local option exists. This will include all
Victorian government departments, agencies and local
government authorities. Victorian Labor will commit
$4 million to undertake a detailed corridor planning
study and determine the alignment required to extend
the Geelong Ring Road into the Bellarine Peninsula.
I could go on and on. I hope government members are
listening to some of the commitments we have outlined
in this document. There is no question about it. On top
of these announcements, we have also committed
$5 million for a defence procurement office in Geelong.
That means Geelong will have a dedicated office to
work on procurement in relation to such projects as the
$10 billion LAND 400 project, which will hopefully be
successful through the support of the federal
government, and getting some of those vitally
important defence jobs in Geelong. That is a $5 million
commitment that we have made. The government has
done none of this. When it comes to jobs, it is way
behind what we have done. We are proud of the
commitments we have made to jobs.
I wish I had another 15 minutes so that I could talk
about some of the portfolio issues, but I will talk about
sport and major sporting events. Sport has gone
downhill since this government came to power. There
have been cutbacks to sport and recreation, and that is a
real shame because it is so important to not only to the
suburbs and the city but also the country and regional
areas. When the government cuts funding to this vital
area, it cannot comprehend how it hurts those rural and
regional areas. In the short time the coalition has been
in government Melbourne has lost its title as the
sporting capital of the world; we are now second to
London. The government has gone a long way in
making sure that we are way behind in terms of not
only major events in Melbourne but also tourism. We
really need to make this government wake up. Captain
Snooze, the Minister for Tourism, needs to wake up
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and do something for this important sector. This
budget — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise to make my
contribution to the debate on the Appropriation
(2014–2015) Bill 2014. I must say that I am extremely
pleased to have the opportunity to do so, because it
really does put the flesh around the coalition
government’s plan for building a better Victoria. The
Napthine government has a vision for Victoria. It has a
plan, and now it is getting on with putting that plan into
action. We are putting funding into projects that we are
about to implement — projects which will grow the
economy, create jobs and work on reducing red tape at
the same time to make things a lot easier.
As one would expect, this budget is fiscally responsible.
It is based on sound economic principles, and it clearly
demonstrates that the Napthine government can
manage the books. It will deliver infrastructure and
major projects, and at the same time it has an operating
surplus of $1.3 billion. That is something the opposition
can only dream about. That operating surplus gives us
something that we can reinvest in infrastructure. At the
same time we are securing our AAA credit rating. A
AAA credit rating is extremely important because it
keeps the cost of borrowing down, so we do not have to
pay interest on interest.
When you hear the sorts of things coming out of
Canberra that the federal government needs to do, such
as borrowing $1 billion just to pay interest, that is really
quite scary. Here we see the net debt decreasing. We
see our gross state product increasing from 2 per cent to
2.5 per cent. I think this is a budget that the coalition
can be extremely proud of. I commend the Premier, the
Treasurer and the Deputy Premier on their great work. I
also want to recognise the role of the former Premier,
the member for Hawthorn, and the former Treasurer,
the member for Scoresby, for their work in setting a
great foundation for this budget.
I want to compare and contrast our fiscally responsible
budget with the financial incompetence of the
opposition. Time and again, true to form, Labor’s lack
of skill in this area shines, and we are never let down.
The shadow Treasurer in the last few days had that
$1 billion blunder. He could not tell that this budget
surplus was not dependent on funding from the federal
government. Labor might have worked with shifting
numbers around, smoke and mirrors and things like
that, but the coalition government does not need to do
that. He could not work that out, and I think that is a
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major embarrassment for the shadow Treasurer. But, as
I said, it is true to form because last year he was trying
to tell us we were in recession because he could not tell
the difference between state final demand and gross
state product. As members know, state final demand is
not a measure of economic growth, and he
misinterpreted that.
Not only that, but we had a former minister, the
member for Bendigo East, who clearly had trouble
reading the budget papers as well. She was convinced
that the second half of our $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund was missing. I am happy to show her in the
budget papers — in budget paper 5, and I have
highlighted it there — where that in fact is. We can find
it, but clearly her $500 000 blunder is actually typical
Labor form. We know that coalition governments have
credibility in the way they manage money and manage
a budget. We know it, business knows it and so does
the public. Victorians know that the coalition can
manage money and they know that Labor cannot
manage money, and time and time again it is proven.
The budget we have before us is good. It is strong on
projects that deliver growth, which is good for our
future, and it is strong on projects that deliver jobs.
Combined, this leads to a strong economy. We have up
to $27 billion invested in state-shaping infrastructure.
Last year’s budget was very big on health
infrastructure, and this year we are focusing more on
road and rail infrastructure. At the same time I note that
the $7.8 million for the Healesville hospital is
confirmed in this budget.
There are a number of big picture items that will benefit
Victoria and all Victorians. Those opposite seem to
think that people who live in a certain electorate stay
within that electorate. They do not think that they travel
on the roads and the rail network in various parts of the
state as they go about their business or go on holidays.
A lot of what we have got is going to benefit the
regions. We know that if the regions do well, the
economy does well. It is excellent to see the level of
support being given to the regions.
We are undertaking some major road projects. Stages 1
and 2 of the east–west link will create 3000 jobs. There
is also the widening of the Tullamarine Freeway.
People across Victoria use the Tullamarine Freeway at
various points, and 700 jobs will be created there. There
is the Princes Highway duplication. We have major rail
projects, including the Melbourne rail link with new
stations at Domain, Fishermans Bend and the airport.
That will create 3700 new jobs. I will comment on this.
I have worked in the St Kilda Road precinct, and I
know how important it is to have a railway station in
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the Domain precinct. St Kilda Road is a very large jobs
hub and being able to stop at Domain would save
people so much time.
Regarding Fishermans Bend, those opposite have said,
‘Why have a station where there are no people?’. What
we have seen from the mess made by those opposite is
that we need to retrofit because they did not build the
infrastructure in the first place. We are building
infrastructure so that when housing is developed in that
area — units and all those sorts of things — the rail and
infrastructure is already in place. Fishermans Bend is
also part of the link to the airport. I have had those
opposite say to me that Labor will never build an
airport rail link. They know it, and we are going to do
it. There will be a major revival and upgrade of the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor. This will enhance
the effectiveness of that corridor by increasing the
number and frequency of trains.
The Murray Basin rail project is an absolute corker. It
involves standardising the important freight route
between Mildura and Geelong. This is extremely
important for regional Victoria. The regional rail link is
ahead of schedule. Level crossings are being removed.
We have seen this across regional Victoria already.
There have been major level crossing upgrades.
Locally there is a change to zone 2 public transport
fares so that those travelling on public transport can do
so for the price of a zone 1 ticket. People in the
southern parts of my electorate will reap the benefits of
that. A lot of people from areas such as Kinglake,
Panton Hill, Kangaroo Ground, St Andrews,
Healesville, Woori Yallock and beyond drive to railway
stations so they can catch the train and commute to
Melbourne. People in these zone 2 areas will certainly
benefit; they will save around $1200 a year. At the
same time these people will benefit from the protective
services officers who have been deployed at the
Lilydale, Diamond Creek, Eltham and South Morang
railway stations.
My electorate is, in essence, made up of small
businesses in the areas of agriculture and tourism.
These guys will all benefit from the reduction in payroll
tax from 1 July this year. In fact 39 000 employers
across the state will benefit from this. The fire services
property levy was the fairest and most equitable way to
change the fire insurance system, but it was something
people thought could not be delivered. We have
delivered it, however, and delivered it well. We have
made some minor changes, and now we see that all the
rates and categories are being lowered. This will save
everybody money. I know that small businesses across
my electorate will benefit from this. The fire levy relief
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for farms is also a great thing. This has been applauded
by the Victorian Farmers Federation. I will declare that
I am a member of the Victorian Farmers Federation, as
are, I am sure, a number of other people in this
chamber.
We have $1.2 billion for vocational training — much
more than has ever been delivered by a Labor
government. We have $2.8 billion being invested in
schools and in the Schools of the Future program. I
have three schools in my electorate, in Yea, Alexandra
and Kinglake, and they will benefit from this. Yea is
getting $1.39 million, Alexandra is getting $870 000
and Kinglake Primary School is getting just over
$100 000. I went to talk to the grade 6 kids at Kinglake
Primary School, and they had so many ideas about
where they could make capital improvements at that
school. They were genuinely excited.
The Country Fire Authority is receiving $457 million,
which is up $58 million on Labor’s last budget. The
Metropolitan Fire Brigade is receiving $329 million,
which is up $39 million on Labor’s last budget. In my
electorate the Country Fire Authority will benefit
greatly from the stations and equipment being delivered
through this funding. I note that Millgrove is getting a
new fire station and with that a fire refuge, which will
be very welcome.
I mention briefly that the $6 million to help
commemorate the Anzac centenary is important. It is
important that the younger generation understands the
role of Anzac in our history and has meaningful links
with it.
I want to touch on agriculture. Much of my electorate is
based around agriculture. The areas around Yea,
Seymour, Kilmore, Alexandra and Mansfield are heavy
farming areas. We have strong horticultural areas in the
Yarra Valley and the Warburton Valley and at
Strathewen, Kinglake and Toolangi.
The coalition government is providing support to
enable internationally competitive primary industries to
thrive in Victoria. Victoria leads the nation as the
largest food and fibre exporter, and we want to make it
stay that way. We want to build an even stronger food
and fibre sector. There is $41 million dedicated to new
initiatives. There is an investment of $35.4 million to
boost exports of premium food and beverage products
to Asian markets as part of the government’s Food and
Agriculture into Asia strategy. That is so important
because we really look to embed long-term economic
growth and sustainable jobs in regional and rural
Victoria, and this will certainly help. This funding
builds on existing commitments, including
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$61.4 million for the Growing Food and Fibre program,
which is to double production by 2030, and
$62.6 million for the Victorian International
Engagement strategy.
The wild dog control program is receiving another
$1.84 million. That is extremely important for farmers
in the high country.
Our roads are so important for us to be able to get
around and do our everyday work and deliver family
members to various places. Roads are also very
important for cattle trucks going to and from sales such
as those at the Yea saleyards, for example, and for
moving freight. It is terrific to see that the road
maintenance budget has been lifted from $384 million
in the 2010–11 budget to more than $500 million in
2014–15. There is funding there for road restoration.
The country roads and bridges program has been so
welcomed in country areas by the 40 shires that have
been getting $1 million a year for each of the four
years. I know that the extra $1 million coming to them
is absolutely welcomed and that they have it very much
targeted.
There is $40 million in funding for regional
connectivity, $16 million of which will be allocated for
work on free wi-fi on trains — and the Seymour line
will benefit from that — and there is $24 million to
help with the black spot problems. I note that the
government is looking to prioritise areas that are subject
to bushfires and flooding. This is on the back of the
federal program so that we can get the best bang for our
buck and make sure we can deliver a great outcome.
Tourism is so important for so many small business
owners. In my electorate we have very large areas for
which tourism is important, whether you are looking
around Marysville and the Yarra Valley, the Warburton
Valley or the high country. There is an additional
$14 million for marketing campaigns to increase the
number of visitors to regional Victoria, with dedicated
campaigns to increase awareness targeted at interstate
markets and Melburnians to bring them to regional
areas. Upgrades to visitor amenities in our national
parks and state forests and on other public land are
supported by an additional $13.4 million over four
years, encouraging tourism and leveraging private
sector investment.
There is additional funding to support economic
recovery in Marysville and the surrounding
communities and funding to help towards the
development of the Vibe Hotel and Conference Centre
in Marysville, which is also being done with significant
private investment. We have funding to support
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Aboriginal communities and to support and grow
Aboriginal businesses and enterprises. There is
$3.1 million to continue work with the Victorian
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Register and Information
System.
There are so many wonderful things in this budget,
including a lot of social initiatives. One of them is for
tackling the ice problem, which is not just a city
problem but also a problem in many country towns.
There is $34 million to be invested over four years to
expand drug and alcohol treatment services for more
than 2000 extra people a year.
This budget has it all. I am extremely proud to be part
of a coalition government that is bringing this budget
down. I forgot to mention the great work being done to
establish the Yellingbo Conservation Area. I commend
this budget to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014. The
people of Thomastown, Lalor, Epping, North Epping,
Reservoir, Boolert and Fawkner deserve better. All
Victorians deserve better than what this Liberal state
government has dished up with the 2014–15 state
budget. It is a bad budget for the state, made even
worse by the catastrophic federal Liberal budget that
was recently announced. The federal Liberal budget has
rocked and shocked the Australian people, and we in
Victoria cannot take any comfort that maybe somehow
the Victorian budget will temper the worst effects. This
state budget will only compound those bad effects.
The state coalition government keeps talking about a
budget that delivers a AAA credit rating, but the fact is
that the previous Labor government also developed
budgets that delivered AAA credit ratings and did so in
addition to providing for people in our community. The
two are not mutually exclusive. It is all about the
choices that are made. A government must provide
services as well as have a vision and implement policy
to create and increase wealth in order to provide for its
population. The Victorian and federal Liberal
governments do neither. The state government is not
good for the Victorian economy, not good for jobs and
not good for residents of the Thomastown electorate.
The state budget fails in the most basic ways. A vital
role of state government budgets is the delivery of
essential services for all Victorians — utilities,
education, health care and public transport. In Australia
these are universal rights. All citizens have the right to
good-quality education, cheap public transport and
health care. In Victoria, society cares for its citizens,
and in return those citizens contribute to society. They
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are accepting and live in harmony and peace on the
whole. I believe Victorians support a fair go and
universal rights to education, health care and public
transport, and they also have the belief that, if you are
experiencing hard times, you get help from the state
when things are rough. However, state and federal
Liberal governments are destroying those most
fundamental tenets of the Australian way of life.
Everyone is well and truly on their own in this new
Abbott-Napthine world order.
I was listening to speakers on the other side crow about
capital works for schools in Brighton and the removal
of level crossings low on the VicRoads priority list in
blue-ribbon Liberal seats. In this first term of a Liberal
state government we have seen $32 million of capital
investments in schools in Sandringham, $18 million in
Hawthorn, $18.5 million in Brighton and $17.5 million
in Kew. In comparison, there has been zero capital
investment in schools in the electorate of Thomastown
through the budget process to date.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HALFPENNY — We have heard enough from
the three stooges on the other side there. In Labor’s last
term of government it made capital investments of
$19.3 million in schools in the Thomastown electorate.
It also made substantial capital investments in schools
in Liberal-held areas because Labor does not punish or
discriminate. When the current government was
elected, Thomastown West Primary School, for
example, was left with one school building as just a
concrete slab in the ground. The government had to be
shamed into agreeing to provide funds to finish it, and
we had to fight it all the way. Four budgets on, this
same school still has no funding for the school grounds
or for sports facilities as basic as basketball courts or
handball squares.
In spite of the Liberal state government and this budget,
this school is moving ahead and doing great work. As a
recent article in the Australian explained:
Principal Leon Bell believes in the adage that it takes a village
to raise a child and, at Thomastown West Primary School, he
is building the village.

When this government abandoned the children and
families at Thomastown West Primary School, the
community stepped in. Whittlesea Community
Connections secured a portable donated by a developer,
federal Labor provided some funds and council and
other agencies also helped. Now this school has a
community hub supporting homework clubs, linking
new migrants and refugees to services and encouraging
family participation in the schooling of their children.
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Again, when this government was elected Lalor
Gardens Primary School needed funds to finish off its
new facilities, but again no capital investment was
provided, and it was not provided in this budget either.
While schools on the Mornington Peninsula were
getting basketball stadiums in state Liberal budgets,
Lalor Gardens students had to bring gumboots to walk
to classes, and much of the outside play area was
inundated with water and construction waste and
fenced off for safety reasons.
I have raised many times in this Parliament the urgent
need to rebuild William Ruthven Secondary College
and the plight of its students, teachers, staff and
families. The principal and parents have made
numerous approaches to the minister, who has visited
the school, but to no avail. There is no provision within
this budget for the rebuild of William Ruthven. While
the school falls apart capital funds have been allocated
to open the new Coburg High School just up the road.
As I only have limited time remaining to me I cannot
go into the equally important needs of Lalor Secondary
College, Thomastown Secondary College, Epping
Primary School and the many other schools in the
Thomastown electorate which have received no capital
investment. Many of these schools are close to 50 years
old. This is not a government that supports the universal
right to access good quality education.
I will now move onto public transport and roads. There
is no capital investment in the budget to alleviate the
massive congestion, poor road network and urgent need
to upgrade arterial roads in the northern suburbs and
specifically the Thomastown electorate. There is no
funding for improved bus services in areas of growth or
further transport systems for the Epping North area.
Fifty-eight percent of the working population in the city
of Whittlesea, within which the Thomastown electorate
falls, have to travel outside the municipality to get to
work. Many have to travel long distances. From 2006
to 2011 an extra 1699 people in the city of Whittlesea
took the train to work. We can expect this figure to
have doubled since 2011. From 2006 to 2011 an extra
11 560 people drove to work, which is a staggering
increase. This figure is probably closer to 20 000 in
2014, yet there is no allocation of funds in this budget
to build or upgrade any road in the area.
On numerous occasions I have raised the problems,
frustrations and safety concerns of residents regarding
the lack of roads. We are not talking about repairs to
existing roads or fixing a few potholes; we are talking
about the need for the roads themselves. There are no
roads in the growth areas of the Thomastown electorate.

1817

There is also the need to link up Edgars Road from
Cooper Street to O’Herns Road, and to connect
O’Herns Road to the Hume Freeway. Both major
projects are subject to a very popular community
campaign called Access Denied, of which the Liberal
government would be aware from the number of
petitions the minister and Premier would have received.
I commend the Whittlesea City Council, including
Mayor Mary Lalios and South West Ward councillors
Stevan Kozmevski, Kris Pavlidis, Darryl Sinclair and
Adrian Spinelli for their leadership and hard work on
this campaign to get support for an essential project.
There is also no funding to duplicate or upgrade Epping
Road from High Street and no funds to fix the massive
congestion at Findon Road. Again, limited time
prevents me from going through the full list of urgent
needs.
The government’s budget response to all these
problems is the provision of a mere $500 000 to
undertake a business case for extending Edgars Road.
What an insult. The extension of Edgars Road is such a
small item in the context of the road development that
needs to be undertaken. It is yet another promise on the
never-never, unfunded and unlikely to happen under
this government’s watch.
A First World road system is necessary to reverse the
deteriorating quality of life for many families in the
outer north who face being stuck in kilometres of
banked-up traffic. This chews into family time as
people try to get to work or get home or undertake what
should be the easy exercise of dropping the kids off at
school. This substandard road system also affects
businesses by retarding industry growth and therefore
job creation.
We are also missing out on jobs because of the Liberal
government’s refusal to allocate critical funds in the
industrial areas of the northern suburbs. Many
employers I have spoken to tell me they cannot expand,
and if they are more cashed up, they move because of
the lack of infrastructure. Secondary roads and small
industrial estate roads are used as main thoroughfares
because there is no arterial road or the one road that is
there is just not accessible. Employees can only get to
work by car and employers must use up valuable land
to provide parking because it is not available elsewhere.
This prevents more productive use of the land. Bigger
business means bigger trucks; however, they cannot get
in so inefficiencies and costs increase.
Car registration costs have increased, bringing in a
53.8 per cent increase in revenue to the government
based on previous years of car registration revenue, but
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Thomastown residents, who have contributed to this
revenue, gain nothing in terms of roads. This is
negligence on the part of this Liberal-Nationals
government.
Unemployment is worsening. The government has been
forced to revise budget forecasts on employment to
account for both increasing unemployment and reduced
jobs growth. Unemployment is over 6 per cent in
Victoria but over 8 per cent in the city of Whittlesea
and probably more in the Thomastown electorate.
Almost 19 per cent of residents in the Thomastown
electorate and the city of Whittlesea work in
manufacturing, compared to the state average of 10 per
cent. The manufacturing sector is contracting, the
vehicle industry is lost to us thanks to Abbott and his
flat-earth policy advisers and we are losing air craft
maintenance. All of these are industries heavily relied
upon in the northern suburbs.
In spite of all this, there are no measures in the budget
papers to support a jobs plan, no comprehensive new
programs to tackle this jobs emergency or to create jobs
and no heavy-lifting programs to reskill and job place
those who have already lost their jobs. TAFE funding
has been cut. NMIT, the Northern Melbourne Institute
of TAFE, is in trouble because of a lack of funding,
creating million-dollar deficits. Enrolments are down
since course fees increased, and many courses and
teacher numbers have been cut.
Mr Newton-Brown — There is one in Prahran.
Ms HALFPENNY — Exactly. That is where they
have all gone to, obviously. That is the whole point of
what I am saying. This government cannot even
address the problem we have whereby retrenched
workers cannot reskill — they can only upskill — and
thus in many cases do not get the skills they need to go
into available work. A number of youth services have
been cut by Liberal budgets, even though youth
unemployment is more like three times the overall
unemployment rate for this area of Thomastown.
The projections for the growth areas of the
Thomastown electorate alone are staggering, and
infrastructure to provide for the projected population
growth must start now. To give an idea of expected
growth and what needs to be planned for, not over one
year or two years but over many years — and which
has not happened over the last three — Wollert, a
suburb within the new boundaries of the Thomastown
electorate, has a population of 146 people that is
expected to increase to 31 911 by 2036, and the
Donnybrook subregion has a population of 102 that is
expected to increase to 36 571 by 2036. That is only six
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terms of government away, yet there has been no
decisive action to look towards that and start planning
and building to cater for those numbers of people.
Let us take the Northern Hospital as an example. It is
struggling under the weight of a rapidly growing
population even now. Buildings take years to plan and
build, yet there is no action and there are no plans to
extend that hospital further. Yes, the emergency
department has been extended, but now there is a
problem of recurrent funding to staff the extended areas
and actually open it up to the public. The full service is
not open because there is not enough money.
Performance data shows the hospital is doing poorly
under the strain of the extra people, and I am told that
resident doctors are under pressure because doctors
who are sick or on leave are not replaced to save costs.
This is creating a dangerous situation and jeopardising
patient care.
Also under pressure are staff; they are pressured to get
patients out of beds, whether they are ready to go home
or not. This is a problem the state Liberal government
created, and it all is evident even before we see the
effects of the federal Liberal government health cuts
over the coming years. Before the federal government
reforms have even come into place, such as making
people pay to go to the doctor — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this evening to talk on the
Appropriation (2014–2015) Bill 2014, and what an
outstanding budget it is. Ever since I was a candidate
the Echuca police station has been an issue we have
been lobbying for. I served four long dark years in
opposition lobbying the then Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Minister Cameron, to put the
Echuca police station on the list.
Mr Nardella — How is the bridge?
Mr WELLER — The bridge is going very well.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Sunvale Primary School site
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — The matter I wish
to raise tonight is with the Premier, and it concerns the
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former Sunvale Primary School site. This site was
closed with the amalgamation of three primary schools
and the building of a new school, Sunshine Harvester
Primary School. It is a brilliant school which was built
by the former Labor government and which has a great
school community.
At the time of the 2010 election a member for Western
Metropolitan Region in the other place, Bernie Finn,
committed on behalf of the Liberal Party that the whole
Sunvale Primary School site would be designated for a
park. What has occurred since then is that 1.1 hectares
of the site has been purchased by the City of Brimbank
for $3 million for the purpose of parkland; however, the
remaining 0.9 hectares has been put on the market and
is out to tender as we speak. It is obvious that Bernie
Finn has lied to the people of Sunshine and that this
commitment is not going to be met.
The SPEAKER — Order! The word ‘lied’ is not
permitted.
Ms THOMSON — Then he has deceived the
people of Sunshine, and the Liberal government’s
commitment prior to the election has not been met. The
City of Brimbank is not in a position to purchase that
land. The land is zoned as residential, and the local
community groups out there campaigning for this
parkland have a number of requests and questions as to
what has happened on this site and why they have not
been given the park as promised.
An environmental test has been done, the results of
which have not been made public. It has only been
conducted on part of the site, and that needs to be
properly investigated and reported on publicly. We
need a proper environmental study to be done of the
whole site. The Premier should stop the tender at this
point, have a proper environmental study of
contamination done and release the report publicly, but
more importantly he should meet his government’s
commitment of dedicating the whole area as a park and
gift to Brimbank City Council the 0.9 hectares of land
that is currently zoned residential and under tender. I
ask the Premier to meet his commitment to these people
in Sunshine, a commitment which was made on behalf
of his party in opposition by Bernie Finn. To do
anything less would mean that they have been
deceived.

Kew High School
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education. The matter
relates to Kew High School, and the action I seek from
the minister is that he visit Kew High School, meet with
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the principal, teachers and students of the school and
see firsthand the need for the school to have a science
inquiry and research learning centre and a dedicated
year 7 safe place, as well as the need to upgrade Kew
High School’s Renaissance Theatre.
Kew High School was established over 50 years ago, it
is one of the three public high schools in the electorate
of Kew and it is developing a great academic reputation
for the 1000-odd students currently enrolled at the
school. Many students undertake science subjects at the
Victorian certificate of education level. Many will
require these science subjects as prerequisites for
further education. The current science classroom
facilities are inadequate and housed in portables that are
small and poorly ventilated, whereby odours from
experiments and practical classes pervade the
classrooms. Furthermore, there is inadequate space to
allow a class of 25 to collaborate and undertake group
projects. A proper science inquiry and research learning
centre would enable proper collaboration, with the
provision of proper breakout spaces where students can
come together for teaching, research, discussion and
presentation or demonstration of works to enable
project-based activities. This would benefit all year
levels. It is just not possible to use the current facilities
in this way. In short, the current portables are more
appropriate for the classroom teaching techniques of the
1960s than for modern, more flexible approaches to
teaching.
Furthermore, Kew High School has about 200 year 7
students. The school has long desired a separate,
discrete and safe place for year 7s. Most year 7s come
from local primary schools, and when they arrive at
Kew High School many of them are overwhelmed by
the number of students in years 8 to 12 and by the
bustle of these students. Unlike local primary schools,
where students mostly have a fixed classroom, at Kew
High School all the students move to lockers to collect
their books and materials and then walk to their
classrooms, depending on the period and the classes
they are taking. For many year 7 students this can be an
overwhelming experience. There is a need for a
dedicated area that year 7 students can call their own.
Finally, the 40-year-old Renaissance Theatre at Kew
High School is in need of renovation. Nothing
significant is required; the theatre just needs to be
brought up to proper working order. The theatre is
regularly used by the school for assemblies, plays and
concerts. It is also regularly used by other community
groups. Indeed I have presented on the stage myself and
attended a number of public meetings at the
Renaissance Theatre, as have some of my
parliamentary colleagues.
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l sincerely hope the minister is able to visit the school
and meet with the school principal, the staff and the
students to see firsthand the needs of Kew High School.

Geelong region police resources
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
and the action I seek is that the minister urgently
intervene to stop any downgrading of police services in
the Bellarine electorate. Last year community concerns
were raised in this house as a result of the failure of the
Napthine government to provide appropriate numbers
of police during the summer period. This was
something that had been done over the previous
10 years. Without the increased police presence last
summer, the Borough of Queenscliffe was forced to
employ a private security firm to ensure the safety of
the community.
There have also been concerns, which I have raised in
this house, about the day-to-day police presence in
Bellarine, with the rostering of Bellarine police into
Geelong leaving local communities without coverage
for extended periods. However, there is now a far
greater concern, with the announcement just over a
week ago that there is a plan to base all the police who
are currently at the Drysdale, Portarlington and
Queenscliff police stations at the Bellarine station in
Ocean Grove. This will mean that all police in the area
will be stationed in Ocean Grove and will form part of
the broader Geelong roster system. This will enable a
formal process of rostering staff into Geelong. I say
‘formal’ in this regard because this is a process that has
been implemented informally over the last few months.
The reality is that the outcome of the plan that is
proposed will mean the virtual closure of the Drysdale,
Portarlington and Queenscliff stations. As I mentioned
this morning in grievances, this is a plan which the
Kennett government attempted to implement in 1999
but which was solidly rejected by the communities of
Bellarine.
I know that if the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services were to come into the chamber tonight, he
would say, ‘We are not closing the stations’. Let us be
clear that these stations are only planned to be open for
a few hours on a couple of days a week, and even then
that will only involve junior police staff dealing with
over-the-counter inquiries. What we will see as a result
of this decision is a significant winding back of
front-line police in the communities of Bellarine —
particularly Queenscliff, Portarlington and Drysdale.
This is a change that the minister is apparently backing
in line with the Chief Commissioner of Police’s blue
paper, but it is a change that flies in the face of the
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widely held community view that the changes will
undermine the safety and security of these towns. The
people in these towns believe strongly in community
policing as a method of preventing crime and early
intervention.
Again I ask that the minister intervene urgently to stop
the planned downgrading of police services in
Bellarine.

Small Business Festival Victoria
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — My adjournment
matter tonight is for the Minister for Small Business.
The action I seek is that the minister consider hosting
an event in Shepparton during the Small Business
Festival Victoria. I understand the festival will run for
the month of August this year and that Business
Victoria is in the final stages of planning for that event.
I hope to be able to urge the minister to consider
Shepparton for one of those events.
The topics to be covered during the festival include
online marketing and sales, government grants and
assistance, networking and new business ideas. My
husband, Ian, and I ran a small auto electric business in
Shepparton, which I managed for 17½ years. We had to
make sure we kept up with current trends, so I have a
firsthand understanding of the importance of these sorts
of festivals and this sort of assistance to small business
owners, who are sometimes so busy working their
businesses that they do not get time to go out and see
what assistance is available to them.
The Shepparton electorate has a very diverse range of
small businesses. There are approximately
6400 businesses that employ over 31 000 people and
produce approximately $2.54 billion worth of products
through activities including horticulture, manufacturing,
commerce, retail, trade and dairying. These businesses
would greatly benefit from hosting an event at the
Small Business Festival Victoria in Shepparton. The
benefits would be to the businesses themselves because
they would learn to do business better, share ideas, get
an understanding of the latest IT and find out what
assistance they can get from government organisations.
There would also be benefits to the community. The
festival would attract people to Shepparton, which
would mean that people might shop in Shepparton, stay
overnight or have a meal at a cafe or a restaurant. Over
the past few years there have been a number of
challenges for small businesses in Shepparton,
including uncertainty about SPC Ardmona and the
downturn in the Australian dollar. I know the festival
would bring some confidence to the region by assisting
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small businesses and providing them with some further
support.
On 30 April I visited the Victorian government’s
mobile business bus with Greg Barr, The Nationals
candidate for Shepparton. The bus provides expert
advice to businesses, offering them workshops and
programs. While we were there we met with mentor
Walt Healy and bus driver and adviser Sakin Boyachi.
We also met Alex Ahmet, a young woman who was
seeking assistance to start her own small business. She
was seeking whatever advice that was available to her
so she could start off with the right tools and not go into
a small business set up to fail.
I urge the Minister for Small Business to seriously
consider hosting an event in Shepparton as part of the
Small Business Festival Victoria.

Boundary Road, North Melbourne, pedestrian
crossing
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads. The action I seek is
the installation of pedestrian-operated traffic signals at
Boundary Road, North Melbourne.
The Australian Muslim Social Services Agency
(AMSSA) is a mosque and community centre. It
opened in 2012 and is situated on Boundary Road
opposite the public housing estate at Alfred and Sutton
streets in North Melbourne. Many residents from North
Melbourne attend AMSSA on a daily basis, sometimes
on a number of occasions during the day for their
spiritual obligations.
At the request of my office and the centre, VicRoads
recently conducted a traffic survey of the area. That
survey showed that there was a need for
pedestrian-operated traffic signals. In a letter to me
dated 10 April 2014, VicRoads stated:
VicRoads conducted a pedestrian traffic survey near
91–101 Boundary Road on 19 July 2013. VicRoads’
guidelines for pedestrian-operated traffic signals require at
least 100 pedestrians and 500 vehicles to be present in any
one-hour period. The Boundary Road survey recorded
447 pedestrians and 848 vehicles between 1.00 p.m. and
2.00 p.m., indicating that it is eligible to be considered for
pedestrian-operated traffic signals.

This is a matter of some urgency because of the large
number of young children and elderly people who
attend the centre. There has been one accident that I am
aware of involving a senior citizen, who was
hospitalised as a result of the accident. The area is quite
a busy intersection, where there are approximately five
roads that converge. It is also a very busy area, with
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cars going from the city to the Tullamarine Freeway
and to the west of Melbourne. I think it is an urgent
matter that should be attended to before somebody is
much more seriously hurt. I therefore seek the
assistance of the Minister for Roads in this matter.
Given that the VicRoads survey shows that the area not
only meets but exceeds the traffic and pedestrian counts
needed for pedestrian-operated signals in that area, I
think it would be something that would help not only
the community members who attend the mosque and
the community centre in the area but also the businesses
in that area, which have a large number of people
crossing the road at any one time.

Graduate nurse employment
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — My request for action is
for the Minister for Health, and the action I seek is that
the minister investigate and advise on what the current
Liberal government is doing to buck the recent trend of
hiring nursing staff from overseas rather than
prioritising Victoria’s own well-educated nurses.
According to the Australian Nursing & Midwifery
Federation, over 800 graduate nurses throughout
Victoria were unable to gain employment last year.
This directly correlates with the number of nurses
currently employed on 457 immigration visas in our
state — approximately 800 nurses. According to
various sources, the nurses employed on 457 visas are
often only employed to fill temporary gaps in hospital
staffing. That seems counterproductive, given that the
system could be using Victoria’s own graduate nurses
to such ends whilst also giving them a more developed
workplace experience, which would allow them to
move on to permanent employment.
The preference should be that temporary contracts are
offered to nurses educated within Victoria. The
Department of Health would have direct contact with
the institutions producing these graduates and would
therefore be able to rely on the quality of the education
the nurses receive. These new graduates could fulfil a
necessary function in Victoria’s health system, and this
refocusing would encourage more high school students
to consider entering health-related vocations. In times
of severe shortage there would still be the option to
employ nurses from overseas; however, the onus
should be on public hospitals to initially look within
their own communities for staff and employ those
nurses who have been educated in Victoria’s own
universities.
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I request that the Minister for Health outline what steps
are being taken to prioritise employment of our own
graduate nurses in Victorian hospitals.

Eureka rebellion anniversary
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Premier, and I ask him to
take action to provide state government funding to
support this year’s 160th anniversary of the Eureka
uprising. As members will know, the discovery of gold
in Victoria in 1851 led to an influx of people from
around the world looking to make their fortune and
escape the rigid strictures of their old lives. The influx
and actions of gold seekers drove the transformation of
this country from a largely Anglo-Saxon convict colony
to a prosperous multicultural country of diverse and
progressive views. The miners shared their experiences
to advocate for a world very different from the one they
had left, where only the wealthy could vote and own
property.
We know that the colonial administration was
ill-prepared for the influx of gold seekers, and it applied
a licence fee for gold mining, which was seen as
unreasonable as it was higher than that paid by
pastoralists and had to be paid regardless of the miner
earning any income. In Ballarat there were a range of
democratic actions taken to attempt to resolve the
tensions. The Ballarat Reform League was formed and
a charter drawn up which noted:
That it is the inalienable right of every citizen to have a voice
in making the laws he is called upon to obey — that taxation
without representation is tyranny.

Public meetings were held, a petition was sent to
Governor Hotham and a delegation was sent to
Commissioner Rede — all to no avail. The battle at the
Eureka Stockade early on the morning of 3 December
1854 was a pivotal moment in Australian history. Over
30 people were killed that morning, including at least
one woman. Mark Twain later said of the Eureka
Stockade that ‘it may be called the finest thing in
Australasian history’ and that it was ‘a strike for liberty,
a struggle for principle, a stand against injustice and
oppression’.
This December will be the 160th anniversary of the
Eureka uprising. Members may remember that the
Bracks government provided substantial funding for the
150th anniversary of the Eureka uprising and as a result
a large range of events were able to be held in Ballarat
and elsewhere to commemorate Eureka and help
Australians reflect on the significance of the events
surrounding the uprising.
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As the Premier will know, since the 150th anniversary
the federal and state governments and the City of
Ballarat have funded the creation of the Museum of
Australian Democracy at Eureka (MADE) on the site of
the Eureka Stockade in Ballarat. MADE is bringing the
importance of that story and its link to modern-day
democracy to new audiences. This year’s
160th anniversary is an opportunity to emphasise and
enhance the importance of Eureka and the reputation of
MADE, Ballarat and regional Victoria. I understand
that the board of MADE, supported by the City of
Ballarat, has asked the state to contribute funding in
support of this year’s commemoration. With funding to
support the events planned for this year’s
160th anniversary of Eureka, Ballarat and the broader
Victorian community can benefit — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Mildura education and training sector
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
Mildura. Mildura has a large education and training
sector. The lead agency is SuniTAFE — the Sunraysia
Institute of TAFE — which is chaired by Leonie
Burrows. It has a strong board with CEO Win Scott and
a competent team. That is demonstrated by this year’s
annual report. As we approach the institute’s annual
general meeting it is worthwhile having a look at the
achievements it has delivered.
The institute’s income increased by 45 per cent in the
last year, and this has allowed a surplus of
$1.995 million to be delivered for the year ended
31 December 2013. This is an extraordinarily good
result for the institute, which is doing well and meeting
the needs of the community. The excellent financial
result in 2013 was a combination of the $1.995 million
surplus and a depreciation allowance of $1.645 million.
The SuniTAFE is travelling well. It also has a number
of arrangements with contractors that provide specialist
services to students who study through or with
SuniTAFE and who need access to specialist skills.
The training sector in Mildura has a number of other
players including the Mildura and District Education
Council, which provides significant training and
services, particularly to the horticultural sector. It is also
an agent for the commonwealth’s Harvest Trail, which
brings casual seasonal workers and many backpackers
to Mildura. No education minister should bypass
looking at the work the Northern Mallee Local
Learning and Employment Network is doing in
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engagement and education. I know it is not directly the
responsibility of the minister, but some of the work that
is being done with trade training centres and also with
disengaged youth completes the very solid and sound
educational landscape for Mildura. I look forward to the
minister finding some time this winter to visit Mildura.

Western Ring Road noise walls
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Premier. In question time
yesterday the Premier said:
I welcome any member of the opposition who wants to have a
meeting with me to contact me, and I will accommodate
them.

The action I seek is that the Premier honour yesterday’s
statement and in the next two to three weeks meet with
me so he can personally hear the facts about the urgent
need for noise walls in my electorate and allocate
money before 30 June so that good quality walls are
installed before summer.
The Premier stated on 22 February 2013 in relation to
new road access around the Melbourne port that the
delivery of world-class buffers is one of two things
most important to the people of Melbourne. The
Minister for Roads stated in Parliament:
Anybody who has lived in rural Victoria would know that
there is nothing worse than the noise that goes on night after
night when calves are weaned.

I speak for my constituents who do not have the
seasonal noise of weaning calves but instead suffer
intolerably dangerous noise levels 365 days a year, day
and night. Additionally, on 2 November 2012 the
Assistant Treasurer in a media release stated:
Road traffic noise can be a significant issue for the
community and the coalition government is committed to
reducing the impacts on residents living next to freeways.

Between August 2012 and August 2013 there have
been 53 separate occasions on which I have raised this
matter in correspondence and in the house with the
Minister for Roads. In 2014 more requests have been
made to the minister. It is time that the Premier and the
Minister for Roads acted. They should spend a week
trying to live and sleep alongside the M80 Western
Ring Road. There is the sound of trucks and vehicles
day and night, brakes, roaring B-doubles and B-triples
and the whining of an endless stream of traffic. After a
week of sleepless nights for these two cabinet members,
noise walls would be installed because they and their
families would not put up with the negative health and
welfare issues. Indeed, their very sanity would be at
risk. In winter windows are shut due to the intolerable
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noise levels, and they cannot be opened even in
summer.
Words without deeds are meaningless. Action, not
lip-service, is needed. The only government action to
date has been the stripping of $500 million from the
M80 upgrade. How can the roads minister not install
noise walls along the Western Ring Road — the second
busiest road in the state? It is up to the Premier to
intervene to have noise walls installed in Glenroy and
Gowanbrae beside the $2.25 billion Western Ring Road
upgrade. Ashburton and Glen Iris residents have had
them installed in their locations, and we need them too.

Chelsea State Emergency Service unit
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, and it is good to see the minister in the
chamber tonight. The action I seek is for the minister to
visit the Chelsea State Emergency Service (SES) depot
to meet with the SES volunteers and listen to their
future needs. The State Emergency Service is an
integral part of life in Victoria. Often when our
community is faced with great challenges it is the SES
that comes in and saves the day.
My community, being a bayside area, is sometimes on
the receiving end of wild storms that sweep across the
bay, sometimes taking out power, sometimes taking off
roofs, but generally creating havoc when they arrive.
When such storms hit it is the SES volunteers who
usually come in with tarps and chainsaws to help
families out. Of course they also help get people out of
cars with things like the jaws of life, and they do so
much more for the community. They are as loved as
our firefighters, police, lifesavers and others. They do a
tremendous job.
My community is growing. Suburbs from Cheltenham
through to Chelsea are seeing a significant population
expansion. Big old suburban blocks that used to host
just one elderly couple are frequently being
redeveloped with two or significantly more families
moving in. We are doing a much better job of dealing
with this growth than the Labor government did. We
are an infrastructure government that is delivering the
roads, schools, public transport, assets and services the
community needs.
The Frankston railway line is a classic example. Whilst
Labor was investing billions into its herd of white
elephants, such as the desalination plant, myki and the
north–south pipeline, it slashed maintenance
expenditure on everything, particularly schools and
transport. The Frankston line basically rusted and broke
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to a point where only 62.6 per cent of trains ran on
time. Since we came in and fixed it, the line is now
punctual more than 90 per cent of the time. With
commitments like the Dingley bypass, Monash
Children’s hospital, the east–west link, the port of
Hastings, the Metro rail tunnel, regional rail link,
airport rail link and much more, we are building the
infrastructure Victoria needs. Our infrastructure plans
are designed to allow us to cope with growth.
However, the population growth in the Mordialloc
electorate means the Chelsea SES is expanding. It is
gathering more emergency equipment to cope with
local demands. The challenge is that it needs
somewhere safe to put all its valuable equipment and to
cope with its membership growth. I hope the minister
can visit the Chelsea SES and meet with the volunteers
so that he can see what they have and what they need
for the future. I look forward to a positive response.

Responses
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This year there will be six partner regional festivals
conducted, including in Bendigo and Gippsland, where
they have not occurred before. As a local member from
the Gippsland region it is pleasing to see that we will be
hosting a number of events throughout that region. It is
important that we host events not only in metropolitan
Melbourne but also in regional communities. We have
really broadened out the Small Business Festival to
ensure that occurs. A couple of years ago I had the
privilege of attending one of the functions in
Shepparton, where the member is obviously based, and
it was terrific. I remember it was a retail function, and it
was terrific to see about 80 businesses attend that
particular event.
We are trying to ensure that most of the popular topics
are covered during the festival. Whether it be online
marketing and sales, government grants and assistance,
starting a new business or networking new business
ideas, a range of business events will be hosted during
the month of August.

Mr NORTHE (Minister for Small Business) — It
gives me pleasure to rise to respond to the member for
Shepparton. She raised an issue with respect to the
Small Business Festival and the holding of events and
functions in her electorate during the course of that
festival, which is held every August. It is a very
successful event, which runs not only within
metropolitan Melbourne but across regional Victoria.
The small business sector is a very important sector to
Victoria. There are around 530 000 small businesses in
Victoria, employing approximately 1.2 million
Victorians, and this year the ninth annual Small
Business Festival will be held. I must say it was
initiated under the Labor government, and credit must
go to Labor for initiating a very successful festival.

With respect to Shepparton, as the member said in her
remarks, the small business bus has been to Shepparton
and a number of different regions over the past
12 months, and that is another way of making sure that
small businesses receive support and information
through the mentoring services that are provided.
Indeed, the Small Business Mentoring Service, as I
understand it, has conducted 50-odd mentoring sessions
for Shepparton small business owners. In collaboration
with the City of Greater Shepparton, 10 workshops and
seminars have been held and around 92 business
owners have been able to develop their skills in online
marketing, building their online business or winning
government contracts.

The coalition government is pleased to ensure the
continuation of the Small Business Festival. This year
we will have approximately 340 events throughout
Victoria and an estimated 33 000 attendees, so the
month of August is a very important one from a small
business perspective, and it is terrific to see so many
small businesses participating. There are a range of
events that are hosted throughout the course of the
festival.

Local Shepparton business 3D Film Pro received from
the Grow Your Business program, which is another
state government initiative, a grant in excess of $11 000
to assist with the development of an innovative
business plan. The coalition government also has an
initiative called Support Small Business Day, which is
very important and will gear up in October when the
second Support Small Business Day is run, after the
inaugural event last year. This builds on a number of
different workshops and events that we host.

As a government, we have tried to make sure the events
we host are relevant to the communities in which we
host them. Whether it relates to retail, government
business or any of a host of issues pertaining to the
small business sector, we are making sure the events
and functions we host are relevant to particular regions.

With respect to the member for Shepparton’s question,
we are in the final stages of planning where and when
the events will be held, but I am sure that through the
action the member is seeking tonight we will have
events throughout the Shepparton region during
August. I will be happy to report back to her once the
events are finalised.
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Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — First, I will deal with the issue raised by
the member for Bellarine. The coalition government is
very proud of its commitment to law and order. We
have a record budget in police of $2.43 billion. We
committed to 1700 additional police, and we are up to
1525. We committed to 940 protective services officers,
and we have been able to deliver 751.
The issue with the Greater Geelong and Surf Coast
police service area is that it includes the Bellarine
Peninsula. The information I have been given by police
is that when the government came to power in
December 2010 there were 343 police officers in the
Greater Geelong and Surf Coast area, which includes
the Bellarine Peninsula, and that as of the end of April
that figure is now 404 police, so there are 61 extra
police in that area.
I have noticed that there have been a few rallies down
in Geelong. What the Police Association Victoria and
others have attempted to do is include those who are in
the station but not those who are in the task forces. A
point I have made on numerous occasions is that it is
important when numbers are being counted that those
task forces are included in the front-line policing
numbers. As we say over and over again, the issue of
front-line policing does include the family violence task
force. It also includes the task force that deals with drug
distribution and manufacture. It is important that they
are identified as front-line policing items.
I note with interest that the Chief Commissioner of
Police has met with police from that area and their
representatives, and my understanding is that an
additional five police have been allocated to that area.
That will take effect in the next few weeks. There are
the 61 who have been put in place, and my
understanding is that the chief commissioner has
allocated a further 5 for that area, making it 66. I also
point out that we have committed to and have under
way the Waurn Ponds police station, which will be a
great asset to law and order in the Greater Geelong
area. To summarise, there are 61 more police officers
now and there will be an additional 5 added to that
number as a result of recent meetings between the chief
commissioner and police representatives.
In response to the member for Mordialloc, in the week
before last I visited a couple of Victoria State
Emergency Service (SES) units with the member for
Bentleigh, down at Moorabbin and Glen Eira —
formerly the Oakleigh SES. These people do an
outstanding job. This year we have committed a record
amount of money for the SES, more than $50 million.
That is the most it has ever had, which is really good
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news. As the member for Mordialloc pointed out, the
SES does an outstanding job, whether it be road rescue,
looking for lost kids or lost people or helping people
with winter or storm damage. When we were at the
different units they were practising their skills and
making sure the lighting and everything was right.
Chelsea SES has a great name among other units, and I
am really looking forward to being able to visit with the
member for Mordialloc. I hope we can do this sooner
rather than later, and hopefully we can get down there
on a training night to see how well they train.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Kew asked me to accompany him and visit
Kew High School — a very good school. It has offered
a very high standard of education over a number of
years now, not only for local students but for
international students who are attracted to it as well.
The school really does look after its facilities. It offers a
broad curriculum and high student numbers — they
have been consistently high — and students are drawn
from a broad area due to the popularity of the school.
I have visited the school before with the member but,
like all schools, it is looking to improve its facilities.
The member particularly raised the need of the year 7s
to have a separate area, the science centre and also the
possible refurbishment of the Renaissance Theatre,
which is used by not only the school but also the
broader community. I am more than happy to
accompany the member. I appreciate his great work for
all schools in his electorate, but he has paid particular
attention to Kew High School on a number of occasions
recently, so I do look forward to visiting the school
with him in the near future.
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I am pleased to rise to respond to the
adjournment matter raised by the member for Mildura.
I congratulate him on his strong representation of
residents in the electorate of Mildura. He is a very
strong advocate in this house, and I know he has been a
very strong advocate in his local community.
He asked that I visit his electorate and talk to educators
within his community. He asked me to meet with
representatives of the Mildura and District Educational
Council (MADEC), which has a particular focus on
horticulture. He also asked that I meet with
representatives of the Northern Mallee Local Learning
and Employment Network (LLEN), and whilst that
falls within the domain of the Minister for Education,
clearly there is a very strong synergy between the work
of the LLENs and the broader vocational education and
training (VET) sector. I understand the important role
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that they play, and it is certainly a very important
organisation that I will engage with.
In addition, the member for Mildura asked me to meet
with representatives of SuniTAFE, which has been an
outstanding performer when it comes to the provision
of TAFE services in Victoria. Under this government
we have seen a record level of funding for the VET
sector, with an increase in funding from just over
$800 million to $1.2 billion of ongoing funding
committed by this government, which is a 50 per cent
increase from the previous government. What that has
led to is a 50 per cent increase in enrolments. With
respect to the TAFE sector, over the life of this
government we have seen an increase of 23 per cent in
TAFE enrolments because $600 million is being
provided in government funding for the delivery of
training.
SuniTAFE has been an outstanding performer with
respect to the provision of education services for people
within the member for Mildura’s community. Over the
past three years we have seen fantastic results achieved
by SuniTAFE in enrolments. In 2013 the enrolment
figure was 9889. Over the life of this government there
has been a staggering 126 per cent increase in
enrolments. As a consequence this government has
increased SuniTAFE’s funding from the previous
government’s $17.5 million to $33.5 million. The
training SuniTAFE is providing is clearly delivering for
that community, and as a consequence government
funding has increased to meet that training need. I am
very keen to meet with representatives of SuniTAFE,
MADEC and the Northern Mallee LLEN. I look
forward to discussing this issue further with the
member for Mildura to facilitate an opportunity to meet
with education providers within his community.
The member for Footscray raised a matter for the
Premier in regard to the sale of the Sunvale Primary
School site in Sunshine, and I will refer that matter to
the Premier.
The member for Melbourne raised an issue for the
Minister for Roads in regard to the potential installation
of pedestrian-operated traffic signals on Boundary
Road in North Melbourne, and I will refer that matter to
the minister.
The member for Frankston raised a matter for the
Minister for Health in regard to the engagement of
overseas nurses and the potential employment of
Victorian-based nurses, and I will refer that matter to
the Minister for Health.
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The member for Ballarat East raised a matter for the
Premier in regard to potential funding for the
160th anniversary of the Eureka Stockade, and I will
refer that matter to the Premier.
Finally, the member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for
the Premier with respect to a request to meet with the
Premier regarding the potential installation of noise
walls on the Western Ring Road.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house stands
adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.44 p.m.

